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PROCEEDINGS 


OF 


THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE FIRST SESSION OF THE SIXTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 
PHILADELPHIA, DECEMBER 2, 1799. 


Monpay, December 2, 1799. | 


The first session of the sixth Congress, conform- ' 
ably to the Constitution, commenced this day, and 
the Senate assembled, in their Chamber, at the | 
‘city of Philadelphia. f 


PRESENT: 


Joux Lanepon, from New Hampshire; 
Bensamin Goopvate, from Massachusetts ; 
Tueopore Foster, from Rhode Island; 

James Hittwovuse and Urian Tracy, from: 
Connecticut ; 

Jonn Laurance and James Warson. from | 
New York; 

Wiuuiam Bincuam, from Pennsylvania; f 

Humparey Marsnatt, from Kentucky ; 

Jacos Reap, from South Carolina; 

James Gunn, from Georgia. | 

Josera ANDERSON, appointed a Senator by the | 
State of Tennessee, for the remainder of the term | 
for which their late Senator, Andrew Jackson, ` 
was appointed; Apranam BALDWIN, appointed a | 
Senator by the State of Georgia; Jonn Brown, | 
appointed a Senator by the State of Kentucky; | 
SAMUEL DEXTER, appointed a Senator by the | 
State of Massachusetts; SAMUEL LIVERMORE, ap- 
pointed a Senator by the State of New Hamp- 
shire; and Wittiam Hitt WEL s, appointed a- 
Senator by the State of Delaware; severally pro- | 
duced their credentials, and took their seats in the 
Senate. 

The Vice Prestpent being absent, the Senate | 
proceeded to the election of a President pro tem- | 
pore, as the Constitution provides, and Samuen 
Livermore was chosen. 

Ordered, That Mr. Reap administer the oath . 
required bylaw to the President of the Senate pro ' 
tempore. 

he Prestpent administered the oath, as the : 
law prescribes, to Messrs. ANDERSON, BALDWIN, | 
Brown, Dexter, and WELLS. i 

Ordered, That the Secretary wait upon the | 
PRESIDENT oF THE Unrrep STATES, and acquaint | 
him that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, | 
and that, in the absence of the Vics PRESIDENT, | 
they have elected Samuet Livermore President | 
of the Senate pro tempore. : : 

Ordered, That the Secretary acquaint the House 
of Representatives that a quorum of the Senate ; 
is assembled and ready to proceed to business, and . 


t 


i the room of John Rutherfurd, resi 


that, in the absence of the Vice Presinent, they 
have elected SamueL Livermore President of 
the Senate pro tempore. 

Resolved, That each Senator be supplied, dur- 
ing the present session, with three such newspa- 


: pers, printed in any of the States, as he may choose, 


provided, that the same be furnished at the rate 
usual for the annual charge of such papers. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that a quorum of the House 
is assembled, and have elected THEopore Sepe- 


; wick their Speaker. 


Ordered, That Messrs. Reap and Bincuam be 


/@ committee on the part of the Senate, together 


with such committee as the House of Representa- 


i tives may appoint on their part, to wait on the 


President of the United States, and notify him 


| that a quorum of the two Houses is assembled, and 


ready to receive any communications that he may 
be pleased to make to them. 

The PresipeEnT communicated a letter signed 
John Trumbull, presenting to the Senate of the 
United States impressions of two prints of the 
American Revolution, which he had lately caused 
to be published; and the letter was read. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

The Senate adjourned to 11 o’clock to-morrow 
morning. 


Teespay. December 3. 


Witiram Cocke, appointed a Senator by the 
State of Tennessee, and James Scuureman, ap- 
pointed a Senator by the State of New Jersey, in 
gned, severally 
produced their credentials, were qualified, and took 
their seats in the Senate. 

Henry Latimer, from the State of Delaware, 
and James Ross, from the State of Pennsylvania, 
severally attended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that a quorum of the House 
is assembled, and have appointed a joint com- 
mittee on their part, together with such committee 
as the Senate may appoint on theirs, to wait on 
the President of the United States, and notify 


him that a quorum of the two Houses is assembled,. 


and ready to receive any communications that he 
may be pleased to make to them. © f 
Mr. Reap reported from the joint committee 
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appointed for the purpose, that they had waited 
on the President of the United States, and had no- 
tified him that a quorum of the two Houses of 
Congress were assembled ; and that the President 
of the United States acquainted the committee, 
that he would meet the two Houses, this day, at 12 
o'clock, in the Chamber of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. ; 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House are now ready 
to meet the Senate, in the Chamber of that House, 
to receive such communications as the President 
of the United States shall be pleased to make to 
them. . 

Whereupon the Senate repaired to the Cham- 
ber of the House of Representatives, for the pur- 
pose above expressed. E 

The Senate then returned to their own Cham- 
ber, anda copy of the Speech of the President 
of the United States, this day addressed to both 
Houses of Congress, was read. (F'or which, see 
House Proceedings, post.) 

Ordered, That Messrs. Ross, Reap, and Tra- 
cy, bea committee to report the draught of an 
Address to the President of the United States, in 
answer to his Speech this day to both Houses. 

Ordered, That the Speech of the President of 
the United States, this day communicated to both 
Houses of Congress, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

Resolved, That two Chaplains of different de- 
nominations, be appointed to Congress for the 
present session, one by each House, who shall in- 
terchange weekly. 

The Senate proceeded to the appointment of a 
Chaplain to Congress on their part, and the Right 
Reverend Bishop W urre was unanimously elected. 


Wepnespay, December 4. 


The Senate assembled, but transacted no busi- 
ness. 


Tuurspay, December 5. 

JonatHan Dayton, appointed a Senator by the 
State of New Jersey, and Ray Greeny, appoint- 
ed a Senator by the State of Rhode Island, sever- 
ally produced their credentials, were qualified, and 
took their seats in the Senate. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in the 
resolution for the appointment of Chaplains, and 
have elected the Rev. Doctor ASHBEL Green a 
Chaplain to Congress on their part. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES : 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I transmit to Congress certain documents which have 
relation to the communications made on Tuesday, on 
the subjects of the insurrection in Pennsylvania, the 
renewal of commerce with St. Domingo, and the mis- 
sion to the French Republic. 

: JOHN ADAMS, 
Unitzev Strarzs, December 5, 1799. 


The Message and papers therein referred to were 
read. i À 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration, and 
that the Message and papers be printed for the use 
of the Senate. a 

Mr. Anerson presented the petition of Sam- 
uel Glass and others, praying compensation for a 
number of horses, stated to have been stolen from 
them by certain Indians on the frontiers; which 
was read, and referred to Messrs. ANDERSON, 
HıLLBouse, and Goopuvusg, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 


Fripay, December 6. 


Mr. Dexter notified the Senate, that he should, 
on Monday next, ask leave to bring ina bill to re- 
vive the act, entitled, “An act for the relief of per- 
sons imprisoned for debt.” 

Mr. Ross, from the committee appointed to 
draught an Address, in answer to the Speech of 
the President of the United States, to the two 
Houses of Congress at the opening of the session, 
made a report; which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 


Mownpay, December 9. 


Eruan Paine, from the State of Vermont, at- 
tended. j 

The Presipent laid before the Senate a letter 
from Samuel Meredith, Treasurer, together with 
his Specie, War, and Navy accounts, ending the 
31st of December, 1798, March 31st, and June 30th, 
1799, and Navy and War actounts to September 
30th, 1799; which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie on file. 

Agreeably to notice given, Mr. Dexrer had 
leave to bring in a bill to revive the act, entitled, 
“ An act for the relief of persons imprisoned for 
debt,” which was read; and, by unanimous con- 
sent, the bill was read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. DEXTER, 
Laurance, and Tracy, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee of the draught of an Address in 
answer to the Speech of the President of the 
United States to both Houses of Congress, at the 
opening of the session; which, being read in par- 
agraphs, was adopted, as follows: 

To the President of the United States : 

Accept, Sir, the respectful acknowledgments of the 
Senate of the United States for your Speech delivered 
to both Houses of Congress at the opening of the pres- 
ent session. 

While we devoutly join you in offering our th 
to Almighty God, for the return of health to our a 
and for the general prosperity of the country, we can= 
not refrain from lamenting that the arts and calumnies 
of factious, designing men have excited open rebellion 
a second time in Pennsylvania ; and thereby compelled 
the employment of military force to aid the civil author- 
ity in the execution of the laws. We rejoice that your 
vigilance, energy, and well-timed exertions, have crush- 
ed so daring an opposition, and prevented the spreading 
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ofsuch treasonable combinations. The promptitude and 
zeal displayed. by the troops called to suppress this in- 
surrection deserve our highest commendation and praise, 
and afford a pleasing proof of the spirit and alacrity with 
which our fellow-citizens are ready to maintain the au- 
thority of our excellent Government. 

Knowing, as we do, that the United States are sin- 
cerely anxious for a fair and liberal execution of the 
Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and Navigation, entered 
into with Great Britain, we learn, with regret, that the 
progress of adjustment has been interrupted, by a dif- 
ference of opinion among the commissioners. We 
hope, however, that the justice, the moderation, and the 
obvious interests of both parties, will lead to satisfactory 
explanations, and that the business will then go forward 
to an amicable close of all differences and demands be- 
tween the two countries. Weare fully persuaded that 
the Legislature of the United States will cheerfully en- 
able you to realize your assurances of performing, on 
our part, all engagements under our treaties, with 
punctuality, and the most scrupulous good faith. 

When we reflect upon the uncertainty of the result 
of the late mission to France, and upon the uncommon 
nature, extent, and aspect, of the war now raging in 
Europe—which affects materially our relations with the 
Powers at war, and which has changed the condition 
of their colonies in our neighborhood—we are of opin- 
ion, with you, that it would be neither wise nor safe to 
relax our measures of defence, or to lessen any of our 
preparations to repel aggression. 

Our inquiries and attention shall be carefully direct- 
ed to the various other important subjects which you 
have recommended to our consideration; and from our 
experience of your past administration, we anticipate, 
with the highest confidence, your strenuous co-opera- 
tion in all measures which have a tendency to promote 
and extend our national interests and happiness. 

SAMUEL LIVERMORE, 
President of the Senate, pro tempore. 


Ordered, That the committee who prepared 
the Address wait on the President of the United 
States, and desire him to acquaint the Senate at 
what time and place it will be most convenient for 
him that it should be presented. 

Mr. Ross reported, from the committee, that 
they had waited on the President of the United 
States, and that he would receive the Address of 
the Senate to-morrow at 12 o’clock, at his own 
house. 

Whereupon, Resolved, That the Senate will, to- 
morrow, at 12 o'clock, wait on the President of the 
United States accordingly. 

Mr. Ross notified the Senate that he should to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to revive cer- 
tain suits and process in the Circuit Court for the 
distriet of Pennsylvania, which have been discon- 
tinued. 


Tuespay, December 10. 


Agreeably to the resolution of yesterday, the Se- 
nate waited on the President of the United States, 
and the President of the Senate, in their name, 
presented the Address then agreed to. 

To which the PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES 
made the following reply: 

Gentlemen of the Senate: 
I thank you for this Address. I wish you all possible 


success and satisfaction in your deliberations on the means 
which have a tendency to promote and extend our na- 
tional interests and happiness; and I assure you that, 
in all your measures directed to those great objects, you 
may, at all times, rely with the highest confidence on. 
my cordial co-operation. 

The praise of the Senate, so judiciously conferred om 
the promptitude and zeal of the troops, called to sup-. 
press the insurrection, as it falls from so high authority, 
must make a deep impression, both as a terror to the 
disobedient, and an encouragement of such as do well.. 

; JOHN ADAMS. 

Uxirep States, December 10,1799. 


The Senate returned to their own Chamber, and. 


proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. 


Wepnespay. December 11. 


NATHANIEL ČHIPMAN, from the State of Ver- 
mont, attended. 

The Presipent laid before the Senate a report 
from the Commisioners of the Sinking Fund; 
which was read. 

Ordered, That it be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

The Presipent laid before the Senate a report 


i from the Secretary for the Department of State, 


in pursuance of the “ Act to revive and continue 
in force certain parts of the ‘Act for the relief and 
protection of American seamen,’ and to amend the 
same,” with abstracts of all the returns, made by 
the collectors of the different ports, of registered 
seamen, and of impressed seamen; together with 
a report, exhibiting abstracts of the communica- 
tions received from the agents employed by virtue 
of that act; which were read. 

Ordered That they be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

Agreeably to notice given, Mr. Ross obtained 
leave to bring ina bill for reviving and continuing 
suits and. proceedings in the Circuit Court for the 
District of Pennsylvania; and the bill was read ; 
and, by unanimous consent, it was read the second 
time and referred to Messrs. Ross, Cuipman, and 
Dexter, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 

Ordered, That the report of the Secretary for the 
Department of State, respecting impressed seamen, 
together with the papers therein referred to, be 
committed to Messrs. Rean, Goopave, and Bine- 
HAM, to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Dexter from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, to revive the act entitled “An 
act for the relief of persons imprisoned for debt,” 
reported amendments, which were read and adopt- 
ed; and the bill being further amended, 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 


Tuurspay, December 12. 


James Lioyp, from the State of Maryland, at- 
tended. 

The bill to revive the act, entitled “ An act for 
the relief of persons imprisoned for debt,” was read 
the third time and passed. 

Mr. Greene presented the petition of Joseph 
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Russell, jr., and others, stating that there is due to 
them from the United States interest on twenty- 
four thousand four hundred dollars, according toa 
resolution of Congress of the 18th March 1780, and 
praying payment; which petition was read and 
referred to Messrs. Greene, Tracy, and Hiku- 
HOUSE, to consider and report thereon to the Se- 
nate. . 2 

Mr. Dexrer presented the petitions of Michael 
Jackson and others, on the subject last mentioned, 
which were referred to the same committee, to 
consider and report thereon to the Senate. _ 

On motion, by Mr. Hita ouse, that a committee 
be appointed to revise the law, entitled “An act 
to prohibit the carrying on the slave trade from 
the United States to any foreign place or country,” 
and to make such amendments or alterations as 
shall be found necessary more effectually to pre- 
vent the carrying on such trade, it was agreed that 
this motion lie until to-morrow for consideration. 

Ordered, That the letter signed John Trumbull, 
communicated on the 2d inst., be referred to 
Messrs. Tracy, Laurance, and Warsow, to con- 
sider and report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. AnpeERsgoN presented the petition of Dan- 
iel Smith, praying compensation for a negro, and 
also for several horses, stated to have been stolen 
by the Indians; which was read, and referred to 
the committee appointed the 5th inst., on the peti- 
tion of Samuel Glass and others, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Marsuatt presented the petition of Mar- A 
gare ape praying the renewal a ee Wepnespay, December 18,” 
tificates therein mentioned, and stated to have been i . Poa 
lost; and the petition was read, and referred to The Senate transacted no business to-day. : 
Messrs, Marsuaui, Tracy, and Dayton, to con- 
sider and report thereon to the Senate. 

, Ordered, That Messrs. Tracy, Laurance, Rean, 

Dexter, and Ross, be a committee to take into 
consideration that part of the Speech of the Pre- 
sident of the United States which reeommends a 
revision and amendment of the judiciary system, 
and that they have leave to report by bill, bills, or 
otherwise. 


Mr. MARSHALL, from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of Margaret Lapsley, 
made report; which was read: _ f j 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 


TuesDaY, December 17. 


Ordered, That Mr. Watts be of the Joint Com- 
mittee for Enrolled bills on the part of the Senate. 
The Senate took into consideration the report. 
of the committee on the petition of Margaret Laps-. 
ley, and agreed thereto. end eee 
Mr. Tracy, from the. committee to whom was. 
referred the letter signed John Trumbull, of 20th 
September, 1798, reported a resolution, which was. 
adopted, as follows: we 
Resolved, That the Senate of the. United States accept 
the prints presented by John Trumbull, Esq:;; and that 
their President be requested to inform him, that’ while 
they respect the delicacy which dictated the manner of. 
offering this elegant present, they consider their country. 
honored by the genius of one of her sons,’ by: whom 
these prints are happily designed, to perpetuate two 
memorable scenes in her progress to independence, and. 
to preserve in lively recollection the names and virtues. 
of heroes who fell in her defence. : 3 
Ordered, That Messrs. Dayron, MARSHALL,’ 
and Tracy, be a committee to prepare and report 
a bill providing for the renewal of the certificates 
of the debt of the United States which have been 
destroyed or lost. 


Tuurspay, December 19. 


The following Message was received from the- 

PRESIDENT OF THE Uniten STATES: EE 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and . 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

The letter herewith transmitted will inform you that 
it has pleased Divine Providence to remove from this 
life our excellent fellow-citizen Groner WASHINGTON, 
by the purity of his character, and a long series of ser- 
vices to his country, rendered illustrious through the 
world. It remains for an affectionate and grateful peo- 
ple, in whose hearts he can never die, to pay suitable 
honors to his memory. JOHN ADAMS, ©: 

Unitep Staves, December 19, 1799, i 


Fripay, December 13. 


Mr. Ross from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill for reviving and continuing suits 
and proceedings in the Circuit Court for the dis- 
trictof Pennsylvania, reported amendments; which 
were read and agreed to, and the bill was amend- 
ed accordingly. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday respecting the law prohib- 
iting the slave trade ; and, 

Ordered, That Messrs. Hittnovse, Dexrer 
and Reap, be a committee to take the same into 
consideration and report thereon to the Senate. 


_ A message from the House of Representatives: ` 
informed the Senate that the House having r 

ceived intelligence of the death of their highly 
valued fellow-citizen, General GEORGE WASHING- 


TON, and sharing the universal grief this distres- 
“resolved: ‘tha 


Monpay, December 16. 
The bill for reviving and continuing suits and 
proceedings in the Cireuit Court for the district of 
Pennsylvania was read the third time, and passed. 


on the loss of a citizen, first in war, first in peace, 
and first in the hearts of his countrymen; and, 
having appointed a committee on their part. desire: 
the concurrence of the Senate Ee 


‘ 
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The Senate proceeded to consider the foregoing 


resolution of the House of Representatives ; 
upon, 

Resolved, That they do concur therein, and that 
Messrs. DAYTON, Bineuam, DEXTER, Gonn, Lav- 
BANCE, Tracy, and Reap, be the committee on 
the part of the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Senate will wait on the Pre- 
sident of the United States, to condole with him 
on the distressing event of the death of General 
Georce WASHINGTON; and that a committee be 
appointed to prepare, for that occasion, an Address 
to the President of the United States, expressive 
of the deep regret of the Senate; and that this 
committee consist of Messrs. Dexter, Ross. and 
Reap. Í í 

Resolved, That the chairs in the Senate Cham- 
ber be covered, and the room hung with black, 
and that each member, and the officers of the Se. 
nate, go into mourning, by the usual mode of wear- 
ing a crape round the left arm, during the session. 


Monpay, December 23. 


Timoruy Buoopworra, from the State of North | 


Carolina, and Jonn E. Howanrp, from the State 
of Maryland, severally attended. 

Mr. Dexter, from the committee appointed for 
the purpose on the 18th inst., reported the draught 
of an Address to the President of the United 
States, on the death of General Grorcm Wasn- 
INGTON; which being read in paragraphs, was 
adopted, as follows: 


To the President of the United States : 


The Senate of the United States respectfully take! 


leave, sir, to express to you their deep regret for the loss 
their country sustains in the death of General Gronsx 
WASHINGTON. 

This event, so distressing to all our fellow-citizens, 
must be peculiarly heavy to you, who have long been 


associated with him in deeds of patriotism. Permit us, : 


sir, to mingle our tears with yours ; on this occasion it 
is manly to weep. To lose such a man, at such a 
crisis, is no common calamity to the world. Our coun- 
try mourns her Father. 


and ornament. ‘ ty 
to him who “maketh darkness his pavilion.” 


With patriotic pride, we review the life of our Wasn- | 
INGTON, and compare him with those of other countries, ; 
Ancient and | 
Greatness | 
and guilt have too often been allied; but his fame is | 


who have been pre-eminent in fame. 
modern names are diminished before him. 


whiter than itis brilliant. The destroyers of nations 
stood abashed at the majesty of his virtue. 


splendor of victory. The scene is closed, and we are 


no longer anxious lest misfortune should sully his glory ; ; 


he has travelled on to the end of his journey and carried 


with him an increasing weight of honor: he has depos- | 
ited it safely, where misfortune cannot tarnish it, where ` 


malice cannot blast it. Favored of heaven, he departed 
without exhibiting the weakness of humanity. 
nanimous in death, the darkness of the grave could not 
obscure his brightness. 


Such was the man whom we deplore. Thanks to 


The Almighty Disposer of hu- i 
man events has taken from us our greatest benefactor i 
Tt becomes us to submit with reverence | 


It reproved : 
the intemperance of their ambition, and darkened the | 


Mag- 


| 


| God! his glory is consummated; Wasurnevron yet lives 


3 Where- | —on earth in his spotless example—his spirit is in 


heaven. 3 
|_ Let his countrymen consecrate the memory of the 
| heroic General, the patriotic Statesman, and the virtuous 
, Sage; let them teach their children never to forget that 
j the fruit of his labors and his example are their inher- 
| Itance. SAMUEL LIVERMORE, 
i President of the Senate, pro tempore. 


Ordered, That the committee who prepared the 
Address wait on the President of the United States, 
jand desire him to acquaint the Senate at what 
| time and place it will be most convenient for him 
i that it should be presented. 


| Mr. Dexrer reported, from the committee, that 
they had waited on the President of the United 
States and that he had aequainted them that he 
| would receive the Address of the Senate imme- 
: diately, at his own house. 

| Whereupon. the Senate waited on the Presi- 
i dent of the United States, and the President of the 
| Senate, in their name, presented the Address this 
| day agreed to. 

| TowhichthePrestwentor THE UNITED States 
' made the following reply: 


Gentlemen of the Senate : 


I receive with the most respectful and affectionate 
sentiments, in this impressive address, the obliging ex- 
pressions of your regard for the loss cur country has 
sustained in the death of her most esteemed, beloved, 
| and admired citizen. 
| In the multitude of my thoughts and recollections on 
| this melancholy event, you will permit me only to say, 
| that I have seen him in the days of ‘adversity, in some 
| of the scenes of his deepest distress and most trying 
perplexities ; I have also attended him in his highest ele- 
| vation, and most prosperous felicity, with uniform ad- 
| miration of his wisdom, moderation, and constancy. 
Among all our original associates in that memorable 
| League of the Continent in 1774, which first express- 

ed the sovereign will of a free nation in America, 
he was the only one remaining in the General Govern- 
.ment. Although, with a constitution more enfeebled 
i than his, at an age when he thought it necessary to 
| prepare for retirement, I feel myself alone, bereaved of 
my last brother, yet I derive a strong consolation from 
the unanimous disposition which appears, in all ages and 
classes, to mingle their sorrow with mine, on this com- 
_mon calamity to the world. 

The life of our Wasurneton cannot suffer by a com- 
parison with those of other countries who have been 
most celebrated and exalted by fame. The attributes 
and decorations of royalty could have only served to 
eclipse the majesty of those virtues which made him, 
from being a modest citizen, a more resplendent lumi- 
nary. Misfortune, had he lived, could hereafter have 
sullied his glory only with those superficial minds, who, 
believing that characters and actions are marked by 
success alone, rarely deserve to enjoy it. Malice could 
: never blast his honor, and envy made him a singular 
exception to her universal rule. For himself he had 
lived enough to life, and to glory. For his fellow-citizens, 
: if their prayers could have been answered, he would 
have been immortal. For me his departure is at a 
: most unfortunate moment. Trusting, however, in the 
| wise and righteous dominion of Providence over the 
i passions of men, and the results of their councils and 
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actions, as well as over their lives, nothing remains for 
me but humble resignation. 

His example is now complete, and it will teach 
wisdom and virtué to magistrates, citizens, and men, 
not only in the present age, but in future generations, 
as long as our history shall be read. Ifa Trajan found 
a Pliny, a Marcus Aurelius can never want biographers, 
eulogists, or historians. 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Unirep States, December 23, 1799. 


The Senate returned to their own Chamber. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the joint committee ap- 
pointed on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives, on the 19th instant, on the receipt of the in- 
telligence of the death of General George Wasn- 
INGTON, having made report to that House, they 
have agreed to sundry resolutions thereupon, in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. Dayron, from the joint committee appoint- 
ed the 19th instant, on the part of the Senate, on 
the receipt of the intelligence of the death of Gene- 
ral Gsorce WasHINGTON, reported in part, and 
the report was agreed to. Whereupon, 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tions of the House of Representatives, of this day, 
on the report of the joint committee on the subject 
above mentioned, and which resolutions are as 
follows: 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, 

hat a marble monument be erected by the United 

. States in the Capitol, at the City of Washington; and 

that the family of General Wasurneron be requested 

to permit his body to be deposited under it; and that 

the monument be so designed as to commemorate the 
great events of his military and political life. 

And be it further resolved, That there be a funeral 
procession from Congress Hall to the German Lutheran 
Church, in honor of the memory of General Gsorce 
Wasuineron, oa Thursday, the 26th instant; and 
that an oration be prepared at the request of Congress, 
to be delivered before both Houses on that day; and 
that the President of the Senate, and Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, be desired to request one of 
the members of Congress to prepare and deliver the 
same. 

And be it further resolved, That it be reeommended 
to the people of the United States to wear crape on the 
left arm, as mourning, for thirty days. 

And be it further resolved, That the President of the 
United States be requested to direct a copy of these 
resolutions to be transmitted to Mrs. WASHINGTON, 
assuring her of the profound respect Congress will ever 
bear to her person and character ; of their condolence on 
the late afflicting dispensation of Providence, and en- 
treating her assent to the interment of the remains of 
General Groner Wasurneron, in the manner expressed 
in the first resolution 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to issue a proclamation, notifying to the people 
throughout the United States the recommendation con- 
tained in the third resolution. 


Resolved, unanimously, That the Senate do con- 
cur in the aforesaid resolutions. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 


la bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the act, 
| entitled ‘An act to provide for the valuation of 
lands and dwelling-houses, and the enumeration 
of slaves, within the United States;” and a bill, 
entitled “An act extending the privilege of frank- 
ing to William Henry Harrison, the Delegate from 
the Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
Ohio, and making provision for his compensation;” 
in which bills they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. ; 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 


entitled “ An act supplementary to the act, enti- 
tled ‘An act to provide for the valuation of lands 
and dwelling-houses, and the enumeration of slaves, 
within the United States,” was read the first time; 
and, by unanimous consent, it was read the second 
time, and referred to Messrs. Ross, Parnes, ahd 
Laurance, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 

The bill last mentioned in the message from 
the House of Representatives was read,and ordered 
to the second reading. 


Tuespay, December 24. 


Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives for concurrence, entitled “An act supple- 
mentary to the act, entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the valuation of lands ahd dwelling-houses, and 
the enumeration of slaves, within the United 
States,” reported the bill without amendment; and 
the report was adopted ; and, by unanimous con- 
sent, the bill. was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. Tracy presented a petition of Thomas Bur- 
ling and others, inhabitants of certain lands on the 
borders of the Mississippi, praying confirmation of 
their grants made by the Spanish Government; 
and also that a disposition be made of the vacant 
lands in that territory. Also, a letter signed John 
Henderson, per order, directed to Winthrop Sar- 
gent, Governor, together with the extract of a letter 
from Governor Sargent to the Secretary of State 
on the subject. 


Ordered, That the petition and papers above 
mentioned be referred to Messrs. Tracy, Gunn, 
arid Ross, to consider and report thereda tothe 
Senaté. ae 


The bill, sent fromthe Houseof Representatives, 
entitled “ An act extending the privileges of frank- 
ing to William Henry Harrison, the Delegate from 
the Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
Ohio, and making provision for his compensation,” 
was read a second time, and referred. to Messrs. 
Ross, Tracy, and Watson, to consider and re- 
port thereon to the Senate. : 


Mr. Laurance presented the petition of Peter 
Aupoix, of the city of New York, praying allow- 
ance of drawback on certain goods stated to have 
been exported, though the forms of law were not, 
through want of information, complied with;.and 
the petition was read, and referred to Messrs. Liau- 
RANCE, Goopnus, and Hirtyovss, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 
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Taursnay, December 26. 

In conformity to the resolve of the 23d instant, 
the Senate went in procession to the German Lu- 
theran church, where was delivered an oration in 
honor of the memory of General George Wasu- 
INGTON: After which, they returned to their own 
Chamber, and adjourned. 


Frivay, December 27. 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate becom- 
municated, through their President, to General 
Henry Lee, for the eloquent and impressive ora- 
tion to the memory of General George WASHING- 
TON, which he prepared and delivered at the re- 
quest of Congress. 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to ap- 
ply to General Lee for a copy of the same. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives, entitled “ An act extending the privilege 
of franking to William Henry Harrison, the Dele- 
gate from the Territory of the United States North- 
west of the Ohio, and making provision for his 
compensation,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment, and the report was adopted; and, by unan- 
imous consent, the bill was read the third time 
and passed. . 


Moxpay, December 30. 


Tuomas Jerrerson, Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States and President of the Senate, attended. 

Jesse FRANKLIN, appointed a Senator by the 
Legislature of the State of North Carolina, pro- 
duced his credentials, was qualified, and took his 
seat In the Senate, 

The Vice Prestpenrt laid before the Senate a 
letter signed John Cleves Symmes, stating the rea- 
sons why Congress should be induced to receive 
of him the purchase money for certaia public lands 
at the contract price; and the letter was read. 

Mr. Livermore laid before the Senate a letter 
signed Henry Lee, in answer to their vote of 
thanks of the 27th instant, and request of a copy 
of his oration; which was read. 

Mr. Dayvron, from the joint committee appoint- 
ed the 19th instant, on the intelligence of the death 
of General George WasHIncTon, made a further 
report, in part, and it was agreed that the consid- 
eration thereof be postponed. 


Tuespay, December 31. 


The Vice Prestpent laid before the Senate a 
letter from Samuel Meredith, Treasurer, of the 
30th instant, with his specie account to 30th Sep- 
tember, 1799; which were read and ordered to he 
on the table. 

Mr. PAINE presented the petition of Elijah Brai- 
nard praying to be put on the pension list, or for 
such other allowance as Congress shall approve, 
in consideration of a wound received in the pub- 
lic service in the year 1776 ; and the petition was 
read and referred to Messrs. Paine, Tracy, and 
Cocke, to consider and report thereon. 


_ A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
“Resolutions directing farther measures in hon- 
or of the memory of General Grorc= Wasatne- 
TON,” in which they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United: States of America in Congress assembled, 
That it be recommended to the people of the United 
States to assemble on the 22d day of February next, in 
such numbers and manner as may be convenient, pub- 
licly to testify their grief for the death of General Gores 
Wasnineton, by suitable eulogies, orations, and dis- 
courses, or by public prayers. 

And be it further resolved, That the President be re- 
quested to issue a proclamation for the purpose of car- 
rying the foregoing resolution into effect. 

Whereupon, Resolved, That the Senate do con- 
cur in the said resolutions. 


Wepnespay, January 1, 1800. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act providing for salvage in 
cases of recapture,” in which they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate. They have passed the 
bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “An act for 
the relief of persons imprisoned for debt,” with 
amendments, in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
last mentioned. 

Ordered, That they be referred to Messrs, DEX- 
rer, Tracy, and Cocks, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
for concurrence, entitled “An act providing for 
salvage in cases of recapture,” was read the first 
time, and ordered to the second reading. 


Tuurspay, January 2. 

Mr. DEXTER, from the committee to whom were 
referred the amendments, sent from the House of 
Representatives, to the bill entitled “An act for 
the relief of persons imprisoned for debt”? made 
report. 

Resolved, That the Senate do agree to the 
amendments. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act providing for salvage in cases of 
recapture,” was read the second time, and referred 
to, Messrs. Goopaur, Laurance, and LANGDON, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 


Fripay, January 3. 


Wizson Cary Nicwo.as, appointed a Senator 
by the Legislature of the State of Virginia, to 
supply the vacancy occasioned by the death of 
Henry Tazewell, Esq.. produced his credentials, 
was qualified, and took his seat in the Senate. 
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Monpay, January 6. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business, in which they spent the day. 


Tuespay, January 7. 


Stepuens Tuompson Mason, from the State 


of Virginia, attended. 


The Vick Presmenr communicated a report 
of the Secretary of the Department of War, ex- 
hibiting the expenses of the national armory at 


Springfield, Massachusetts; which was read. 


Mr. Goopnusn, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act providing for sal- 
vage in cases of recapture,” reported amendments; 


which were read, and in part agreed to. 


Ordered, That this bill be recommitted to the 


same committee, for further amendment. 


A message from the House of Representatives 


informed the Senate that the House have passed 


a bill, entitled “An act for the preservation of 


peace with the Indian tribes,” in which they de- 
sire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read and ordered 
to the second reading. 

Mr Ross presented the petition of Richard 
Butler, an officer in the military service of the 
United States, doing duty within the Mississippi 
Territory, praying to be allowed to introduce a 
number of slaves within the said Territory, which 
he has lately become possessed of in right of his 
wife, the ordinance to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing; and the petition was read. 

Ordered, That the petition be referred to Messrs. 
Ross, Tracy, and Brown, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 


Weonespay, January 8. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “ An act for the preservation of peace with 
the Indian tribes,” was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. Hittnouse, Brown, and Ross, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED Srares: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

A report made to me on the first day of this month, 
by the Director of the Mint, through the office of the 
Secretary of State, with the documents attending it, I 
transmit to both Houses of Congress for their con- 
sideration. JOHN ADAMS, 

Unrrun Srares, January 8, 1800. 

The Message and papers were read and ordered 
to lie for consideration. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of John 
Vaughan,” in which they desire the concurrence 
ofthe Senate. ` 


The bill was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED States: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and A ; 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the request in one of the resolu- 
tions of Congress, of the 21st of December last, I trans- 
mitted a copy of those resolutions, by my Secretary, 
Mr. Shaw, to Mrs. Wasuineron, assuring her of the 
profound respect Congress will ever bear to her person 
and character ; of their condolence in the late afflicting 
dispensation of Providence; -and entreating her assent 
to the interment of the remains of General Grot 
Wasninevron in the manner expressed in the first 
resolution. As the sentiments of that’ virtuous. lady, 
not less beloved by this nation than she is at present. 
greatly afflicted, can never be so well expressed as in 
her own words, I transmit to Congress her original letter. 

It would be an attempt of too much delicacy to make 
any comments upon it; but there can be no doubt that. 
the nation at large, as well as all the branches of the 
Government, will be highly gratified by any arrange- 
ment which may diminish the sacrifice she makes of 
her individual feelings. JOHN ADAMS. 

Unrrep Srarzs, January 8, 1800. è 


The letter is as follows: 


Sın: While I feel with keenest anguish the late dis- 
pensation of Divine Providence, I cannot be insensible 
to the mournful tributes of respect and veneration which 
are paid to the memory of my dear deceased husband ; 
and, as his best services, and most anxious wishes, were 
always devoted to the welfare and happiness of his coun- 
try, to know that they were truly appreciated and grate- 
fully remembered affords no inconsiderable consolation. 

Taught by the great example which I have so long 
had before me, never to oppose my private wishes to the 
public will, I mubt consent to the request made by Con- 
gress which you have had the goodness to transmit to 
me; and, in doing this, I need not, I cannot, say what 
a sacrifice of individual feeling I make to a.sense of pub- 
lic duty. vgn bak 

With grateful acknowledgments, and unfeigned 
thanks, for the personal respect and evidences of con- 
dolence, expressed by Congress and yourself, I remain, 
very respectfully, sir, your most obedient humble servant. 

MARTHA WASHINGTON, 


The PRESIDENT or tus UNITED States. 
Ordered, That the Message and letter be refer- 


red to the ee committee appointed on the 19th 
December last, to report suitable measures in hon- 
or of the memory of General George WASHING- - 


TON, deceased. 


Tuurspay, January 9. 


Mr. Goopute, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill, sent from the House of 
Representatives, entitled “An act providing for 
salvage in cases of recapture,” reported further 
amendments. ees 

Ordered, That they be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act for the relief of John 
Vaughan,” was read the second time, and referred 
to Messrs, Livermore, DEXTER, and Parne, to con- 
sider and report thereon to the Senate. 
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Mr. Dexter presented the petition of Keziah 
Underwood, of the State of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing the payment of a prize ticket of the United 
States lottery, although barred by the statute of 
limitation ; and the petition was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Dexter, 
Gunn, and Parne, to consider and report thereon 
to the Senate. 


Frinay, January 10. 


Mr. Tracy presented the memorial of the Con- 
necticut Academy of Arts and Sciences, signed 
Timothy Dwight, President, praying that provi- 
sion may be made for a more minute return of the 
inhabitants of the United States ina future cen- 
sus; and the memorial was read. i 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed the first instant, on the bill, sent from 
the House of Representatives, entitled “An act 
providing for the enumeration of the inhabitants 
of the United States,” toconsider and report there- 
on to the Senate. 

Mr. Ross presented the memorial of the Amer- 
ican Philosophical Society, signed Thomas Jeffer- 
son, President, suggesting the propriety of a sim- 
ilar provision; and the memorial was read, and 
referred to the committee last mentioned, to con- 
sider and report thereon, to the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported by the committee to whom 
was referred the bill. sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “ An act providing for salvage 
in cases of recapture,” and, ahr debate, 

Ordered, That the bill be recommitted to the 
committee who reported the amendments, further 
to consider and report thereon, and that Messrs. 
Dexter and Livermore be added to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Dayton, from the committee appointed the 
17th December, to prepare and report a bill pro- 
viding for the renewal of certificates of the debt 
of the United States, which have been destroyed 
or lost, made report; whereupon, 

Ordered, That the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. 

Ordered ,That Messrs. Tracy, MARSHALL, and 
Dayron, be a committee to bring in a bill for the 
relief ot the representatives of Samuel Lapsley. 


Monpay, January 13. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business. 


Tuespay, January 14. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED States: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and ; 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives - 

A report, made to me on the 5th of this month, by the 
Secretary of War, contains various matters in which the 
honor and safety of the nation are deeply interested. I 
transmit it therefore to Congress, and recommend it to 


their serious consideration. 
JOHN ADAMS. 


Unirep States January 13, 1800. 


The Message and report were read, and ordered 

to lie on the table. 
_ A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill, entitled * An act to repeal part of an act, en- 
titled “ An act to provide for mitigating or remit- 
ting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, ac- 
cruing in certain cases therein mentioned,” in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

Mr. HiıLLnouse, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Re- 
presentatives, entitled “An act for the preserva- 
tion of peace with the Indian tribes,” reported the 
bill without amendment; and the report was 
adopted. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the thirdreading. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee appointed for 
the purpose, reporteda bill for the relief of the legal. 
representatives of Samuel Lapsley, deceased 3 
which was read, and ordered to the second reading.. 


Wepnespay, January 15, 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act to repeal part of an act, 
entitled ‘ An act to provide for mitigating or re- 
mitting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities,. 
accruing in certain cases therein mentioned,” was. 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. Ross, 
Goopuve, and LATIMER, to consider and report: 
thereon to the Senate. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa-- 
tives of Samuel Lapsley, deceased, was read the: 
second time, and recommitted to the committee who: 
reported the bill, further to consider and report. 
thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the: House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act. for the preservation of 
peace with the Indian tribes,” was.read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives, entitled “An act to repeal part of an act, 
entitled ‘An act to provide for mitigating or re- 
mitting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, 
accruing in certain cases therein mentioned,” made 
report; and, after debate. 

Ordered, That the bill be recommitted to the 
committee last named, further to consider and re- 
port thereon to the Senate. 


Tuurspay, January 16. 


Ordered, That the Secretary supply each Sen- 
ator with the fourth volume of the laws of the 
United States, bound and lettered. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was re- 
committed the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “An act to repeal part of an 
act, entitled ‘An act to provide for mitigating or 
remitting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, 
accruing in certain cases therein mentioned,” re-- 
ported amendments, which were adopted. 
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Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- |. 
ing as amended. i 

Mr. QoopHor, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill, sent from the House of 
Representatives, entitled “ An act providing for 
salvage in cases of recapture,” reported amend- 
ments, which were read. 

Ordered, That they be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 


Frinay, January 17. 


Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Samuel Lapsley, deceased, reported 
amendments. 

Ordered, That they be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act to repeal part of an act, enti- 
tled “ An act to provide for mitigating or remit- 
ting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, ac- 
cruing in certain cases therein mentioned,” was 
read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 


Monpay, January 20. 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill, en- 
titled * An act providing for salvage in cases of 
capture,” and 

Ordered, That the bill and amendments be re- 
committed to the same committee, further to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED States: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

In obedience to law I transmit to Congress my an- 
nual account of the contingent fund. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Uniren States, January 20, 1800. 


The Message and account were read, and order- 
ed to lie on the table. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Samuel 
Lapsley, deceased ; which were adopted. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. 


The Vior Presipenr communicated aletterfrom 
Governor St. Clair, of the Territory Northwest of 
the Ohio, with a resolution of the Legislature of 
the said Territory, instructing William H.-Harri- 
son, their Delegate in Congress, to apply for an act 
of Congress to authorize the President of the Uni- 
ted States to grant to the said Legislature, in trust, 
certain lots reserved for public use in the grant to 
John C. Symmes, and also the lots reserved in the 
seven ranges of townships within the said Terri- 
tory; and the letter, together with the resolution, 
were read. 


Ordered, That they lie on the table. 


Turspay, January 21. 


Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives, entitled “ An act providing for the enumera- 
tion of the inhabitants of the United States,” re- 
ported amendments, which were read. 

Ordered, That they be printed for the use of. 
the Senate. i 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Samuel Lapsley, deceased, was read the 
third time, and passed. à 


WepĘxespay, January 22. 


. Ordered, That Messrs. Goopuvz, Tracy, and 
Laurance, be a committee to consider whether 
any, or what, compensation should be made to 
the members of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, in addition to what is at present allow- 
ed by law, and report by bill or otherwise. 


THURSDAY, January 23. 


Cuarzes Pinckney, appointed a Senator by the 
State of South Carolina, produced his credentials, 
was qualified, and took his seat in the Senate. 

Ordered, That the Secretary deliver the let- 
ter from Governor St. Clair, addressed to the 
Vice President, together with the resolution of 
the Legislature of the Territory Northwest of the 
river Ohio, communicated on the 20th instant, to 
Mr. Harrison, the representative of the Territory 
in Congress. 

Mr. Anverson, from the committee appointed 
to consider the petition of Samuel Glass, and 
others, also, the petition of Daniel Smith, report- 
ed thereon; and the reports were severally read. 

Ordered, That they be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill, enti- 
tled “ An act providing for the enumeration of 
the inhabitants of the United States,” and, after 
debate. 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 
I transmit to Congress, for the information of the mem- 


‘ 


bers, a report of the Secretary of State, of the 9th instant, 
a letter from Matthew Clarkson, Esq. to him, of the 2d, 
and a list of the claims adjusted by the commissioners 
under the 21st article of our treaty with Spain. 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrrep Srates, January 23, 1800. 


The Message and papers were read, and ordered 


to lie for consideration. 


Mr. Pinckney notified the Senate that he would, 


in the course of the next week, or at some short day 
hereafter, move for leave to bring ina bill to es- 
tablish an uniform mode of drawing juries by lot 


! in all the Judicial Courts of the United States 
having juries. 


On motion, of Mr, Ross, that it be 
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_ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to con- 
sider whether any, and what, provisions ought to be 
made by Jaw for deciding disputed elections of President 
and ‘Vice President of the United States, and for deter- 
mining the legality or illegality of the votes given for 
those officers in the different States: 

„A motion was made to amend the motion by 
adding, “and that the committee be authorized to 
report by bill or otherwise.” 

Mr. Brown, of Kentucky, was of opinion that 
this was a subject on which Congress had no right 
to legislate. When the Constitution undertook to 
make provisions on a subject, ifthey were found in- 
complete, or defective, they must be remedied by 
recommending an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion. He wished the gentleman who had made 
this motion would pay further attention to the sub- 
ject, and believed he would find that if anything 
was to be done it must be done by proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Ross said, that the Constitution had cer- 
tainly made no provision on this subject: It only 
directed that after the votes were received, &c., the 
President of the Senate should, in the presence of 
the Senate and of the House of Representatives, 
open the certificates, and the votes should be count- 
ed. Suppose, said he, persons should claim to be 
Electors, who had never been properly appointed, 
should their vote be received? Suppose they 
should vote for a person to be President who had 
not the age required by the Constitution, or who 
had not been long enough a citizen of the United 
States, or for two persons who were both citizens 
of the same State—such cases might happen and 
were very likely to happen, and is there no rem- 
edy? Whata situation would the country be in 
if such a case wasto happen! He thought it their 
duty to make provision for it, and he believed a law 
was sufficient. i 

Mr. C. Pinckney, of South Carolina, thoughtit 
a very dangerous practice to endeavour to amend 
the Constitution by making laws for the purpose. 
The Constitution was a sacred deposite, put into 
their hands; they ought to take great care not to 
violate or destroy the essential provisions made by 
that instrument. He remembered very well that 
in the Federal Convention great care was used to 
provide for the election of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, independenily of Congress; to take the 
business as far as possible out of their hands. 


express purpose, the Electors are to be appointed 
by each State, and the whole direction as to the 
manner of their appointment is given to the State 
Legislatures, Nothing was more clear to him than 
that Congress had no right to meddle with it at all; 
as the whole was entrusted to the State Legisla 
tures, they must make provision for all questions 
arising on the occasion. 

Mr. Dexter, of Massachusetts, did not feel him- 
self at all in doubtas to the right of the Legislature 
to make such provisions on this subject as appear- 
ed to be necessary. It was directed by the Consti- 
tution that a President should be appointed, that 


The | 
votes are to be given by Electors appointed for that | 


a citizen of the United States, &c. The proceed- 
ings in the election of a President may be defec- 
| tive in all these particulars, and can it be supposed 
that there is no way tocorrect them? The Con- 
| 


stitution is not silent on this head; among the pow- 
ers given to Congress in the 5th section is this, “to 
pass all laws necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers, and all other pow- 
ers vested by this Constitution in the Government 
of the United States, or in any department or offi- 
cer thereof.” The law now proposed appears to 
be necessary to carry into effect the power of ap- 
pointing the President; it is therefore clearly Con- 
stitutional. 

Mr. Livermore, of New Hampshire, never felt 
less doubt on any subject than the one now under 
consideration: the Constitution has given many di- 
rections as to the appointment of the President, 
some of which he read. Is it possible (said Mr. L.) 
that gentlemen can suppose all these may be vio- 
lated and disregarded, and yet that it is nobody’s 
business to interpose, and make provision to pre- 
vent it? He trusted the honorable Senate would 
agree to the resolution to appoint a committee for 
that purpose. 

Mr. Batpwin, of Georgia, expressed his regret 
that the mover of this resolution had not thought 
proper to bring forward a subject so new and im- 
portant, in the form commonly used in parliamenta- 
ry assemblies, by a single proposition, viz: “that it is 
expedient that further provision be made respect- 
ing disputed votes for President and Vice Pre- 
sident of the United States.” It was manifest from 
the debate that-several different questions had been 
under consideration at the same time, and differ- 
ent gentleman were in fact directing their remarks 
to different questions. 

The first question was, the one he had just men- 
tioned, whether there was so great a defect in the 
present provisions, which exist on this subject, as 
to render further provisions necessary ? 

The second is, if further provisions are neces- 
sary, must they be made by amendment to the 
Constitution ? or, 

Thirdly, whether they can be made by law? 

He must say, for himself, that he did not agree 
i that the present provisions on this subject were so 
defective and absurd as had been represented. His 
| general respect for those who had gone before him 
in this House, and especially for the venerable as- 
sembly of the most experienced statesmen of the 
| country by whom the Constitution had been form- 
| ed, forbade him to entertain the belief that this sub- 
| ject, which is the strong feature that characterizes 
i this as an Elective Government, could have been 
‘tll now so entirely out of sight and neglected. 
Gentlemen appeared to him, from their observa- 
| tions, to forget that the Constitution in directing 
| Electors to be appointed throughout the United 
| States equal to the whole number of the Senators 
‘and Representatives in Congress, for the express 
| purpose of entrusting this Constitutional branch of 
‘power to them, had provided for the existence of 
‘as respectable a body as Congress. and in whom 


he should be of not less than thirty-five years of the Constitution on this business has more confi- 


age, that he should have beenat least fourteen years 


| dence than in Congress. Experience had proved 
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that a more venerable selection of characters could 
not be made in this country than usually com- 
posed that electoral body. And what are the ques- 
tions which can arise on the subject entrusted to 
them to which they are incompetent, or to which 
Congress is so much more competent? The ques- 
tions which present themselves seem to be: 


1. Those which relate to the elections, returns, 
and qualifications, of their own members. Shall 
these be taken away from that body, and submitted 
to the superior decision and control of Congress, 
without a particle of authority for it from the Con- 
stitution ? 

2. The legality or constitutionality of the dif- 
ferent steps of their own proceedings, as, whether 
they vote for two persons both of the same State; 
whether they receive votes for a person under 
thirty-five years cf age, or one who has not been 
fourteen years a citizen of the United States &c. 
It is true they, as well as any other Constitutional 
branch ofthis Governmentacting under thatinstru- 
ment, may be guilty of taking unconstitutional or 
corrupt steps, but they do it at their peril. Sup- 
pose cither of the other branches of the Govern- 
ment, the Executive, or the Judiciary, or even 
Congress, should be guilty of taking steps which 
are unconstitutional, to whom is it submitted, or 
who has control over it, except by impeachment? 
The Constitution seems to have equal confidence 
in all the branches on their own proper ground, 
and for either to arrogate superiority, or a claim 
to greater confidence, shows them in particular to 
be unworthy of it, as it is in itself directly uncon- 
stitutional 

3. The authentication of their own acts. This 
would scem to be as complete in them, as in either 
of the other branches of the Government. Their 
own authentication of their act finishes the bu- 
siness entrusted to them. It is true this must be 
judged of by the persons who are concerned in 
carrying it into execution ; as in all laws and offi- 
cial acts under this Government, they to whom 
they are directed, and who are to be bound by them, 
must judge, and judge at their peril, whether they 
are duly authenticated or whether they are only 
a forgery. 


If this be the just view of the subject, (and he 
could see no other which did not involve inextri- 
cable difficultics,) it leaves no possible question for 
the Senators and Representatives, when met to- 
gether to count the votes agreeably tu the Consti- 
tution, but to judge of the authentication of the 
act of the Electors, and then to proceed and count 
the votes as directed. If this body of the Electors 
of all the States had been directed by the Consti- 
tution to assemble in one place, instead of being 
formed into different Electoral colleges, he took 
it for granted none of the questions on which this 
resolution has been brought forward, would have 
occurred; every one would havcacknowledged that 
they were to be settled in thatassembly. it having 
been deemed more safe by the Constitution to form 
them into different Electoral colleges, to be assem- 
bled in the several States, does not at all alter the 


them any more to the control of the other depart- 
ments of the Government. `. 

He observed further, on the other points to which 
gentlemen had spoken, that if such radical and . 
important changes were to be made on this subject, 
as seemed to be in contemplation under this reso- 
lution, he thought they must be made by proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution to that effect ; 
and that they could not be made by law, without 
violating the Constitution. He did notagree with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. DEXTER, } 
that the clause at the close of the 8th section of 
the Constitution, which gives to Congress power- 
to pass all laws necessary and proper to carry into- 
effect the foregoing powers of that section, and alk 
other powers vested by the Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any de- 
partment or officer thereof, could be extended to- 
this case; that speaks of the use of the powers vest- 
ed by the Constitution—this resolution relates to. 
the formation of a competent and essential part 
of the Government itself: that speaks of the move-- 
ments of the Government after it is organized ;, 
this relates to the organization of the Executive 
branch, and is therefore clearly a Constitutional 
work, and to be done, if at all, in the manner point-- 
ed out by the Constitution, by proposing an arti-- 
cle of amendment to the Constitution on that sub-- 
ject. His own opinion, however, was, what he had 
before stated, that the provisions on this subject. 
were already sufficient; thatall the questions which 
had been suggested were as safely left to the de-. 
cision of the assemblies of Electors, as of any body 
of men that could be devised; and that the mem-. 
bers of the Senate and of the House of Represen- 
tatives, when met together in one room, should’ 
receive the act of the Electors as they would the- 
act of any other Constitutional branch of the Gov-- 
ernment, to judge only of its authentication, and: 
then to proceed to count the votes, as directed in. 
the second article of the Constitution. 

The further consideration of the subject was 
postponed. 


FRIDAY, ‘January 24. 


Mr. Goopuus. from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act providing for sal-- 
vage in cases of recapture,” reported further amend- 
ments. 


Ordered, That they be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act to suspend in part an act, 
entitled ‘ An act to augment the Army of the Uni- 
ted States, and for other purposes,” also, a “ Res- 
olution authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
State to procure and transmit to the Governor of 
North Carolina a number of copies of the laws 
of the United States;” in which bill and resolu- 
tion they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 


The bill last mentioned was read, and ordered 


nature or distinctness of their powers, or subject | to the second reading. 
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The resolution last mentioned was read, and 
ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday, that a committee be ap- 
pointed to consider whether any, and what, pro- 
visions ought to be made by law for deciding dis- 
puted elections of President and Vice President of 
the United States, and for determining the legality 
or illegality of the votes given for those officers in 
the different States, and that the committee be 
authorized to report by bill or otherwise; and the 


Ordered, That Messrs. Ross, Lavrance, Dex- 
TER, Pinckney, and Livermore, be the com- 
mittee. 


motion as amended was adopted; and, | 


Monpay, January 27. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “ An act to suspend in part an act, entitled 
‘An act to augment the Army of the United States, 
and for other purposes,” was read the second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Tracy, 
Gunn, and Scuureman, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the | 
amendments reported by the committee to the bill, 
entitled “An act providing for salvage in cases of 
recapture; and, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion sent from the House of Representatives, au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of State to 
procure and transmit to the Governor of North 
Carolina copies of the laws of the United States; 
and 

Resolved, That they do concur in the resolution. 


Tvuespay, January 28. | 

ł 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the} 
amendments reported bythe committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act providing | 
for the enumeration of the inhabitants of the Uni- | 
ted States;” and, the first amendment reported 
being amended, on motion to agree to the amend- | 
ment, as follows: 
Sec. 1. Strike out lines 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, and to the i 
word “for” in the 13th line, and insert “to take, or | 
cause to be taken the number and names of the free in- 


| 
H 
| 


habitants, (including those bound to service for a term 
of years,) and the number of slaves within their respective | 
districts and territories; omitting, in such enumeration, 
Indians not taxed, and designating the age, sex, and | 
colour, of all free persons; also the profession, trade, or | 
occupation, in which every free male, above the age of | 
twenty-one, is chiefly or principally employed, and the | 
professions, trades, and occupations to which free males, | 
under twenty-one, are bound as apprentices ; and, also, | 
distinguishing those who were inhabitants of the Uni- | 
ted States on the third day of September, one thousand | 
seven hundred and cighty-three, or born under the juris- _ 
diction thereof afterwards, from those who have emigra- 

ted since that time, according to the schedule herein | 
contained :” | 

6th Con.—2 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 12, 


| nays 19, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Baldwin, Brown, Chipman, Dexter, 
Foster, Hillhouse, Laurance, Paine, Read, Ross, Schure- 
man, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Cocke, Franklin; Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Howard, 
Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Mason, 
Nicholas, Pinckney, Watson, and Wells. 


And it was agreed that the further consideration 
of the bill be postponed till to-morrow. 


Wepnespay, January 29. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported by the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “ An act providing 
for the enumeration of the inhabitants of the Uni- 
ted States;” and having agreed to some of the 
amendments reported by the committee. together 
with sundry additional amendments, 

Ordered, That this bill be recommitted. 

Mr. Livermore, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act for the relief of 
John Vaughan,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. 


Tuerspay, January 30. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported by the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act providing 
for salvage in cases of recapture;” and, having 
agreed thereto, 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee on the bill, entitled “An act for 
the relief of John Vaughan ;” and, after debate, 
adjourned. 


F'ripay, January 31. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “ An act providing for salvage. in cases of 
recapture,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee on the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of John Vaughan;” and, after 
debate, 

On motion, to agree to the third reading of the 
bill, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 16. nays 15, 
as follows: 

Yreas—Messrs. Baldwin, Bingham, Bloodworth, Fos- 
ter, Franklin, Greene, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, 
Lloyd, Nicholas, Pinckney, Read, Ross, Tracy, and 
Wells. 

Nayrs—Messrs. Anderson, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, 
Dexter, Goodhue, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Liver- 
more, Marshall, Mason, Paine, Schureman, and Watson, 

So it was Zdesulved, That this bill pass to the 
third reading. 
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DRAWING JURIES BY LOT. 

Mr. Pinckney, agreeably to notice given on 
the 23d instant, asked leave to bring in a bill to 
establish an uniform mode of drawing juries by 
lot, in all the Courts of the United States; and, 
leave being granted, the bill was read. 

On motion to agree to the second reading of the 
bill, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 30, as fol- 
lows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bingham, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dexter, Foster, Frank- 
lin, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Lang- 
don, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Mason, 
Nicholas, Paine, Pinckney, Read, Ross, Schureman, 
Tracy, Watson, and Wells. 

On introducing the above bill, Mr. Pinckney 
addressed the Chair as follows : 

Mr. President: Agreeably to the notice I gave, I 
rise to introduce a measure which appears to me 
of the highest importance to this country ; it is for 
the purpose of introducing a bill to establish an 
uniform mode of drawing juries by lot in the 
Courts of the United States. On this occasion it 
will be unnecessary for me to go into an exami- 
nation of the nature and excellence of the trial 
by jury, further than to remark, that we must all 
consider a fair and impartial one as next in point 
of importance to an uncorrupt or unbiassed choice 
of the Legislature. On the integrity and impar- 
tial decisions of our juries, depend ‘not only the 
lives and properties, but what is infinitely dearer 
to freemen, their privileges, and characters. Your 
Legislature and your juries are the foundation 
upon which your freedom must rest. The Con- 
stitution has declared our citizens shall always 
enjoy the benefit of both ; but the particular modi- 
fieauions under which the right of trial by jury 
shall be extended to them, depend upon the Le- 
gislature. Ft is to endeavor to rectify what I con- 
ceive to bea fatal error on this subject, that I now 
address you--L do so in the most perfect confi- 
dence that I shall be heard with that attention the 
importance of the subject is entitled to; that, on 
one so interesting to every part of the community, 
gentlemen will leave themselves open to convic- 
tion; that the principles and best mode of estab- 
lishing impartial justice will be sought for, and 
that, when discovered, they will be suffered to 
prevail. 

I will begin by expressing my astonishment 
that in framing the law for establishing the Judi- 
cial Courts of the United States, its forms did not 
only establish one uniform mode, but that in doing 
so, they did not without hesitation give the pre- 
ference to the drawing jurors by lot—a mode long 
in use in several of the States, where the excel- 
lent effects it has produced has proved it to be in- 
contestably the best that has ever been devised, for 
producing complete and impartial justice. This 
being the great object of our judiciary, I hope the 
House will upon the present occasion throw all 
party views and opinions out of the question; that 
they will recollect it is not for the present moment, 
or to answer any temporary purposes, this regu- 
lation is Intended ; that it is one springing from 
the habits and opinions of our citizens. and the 


nature of our Government; that it is intended to 
be ingrafted upon our judiciary, and remain as a 
bulwark, constructed to resist all the storms of 
power, of privilege, or of faction, that may here- 
after assail it. Tt will be necessary, before we go 
into an examination of the bill I intend to pro- 
duce, to state to you the defects of your jury sys- 
tem as it stands at present, and the danger and 
inconvenience it produces. A 

The introduction of juries was intended to serve 
as a barrier against tyranny, and to be the guar- 
dian of the private rights’ and privileges of the: 
people. Well and impartially selected, they are 
certainly the most complete defence against op- 
pression, and the most certain means of producing. 
impartial justice, that ever the ingenuity of man- 
kind could discover; this and the representative 
principle are unquestionably the greatest efforts 
of the human mind; and they are blessings. un- 
known to the ancients, which I trust our coun- 
try will carry further and more completely into 
operation, and make them more a public blessing 
to our own than they have yet been to any nation. 
It is true we borrowed our jurisprudence from 
England, but weak and lame indeed is the admin- 
istration of justice in that country to what lL hope 
it will be in this. While their judges are ap- 

ointed by the Crown—some of them holding seats 
in Parliament, all of them constantly looking to 
the Monarch for further honors and emoluments, 
and removable by an address of both Houses, which 
a Minister can always command—while their 
juries are summoned at will by a sheriff, Heaven 
forbid we should not exceed them in the purity 
and impartiality of our judicials! As they first 
taught us the value and importance of an inde- 
pendent judiciary, we will in return transmit them 
our Improvements and teach them by our example 
to perfect their own; we will, too, I hope, be the 
means of extending it to other nations—for no 
pride can certainly be a more honest one than 
that of wishing our country to take the lead, and 
be an example to the world in everything that may 
tend to their freedom and happiness. 

One great defect in our present jury system is, 
that it introduces an inequality in the proceedings 
of our courts. 
drawn by lot in one mode, and in other districts 
drawn ina different one; in many they are not 
drawn by lot at all, but summoned at the will of 
the marshal; whereas in courts emanating from 
the same authority, held by the same judges, and ad- 
ministering the same laws, there should be an uni- 
formity in all the proceedings. Anotheris, that the 
districts or portions of territory out of which the 
juries are to be drawn, are not precisely fixed ; 
but, in many instances, perhaps in all, it is left to: 
the clerk and marshal to draw or summon them: 
as they please; whereas the boundaries of the’ 
counties or districts from which they are to be 
drawn, ought to beso fixed as to leave no discretion 
on this subject to the officers of the court, and’ 
while a sufficient number of jurors are secured to 
answer the end, to prevent them being drawn at 
such distances as would probably produce incon- 
venience or delay, or in many instances inevitable 


In some districts the juries are . - 
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absence. But, sir, the greatest of all its defects, is 
the placing it at all in the —power of the marshal 
to. exercise his discretion in so important a man- 
ner.as to select a jury ashe pleases.” The danger 
and consequences of this power vested ina minis- 
terial officer, appointed. by the President, holding 
his. office during his pleasure, and looking up to 
him for other and more honorable and lucrative 
appointments, appear to me not only to be one of the 
greatest evils under which a part of the Ameri- 
ean people.at present labor, but- one- which does 
not seem, before-this, to have claimed from them 
or their Government. the attention due to its im- 
portance. Itis for this reason I have thought it 
my duty to bring it to your view at this time; and 
I do not hesitate to confess that I'shall even con- 


questions in which the lives or characters of our 

citizens, may be concerned—on charges against 
them of a political nature, as well as in those en- 
i trely of a private nature, in which public questions 
l are not at all involved. 
| With respect to those of a publie nature, I must 
| confess that when I first arrived here, and discover- 
ed the precarious and unsafe tenure on which the - 
citizens of New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
| Virginia, and I believe New Jersey, held everything 
| that freemen ought to consider as most dear—when 
| 1 was informed that on every question respecting 
| character, life, or fortune, the men who were to 
| decide were to be picked or selected by a sheriff or 
i a marshal, and not impartially drawn by lot, it was 
| difficult for me to find words sufficiently expressive 


sider itas one of the most fortunate moments of | of my astonishment. I could scarcely believe that 


my life, that Ihave had an opportunity of first 
moving in.a question on which the true freedom 
and happiness of our country so much’ depends. 
Should l succeed even partially—should I be the 
means of producing only an alteration of the pre- 
sent unjust and oppressive system, and lay a foun- 
dation for a complete and perfect one hereafter, it 
will amply compensate me for all the remarks and 
odium which the mover in so important a reform 
must naturally expect. 

Viewing, as I do, impartial juries as among the 
most indispensable ingredients of a free Govern- 

. ment, it-is my duty to declare, and Isolemnly do 
deliver it as my opinion, that in those States in 
which the federal marshals have a right to sum- 
mon jurors as they please, the people are not free; 
that in those States the impartiality of your ju- 
dicial tribunals, and the purity of the administra- 
tion of justice, must depend not on the laws but the 
integrity and honest independence of a marshal; 
to him is left the monstrous and dangerous power 
of summoning proper or improper, fit or unfit, dis- 
honest or upright men—men who may be the 
friends or enemies to the parties who are on their 
trial, or who on political questions may be known 
to be opposed to them, and to hold opinions diame- 
trically contrary to those which are perhaps in the 
course of the trial to be submitted to them for their 
decision. 

Whocan deny that on the wise or oppressive, the 
unbiassed or corrupt use of this power must depend 
the decisions of our judiciary, in every case where 
party spirit runs high, and where it may be an ob- 
ject of great moment to influence the proceedings 
ofa marshal? On a public and political question, 
any man ¢an tellthe dangerand impropriety of such 
a power vested in an individual. But not only 
on questions of a public or political nature, but even 
in private cases, where the object in dispute is con- 
siderable, and where the parties haveextensive con- 
cerns, no man ought to possess the power of sum- 
moning, as his friendships or hatreds, his caprice or 
perhaps something worse, may direct him, the jury 
who are to decide questions on which not only the 
fortune and happiness of individuals, but the 
character of some laws, and sometimes the faith 
of treaties, may depend. 

I will for a moment consider this dangerous pow- 
erin a marshal, as it respects the public. on all 


| a people so enlightened, and so jealous of their lib- 
i erties—a people who have had before their eyes, 
and in their very neighborhood, such excelient ex- 
į amples, in this respect, as the Eastern and South- 
lern States, could have so long neglected a reform 
i more precious to them than any other they could 
;adopt. It has been since to me a source of much 
| surprise that the State Legislatures, in the admin- 
istration of justice within their own States, did 
t not at once perceive and correct a system which, 
| under a partial or oppressive use of it, places it so 
‘much in the power of an officer to stain the charac- 
‘ter of a nation and violate its most sacred obliga- 
‘tions. This inattention is, however, f trust, now 
(at an end, the subject is brought to their view, and 
ithe question is fairly before them; they are now 
to determine whether their exertions are in future 
| to have all important questions respecting their 
‘dearest interests depend upon juries, impartially 
; drawn by lot, under the regulations of laws equally 
| affecting all, and whose provisions no sheriff or 
| marshal can violate or interfere with; or to entirely 
| rest with a sheriff or marshal, on whose imtegrity, 
_ knowledge, or impartiality, or on whose want of these 
i essential qualities, is to depend the pure or corrupt 
| administration of their laws. fna word, with the 
| State Legislatures it now remains to be determined 
: whether the citizens of the States 1 have mentioned 
i are to be less free and less entitled to the mestima- 
| ble privilege of trial by a fair and impartial jury, 
| than their brethren in the Eastern and Southern 
| States. 
| By the law of Congress now in force, juries are 
| to be designated by lot or otherwise, in the man- 
| ner now in use in the several States. From this 
it is to be presumed that whether Congress agree 
or not to the general reform I shall introduce. they 
will certainly always consent to a kaw conform- 
ing the practice of the several courts to the mode 
in use in the States where these federal courts are 
held. Hence it becomes highly important to these 
| States, and their citizens, to insist that the State 
, Legislatures shall alter their modes as soon as pos- 
‘sible: they should make it an indispensable com- 
| pact with the persons they elect to represent them; 
; they should consider it as more dear to them than 
lany other public act they could attend to. For 
Í how can that Government or that people be free, 
i where theexecution of theirlaws is to depend upon 
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the will of an individual?. How can any man 
whose political opinions differ from a marshal, be 
safely tried for any political offence touching his 
life, his character, or his fortune, while the politi- 
cal character of the jury, who are to try him, de- 
ends upon the selection of a marshal? Suppose 
or instance, a man is charged with a libel against 
_the President of the United States; that this libel 
charges the President with acts of so important a 
nature and so injurious to the welfare of the Union, 
that, unless they can be removed or the writer con- 
victed of a libel and punished, the President would 
be likely to lose the confidence of the people, and 
consequently his re-election to office; that the 
marshal of the district knows this; that the Pres- 
ident’s feelings are alive to the decision; that he 
feels his public character, the affections of the peo- 
ple in his principles, and his re-election to office 
all at stake: that, in short, it is of the utmost conse- 
quence to him, this person should be convicted 
and humbled. Under these circumstances, is it not 
expecting more than we have generally a right to 
expect from him, or natural to suppose, that the 
marshal will feel himself entirely unmoved; that 
he will carefully select moderate men, who are not 
attached particularly to party, and who will real- 
ly compose so impartial a jury as to give the de- 
fendant a fair chance of having justice done him ? 
Or is it not more correct to suppose, that in such a 
case a marshal will recollect that it was from the 
President he received his office; that he holds it 
at his pleasure; that ifin a case so important to 
the President and where his feelings are so much 
alive, the marshal should be lukewarm or make a 
selection of men not approved, he would probably 
lose his office ; but that if he should exert himself, 
array a decided jury, whose opinions on polities 
were not to be shaken, and procure a conviction, 
that the President would not be unmindful of his 
zeal, and that amongst the numerous lucrative ap- 
pointments in his gift the marshal would not be 
forgotten? I ask if this is not the proper mode to 
reason a question of this sort? Lallude not to par- 
ticular cases. On general subjects where I con- 
ceive it my duty to act, I condescend not to men- 
tion anything that may have happened. I am 
endeavoring to regulate for the future. I thank 
Heaven that in the State to which I belong, ju- 
ries are on the best establishment. I wish, for 
the honor of the United States, and the character 
of their judiciary, that the same purity and im- 
partiality in the administration of justice should 
pervade the whole; that equal laws, and not 
the opinions or wishes of individuals, should 
govern in their decisions, and that the principles 
which were among the leading objects of the 
American Revolution, should forever obtain and 
be insured to our citizens: until they do, it is in 
vain for the people of those States to think that 
while their juries are summoned at will by a mar- 
shal, they are free—or that the citizens of the 
other States, having impartial juries, willever think 
of removing to reside among them, or trust them- 
selves or their fortunes under laws whose admin- 
istration 1s so unsafe and precarious. Nor can 
there be a doubt, that when the difference in this 


important part of their Government comes to be, 
as it will hereafter, perfectly understood, that in 
emigrations to. this. country, the enlightened for- 
eigner will prefer living in States having impar- 
tial juries, to those in which, in every act and 
almost word of his life, he is to be at the mercy 
of a marshal, holding his office at the will of a 
President. This difference between Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, and the other States I have mentioned 
and Southern ones, places the former in so unequa 
not to say degrading a situation with respect. to 
the administration of justice, that I will not fora 
moment suppose they will any longer. submit to so 
improper a system. - Ican never believe that when 
the subject has been fairly brought to their view, 
that States so enlightened, and so distinguished by - 
their love of republican liberty, will feel them- 
selves easy until they have obliged the State Le- 
gislatures to adopt the mode of drawing juries by 
lot. It is in vain to think of repealing sedition 
laws, or asserting the liberty of the press, as se- 
cured by the Constitution, until this reform takes 
place. This power in a marshal, is a more com- 
plete and severe check on the press, and the right 
of the people to remark on public affairs, than ten 
thousand sedition laws, because here the power to 
select and by that means govern the opinion of 
juries, is continual, always increasing, and in a 
great degree subject on every trial to the wishes 
and directions of a President. In times of party, 
when opinions run high, and contending factions 
oppose each other with violence, it is then truly 
dreadful. Justice, which has been represented and 
ought forever to be blind to the political opinions 
of men, becomes on these occasions as keen-eyed 
as the eagle, it pounces into every recess and cor- 
ner of a State, drags forth the avowed and politi- 
cal enemies of the accuser, and arrays them on 
his jury. I will hope, for the freedom of our 
country, this has not yet taken place; but that it 
may,and that it should be guarded against, no man 
will deny. Let us, by adopting the model recom- 
mend, or something like it, give to our citizens the 
comfort of reflecting that amidst the storms and 
conflicts which may attend a republican form, they 
will, on every question respecting their lives, char- 
acters, or fortunes, be always entitled to a fair and 
impartial trial by jury, secured by equal laws, the 
impartial election of which no man however eleva- 
ted or no officer however willing can dare to con- 
trol or interfere with. It is our duty to give to our 
citizens this valuable reform. They havea right, 
from the nature of our Government, to expect it; 
amidst all the fluctuations of parties and changes of 
men and measures, it will be to them a solid con- 
solation to reflect that their private rights are se- 
cure, and that, with respect to these, their Govern- 
ment is indeed a Government of laws. Under this 
sacred guard the honest and the innocent may 
safely come to trial, nor will advocates be afraid 
to defend them, nor consider it as hopeless to at- 
tempt it. The people will revere your tribunals— 
they will then have no reason to fear that faction 
or corruption may curb your bench of justice, fill 
the seats of your jurors, or stain theannals of your ju- 
diciary with innocent blood sacrificed at the shrine 


41 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


42 


Fesrvary, 1800. 


of party or ambition; the dreadful evils which 
have disgraced the tribunals of other countries, 
will be avoided, and you will exhibit to an admi- 
ting and ‘imitating world the finest and most 
unexceptionable form they have yet witnessed. 
Give them this improvement, and say that your 
judges, while they continue as such, shall hold no 
other offices, and we may safely defy any nation 
that has preceded us to exhibit a judiciary by any 
means comparable to the one we shall then possess. 


Monpay, February 3. 


Proceedings. 


SENATE. 


| the adoption of the Legislatures of the different States ; 
jand that, when adopted by three-fourths of the said 
| Legislatures, the same shall become a part of the said 
| Constitution: 

| __ That neither the Chief Justice nor any Judge of the 
| United States shall hold any other appointment, or 
| office, under the Government of the United States, or 
| the individual States, during his continuance in office 
! as a Judge of the United States; and that the -accept- 
| ance of such other office shall vacate the appointment 
; of any Judge accepting the same. 


Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the bill, entitled “An act providing 


Mr. WATSON presented the petition of Abraham ; for the enumeration of the inhabitants of the 


Franklin, and John Franklin, jun., merchants, of | United States,” 


the city of New York, and owners of the ship 
Amelia, captured in the year 1799, by a French 
national corvette, and recaptured by the United 
States ship of war Constitution, and by the said 
Franklins purchased at public auction, praying for 
a new register; and the petition was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Watson, 
Goopuve, and Lancpon, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 


A message from the House of Representatives ` 


informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill, entitled “An act to discharge Robert Sturgeon 
from his imprisonment ;” in which they desire the 
concurrence of the Senate. They agree in part 
to the amendments of the Senate io the bill, enti- 
tled “An act to repeal part of an act, entitled ‘An 
act to provide for mitigating or remitting the for- 
feitures, penalties, and disabilities, aceruing in cer- 
tain cases therein mentioned.” 

The bill first mentioned was read and ordered 
to the second reading. 


Ordered, That the amendments of the House of | 


Representatives to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill, entitled “An act to repeal part of an 
act, entitled ‘An act to provide for mitigating or 
remitting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, 
accruing in certain cases therein mentioned,” be 
referred to the committee to whom the bill was 
originally committed on the 15th of January last. 
to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Laurance presented the petition of Reuben 
Smith and Nathan Strong, praying payment for 
the bounty on certain articles exported by them; 
the formalities required by law being, through 
casualty, omitted. 

Ordered, That the petition, and the papers ac- 
companying the same, be referred to the commit- 
tee appointed the 24th of December last, on the 
petition of Peter Aupoix, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

The bill to establish an uniform mode of draw- 
ing juries by lot, in all Courts of the United States, 
was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Pinckney, Nicnotas, Cuapman, Laurance, and 
DEXTER, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. . 

On motion, by Mr. Pixnceney, the subjoined 
resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table: 

Resolved, That the following amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States be recommended to 


reported further amendments. 
|! Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

| Ordered, That the third reading of the bill, sent 
i from the House of Representatives, entitled “An 
| act for the relief of John Vaughan,” be postponed 
| to Wednesday next, and that, at 12 o'clock on that 
| day, there be a call of this House. 


Tuespay February 4. 


Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was re- 
, ferred the amendments of the House of Represent- 
-atives to the amendments of the Senate to the 
| bill, entitled “An act to repeal part of an act, en- 
i titled ‘An aet to provide for mitigating or remit- 
: ing the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, accru- 
‘ing in certain cases therein mentioned.” made 
| report. Whereupon, 

| Resolred, That the Senate do recede from their 
; amendments disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
| resentatives, and concur in their amendments to 
| the amendments. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to discharge Robert Sturgeon 
from his imprisonment,” was read the second time 
| and referred to Messrs. Tracy, Batowin, and 
‘Dexter, to consider and report thereon to the 

Senate. 
| . The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
| the committee to whom was recommitted the bill, 
| entitled * An act providing for the enumeration of 
| the inhabitants of the United States.” to which 

they agreed; and, having adopted sundry other 
; amendments. 
| Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading, 


Wepnespay, February 5. 


Agreeably to the order of the 34 instant. a call of 
the House was made, and the following members - 

| Were present: 

Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bingham, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dexter, Foster, 
Franklin, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, 
Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, 
Lloyd, Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, Paine, Pinckney, 
Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, Watson, and 
Wells. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
| tives, entitled “ An act for the relief of John 
! Vaughan,” was read the third time. 
| On motion to amend the preamble to the bill, 
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question on the final passage of the bill be post-} Ordered; That it be referred to Messrs. Ross, 


poned until Monday next; and it passed in the Brown, and Dayron, to considerand report there- 


negative, | on to the Senate. ; 
And the hroposed amendmentbeing disagreed to, | © On motion, it was agreed, by unanimousconsent, 


mentioned in the message be now again read. .. 
Ordered, That it be referred to the above men- 

tioned committee, to consider and report thereon 

to the Senate. ` i 


| 
Resolved, That this bill do pass. | to dispense with the rule, and that the. bill first 
Tuurspay, February 6. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled, “An act providing forthe enumera-| The Vicu Present laid before the Senate a- 
tion of the inhabitants of the United States,” was report from the Seeretary for the Department of 
read the third time; and, being further amended, Treasury, of the goods, wares, and merchandise, 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. exported from the United States, during one year, 
prior tothe ist day of October, 1799; exhibiting 
the amount exported to each foreign nation; and 
the report was read. f 

Odid. That it lie on the table. idl oa 

On motion,“ That a committee be appointed 
to consider whether any compensation ought to be 
allowed to John Heckwelder, for the losses he 
sustained, during the war between the United 
States and Great Britain, and that the said com- 
mittee have power to report by bill or otherwise ;” 
it was agreed that the motion should lie on the 
table. a 

The bill for augmenting the compensation o 
the Senators and members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United ma v read a Sec- 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- | 2nd time; and it was agreed that the further con- 
atives, entitled “An act to suspend in att an | Sideration thereof be postponed until to-morrow. 
act, entitled * An act to augment the Army ofthe | A message from the House of Representatives 
United States. and for other purposes,” rm informed the Senate that the House have passed 

£ 


Frway, February 7. 


Mr. Warsoxn presented the petition of Lyon 
Lehman, praying remission of the duty on a num- 
ber of fire-arms, imported from Hamburg, for ren- 
sons mentioned therein; which was read, and re- 
ferred to Messrs. Warson, Lanapon, and How- 
ARD, to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Goopnur, from the committee ‘appointed 
to consider the subject, reported a bill for aug- 
menting the compensation of the Senators and 
members of the House of Representatives of the 
United States; which was read, and ordered to 
the second reading. 

Mr. ‘racy, from the committee to whom was 


amendments; whieh were read, a resolution, authorizing the President of the Sen- 
Ordered, Chat they be printed for the use of | ate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 

the Senate. tives to adjourn their respective Houses on the 
Mr. Ross presented the memorial of George | first Monday in April next; in which they desire 

Isham and others, purchasers of certain tracts of the concurrence of the Senate. ; 

land, between the Greatand Little Miami rivers, The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on 

of John C. Symmes; and praying confirmation of the table. 

their contracts; and the petition was read, A motion was made as follows: 


Ordered, Vhat it lie on the table, Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate of the 
United States, passed on the 10th of February, 1796, 
requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare an- 
nually, and lay before the Senate, in the month of Jan- 
uary in each year, a statement of the imports of the 
United States, shall be, and the same is hereby, altered 
and amended ‘so as not to require hereafter any state- 
ment of the amount exported to each foreign nation. 


It was agreed that this motion lie on the table. 


Mr. Tracy notified the Senate that he would 
to-morrow move for leave to bring in a bill for 
the relief of Ithamar Canfield. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act to suspend in part an act, 
entitled ‘ An act to augment the Army of the Uni- 
ted States, and for other purposes ;” and it being 
adopted, 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended. 


Monpay, February 10. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act giving further time to the 
holders of military warrants to register and locate 
the same ;” a bill, entitled “An act for the relief 
of James Yard ;” a bill, entitled “ An act respect- 
ing the Mint? a bill, entitled “An act declaring 
the assent of Congress to certain acts of the State 
of Maryland und Georgia;” and a bill, entitled 
“ An act in addition to an act, entitled “An act 
regulating the granis of land appropriated for mili- 
tary services, and for the Society of the United 
Brethren for propagating the Gospel among the 
Heathen ;” in which bills they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate, 

The bills were severally read, and ordered to the 
second reading. 
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Agreeably to notice of yesterday, Mr. Tracy 
had leave to bring ia a bill for the relief of Itha- 
roar Canfield, which was read, and ordered to the 
second reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act declaring the assent. of 
Congress to certain acts of the States of Maryland 
and Georgia,” was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to Messrs. Howarp, Gunn, and Pare, to 
-consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act for the relief of James 
Yard,” was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Bincuam, Watson, and Goopute, tocon- 
sider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act respecting the Mint,” was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. Liv- 
ERMORE, Goopnue, and MARSBALL, to consider 
and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “ An act to suspend in part an act, entitled 
‘An act toaugment the Army of the United States, 
and for other purposes,” was read the third time. 

On motion, it was agreed to amend the amend- 
ment adopted yesterday, as follows: 

“Sze. 2. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall not be construed to prevent the 
President from employing any officer or officers in re- 
cruiting for the four first regiments of infantry, and the 
two regiments of artillerists and engineers: and the 
President is hereby authorized to employ any officer or 
officers in the recruiting service for the aforesaid regi- 
meuts, on the terms prescribed by law, and until the 
fall complement of men are procured, pursuant to the 
first section of the act for the better organizing the 
troops of the United States, and for other purposes ; any 
provision in the said section or act to the contrary not- 
withstanding.” 

And, on motion to strike out the amendment 
thus amended, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 
17, nays 14, as follows: 

Yxras-— Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Dexter, Foster, Franklin, Greene, Hil- 
house, Langdon, Livermore, Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, 
Paine, and Pinckney. 

Nars—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Goodhue, Gunn, 
Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd, Read, Ross, Schure- 
man, ‘Tracy, Watson, and Wells. 

On motion to agree to the final passage of the 
bill, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 10, 
as follows: 

Vras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bingham, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Cocke, Dexter, Foster, Franklin, Good- 
hue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, Liv- 
ermore, Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, Paine, Pinckney. 

Nays—Messrs. Chipman, Latimer, Laurance, Lloyd, 
Reed, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, Watson, and Wells. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass. 

Mr Ross, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives, entitled “An act giving further time to the 
holders of military warrants to register and locate 
the same,” reported amendments; which, being 
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considered, were disagreed to; wherepon, by unan- 
imous consent, the bill was read the third time, 
and passed. 


‘Wepnespay, February 12. 


Mr. BaLpwin, presented the petition of Jonas 
Fauche. captain, and others, officers of the troop 
of militia dragoons, formerly under his command, 
praying compensation for military services in the 
State of Georgia; which was read, and referred 
to the Secretary for the Department of War, to 
consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

Ordered, That the Message of the President of 
the United States, of the 8th of January last, to- 
gether with the report of the Treasurer of the Mint, 
of the first of the said month, be referred to Messrs. 
Hivtuocse, Livermore, and Goopucs, toconsider 
and report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Watson, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of Abraham Franklin, and 
John Franklin, junior, reported that the prayer of 
the said petitioners ought not to be granted, and 
that they have leave to withdraw their petition; 
and the report was adopted. 

The bill to augment the. compensation of the 
Senators and members of the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States was read the second 
time; and, being amended, 

Ordered, That it pass to the third reading as 
amended. ; 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives, entitled “ An act to discharge Robert Stur- 
geon from his imprisonment,” reported amend- 
| ments : : 
| Ordered, That they be printed for the use of 
| the Senate. 
| The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made on the 10th instant, relative to the propriety 
of allowing a compensation to John Heckwelder: 
d the motion was agreed to, amended as follows: 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 

consider whether any compensation ought to be 
allowed to John Heekwelder for his services du- 
| ring the war between the United States and Great 
: ; and that the said committee have power 


lan 


to report by bill or otherwise. 

Ordered, that Messrs. Ross, Tracy, and BLoop- 
worth, be the committee. 

The bill for the relief of Ithamar Canfield was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Tracy, Dexter, and Cuipman, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made the 10th instant, to alter and amend 
theresolution of the Senate. of the 10th of February, 
1796, requiring, from the Secretary for the De- 
partment of Treasury, certain statements, of im- 
ports and exports; and, after debate. 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives for the ad- 
journment of the two Houses of Congress on the 
first Monday in April next; and, after debate, 
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Ordered, That the further consideration thereof | 


be postponed until the second Tuesday in March 
next. 


Tuorspay, February, 13. 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, to the bill sent 
from the House of Representatives, entitled “ An 
act to discharge Robert Sturgeon from his impris- 
onment;” which was adopted, and the bill was 
ordered to the third reading as amended. 

The bill for augmenting the compensation of the 
Senators and members of the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States. was read the third 
time. 

Ordered That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed until the first Monday in December 
next. 


Frupay, February 14. 


Mr. Ross, from the committee appointed the 
28th of January last, reported a bill prescribing 
the mode of deciding disputed elections of Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States; 
which was read and ordered to the second reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act to discharge Robert Stur- 
geon from his imprisonment,” was read the third 
time. 

Ordered, That it be recommitted to the com- 
mittee to whom it was originally referred, further 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 


Monpay, February 17. 


The Vice Presivenr laid before the Senate a 
report relative to the claim of Seth Harding, in 
pursuance of the act, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of the refugees from the British provinces of 
Canada and Nova Scotia,” signed James M’Henry, 
Oliver Wolcott, and John Steele; and the report 
was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. LANG- 
DON, HILLHOUSE, and PAINE, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill for the relief of Ithamar Canfield, 
reported amendments thereto, which were read. ~ 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The bill prescribing the mode of deciding dis- 
puted elections of President and Vice President of 
the United States was read the second time; and 
the further consideration thereof postponed until 
Wednesday next. 

On motion by Mr. Greene, 

“That it be referred to the Secretary of the Treasury 
to prepare and report to this House a plan for establish- 
ing an uniformity in the weights and measures of the 
United States :” 


Tt was agreed that this motion lie for consider- 
ation. 
On motion, by Mr. Marsuatt, that it be 


__ “ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
if the Indian title has been extinguished to any land, 


and if to any, what land, lying in the State of Tennes- 
see to which the United States hath a right by cession 
from North Carolina : f é 
It was agreed that this motion lie on the table. 
Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred the bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act in addition to an act, enti- 
tled * An act regulating the grants of land appro- 
priated for military services and for the Society of 
the United Brethren for propagating the Gospel 
among the Heathen,” reported amendments, which 
were read. ` 
Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 


Tuxspay, February 18. 


Mr. Howarp presented the petition of Jeremiah 
Yellott, praying liberty to export a number of fire- 
arms and cutlasses, not adapted to the use of the 
army or navy; and the petition was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. HOWARD, 
Watson, and Tracy, to consider and report there- 
on to the Senate. 

Mr. AnpERson presented the petition of Shad- 
rack Inman, of the State of Tennessee, praying 
compensation for property taken from him. for 
public service in the State of North Carolina, in 
the year 1780; and the petition was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. ANDER- 
son, Curpman, and BLoopworvs, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act to extend the time of pay- 
ment of bonds given for duties of impost in cer- 
tain cases,” in wbich they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The bill was read and ordered to the second 
reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee, to the bill, sent 
from the House of Representatives, entitled “ An 
act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act regu- 
lating the grants of land appropriated for military 
services, and for the Society of the United Bre- 
thren for propagating the Gospel among the Hea- 
then ;” which amendments were adopted ; and the 
bill was ordered to the third reading as amended. 


Wepnespay, February 19. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act to extend the time of pay- 
ment of bonds given for duties of impost in cer- 
tain cases,” was read the second time and referred 
to Messrs. Goopaus, Watson, and Tracy, to 
consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee, to whom was 
referred the bill for the relief of Ithamar Canfield. 

Ordered, That the bill be recommitted to the 
original committee, further to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the Senate 
took into consideration the bill prescribing the 
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mode of deciding disputed elections of President 
and Vice President of the United States; and, af- 
ter debate, adjourned. 


qipi Tuurspay, February 20. 

Mr. Goopuve presented the petition of the ex- 
ecutors of Elias Haskett Derby, late of Salem, in 
the ‘State of Massachusetts, praying the interpo- 
sition of Congress in regard to-the tax assessed on 
the mansion-house of the deceased, stated to have 
been over ‘estimated in the valuation ; and the pe- 
tition was read. 7 
_ Ordered, That it be referred to the’ Secretary 
for the Department of Treasury, to consider and 
report thereon to. the Senate. 

Mr. Bineuam, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill-sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act for the relief of 
James Yard,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. e ` 

The ‘Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill’ prescribing the mode of deciding disputed 
elections of President and Vice President of the 
United States. 

On motion to strike out of the first section of the 
bill the following words: 

Together with the Chief Justice of the United States, 
or, if he be absent from the Seat of Government or 
unable to attend, then with the next senior Judge. of 
‘the Supreme Court of the United States, who may be 
present and able to attend. 


It passed in the negative—yeas 11, nays 19, as 
follows: l 

Yszas — Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dex- 
ter, Foster, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, 
Laurance, Livermore, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, 
Tracy, Watson, and Wells. 


On motion to strike out these words from the 

` 1st section: “to choose by ballot in each House six 

members,” and in lieu thereof to insert “to draw 
by lot ia each House —— members :” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 9, nays 
18, as follows: f 

Yzas — Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, and 
Nicholas. 

Nars—Messrs. Chipman, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, 
Franklin, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Latimer, 
Laurance, Livermore, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, 
Tracy, and Wells. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed. i 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act in addition to an act, entitled 
‘ An act regulating the grants of land appropriated 
for military services, and for the Society of the 
United Brethren for propagating the Gospel among 
the Heathen,” was read the third time; and, after 
debate, ; ‘ 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 


Fripay, February 21. 


Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act to extend the time 
of payment for bonds given for duties of impost, 
in certain cases,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. p 

Mr. Watson, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of Lyon Lehman, reported 
that the committee have leave to bring in a bill 
for his relief; and the report was adopted ; and 
ii dy that the committee bring in a bill accord- 
ingly. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act for the relief of James Yard,” 
was read the second time, and ordered to the third 
reading. 

Resolved, That the Senate will, to-morrow, at 
half past 12 o’clock, meet at the Senate Chamber, 
and from thence walk in procession to the German 
Calvinist Church in Race street, to hear the eulo- 
gium pronounced on the character of General 
‘WASHINGTON. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 
titled “An act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An 
act regulating the grants of land appropriated for 
military services, and for the Society of United 
Brethren for propagating the Gospel among the 
Heathen.” 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act further to suspend the com- 
mercial intercourse between the United States and 
France, and the dependencies thereof ;” and a bill, 
entitled “An act to establish an uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States;” in 
which bills they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bills were read, and ordered to the second 
reading. : 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill prescribing the mode of deciding disputed elec- 
tions of President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States; and, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 

Mr. Tracy notified the Senate that he should, 
ona future day, ask leave to bring in a bill pro- 
viding for the punishment of persons who may be 
convicted of frauds in squandering money, or other 
property of the United States, with which they 
have been entrusted. 


Saturday, February 22. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “ An act further to suspend the commer- 
cial intercourse between the United States and 
France, and the dependencies thereof,” was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. GOODHUE, 
Reap, and Binenam, to consider and report there- 
on to the Senate. , 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
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entitled “An act to establish an uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States,” was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. Lav- 
Rance, Carpman, Hitimouse, Livermore, and 
Reap, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. f 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act for the relief of James Yard,” 
was read the third time, and passed. 


Monpay, February 24. 


A message from the House of Representatives 


informed the Senate that the House concur in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
« An act providing for salvage in cases of recap- 
ture,” with amendments, in which they desire the 
coneurrence of the Senate. They have passed a 


bill, entitled “ An act to allow a drawback of duties 


on goods exported to New Orleans, and therein to 
amend the act, entitled ‘An act to regulate the 
collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” in 
which bill they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and ordered to 
the second reading. 

Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to whom 


was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 


resentatives, entitled “ An act further to suspend 
the commercial intercourse between the United 
States and France, and the dependencies thereof,” 
reported the bill without amendment; and, after 
debate, it was agreed that the further consideration 
of the bill at this time be postponed. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to their 
amendments to the bill, entitled “An act provi- 
ding for salvage in cases of recapture.” 

Ordered, That they be referred to Messrs. GooD- 
nur, Laurance, and Lanapon, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Lanavow, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 17th instant, the case of Seth 
Harding, reported a bill for his relief; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill prescribing the mode of deciding disputed 
elections of President and Vice President of the 
United States. 

On motion, to amend the bill, section 5th, line 
7th. so as to provide that the proceedings of the 
committee be held in public, by striking out the 
words “with closed doors,” and inserting, “in the 
Chamber of the House of Representatives, with 
open doors,” in lieu thereof: 

It passed in the negative—yeas 8, nays 16, as 
follows: 

Yuas— Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Mason, and Nicholas. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Qood- 
hue, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, Marshall, Paine, Read, Ross, Tracy, and 
Wells. 


And, after progress, the further consideration of 


the bill was postponed. 


Tyespay, February 25. ° 


The bill authorizing Seth Harding to locate cer- 
tain lands in the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the river Ohio, was read the second 
time; and, after debate, the further consideration 
thereof was postponed. , 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to all 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act providing for the enumeration of Ahe in- 
habitants of the United States,” except the 10th, 
to which they disagree. They have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act to continue in force an act con- 
cerning certain fisheries of the United States, and 
for the regulation and government of the fisher- 
men employed therein, and for other purposes, as 
therein mentioned,” in which they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate. They agree to all the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled “An 
act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act regula- 
ting the grants of land appropriated for military 
services, and for the Society of the United Breth- 
ren for propagating the Gospel among the Heathen,” 
except to those of the first section, to which they 
disagree. ts 

The bill last brought from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, for concurrence, was read,and ordered 
to the second reading. 

The Senate proceeded to consider their amend- 
ment disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill first mentioned in the message. 
Wherepon, 

Resolved, That they do recede from their said 
amendment. 

The Senate took into consideration their amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill last mentioned in the message. 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That a conference be requested on 
the amendments disagreed to, and that Messrs. 
Ross and Brown be the managers at the same 
on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. Pincxney, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill to establish an uniform mode 
of drawing jurors by lot, in all the Courts of the 
wees States, reported amendments, which were 
read. 

Ordered, That they be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

The Vice Presipenr laid before the Senate a 
report from the Secretary of the Department of 
Treasury, on the memorial of the executors of the 
late Elias Haskett Derby, of Salem, iw the State 
of Massachusetts; which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 
titled “ An act further to suspend the commercial 
intercourse between the United States and France, 
and the dependencies thereof.” 

On motion, to strike out, in section 2, line 3, the 
word “ Europe,” and insert these words: “foreign 
countries,” it passed in the negative—yeas 11, nays 
16, as follows: 


Yeas— Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
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Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Gunn, Marshall, 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


Mason, 


Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Good- 


hue, Greene, ‘Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, Latimer, 
Laurance, Livermore, Lleyd, Paine, Ross, ‘Tracy, and 


Wells. : 
On. Motion to strike out the 6th section, as fol- 
lows: ee 
“Sze 6. And be it further enacted, That, at any 
time after the passing of this act; it shall be lawful for 
the President of the United States, by his order, to re- 
mit and discontinue,-for. the time being, whenever he 
shall deem it expedient, and for the interest of the 
United States, all or. any of the restraints and prohib- 
itions imposed by this act, in respect to the territories 
of the French Republic, or to any island, port, or place, 
belonging to the'said Republic, with which, in his opin- 
ion, a commercial intercourse may be safely renewed: 
and, also, it shall be lawful for the President of the Uni- 
ted States, whenever he shall afterwards deem it expe- 
dient, to revoke such order, and hereby to re-establish 


such restraints and. prohibitions; and the President of 


the United States shall be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to make proclamation thereof.accordingly.” 

It passed in the: negative—yeas 11, nays 16, as 
follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, 


‘Nicholas, and Pinckney, 

Nars—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Good- 
hue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Lau- 
rance, Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, Ross, Tracy, and Wells. 

And the bill being amended, it was ordered to 
the third reading, as amended. 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made on the 17th instant, relative to the Indian 


titles of land extinguished within the State of Ten- 
nessee; and, after debate, it was agreed that the 


motion be withdrawn. 

A motion was made, by Mr Davron, that it be 

Resolved, That a standing Committee of Privileges, 
consisting of members, be appointed. 

Ordered That it lie for consideration until to- 
morrow. 


Wepnespay, February 26. 


On motion, by Mr. MARSHALL, 


Whereas the United States, by act of cession from 
the State of North Carolina, claim the vacant and un- 
appropriated lands within the State of Tennessee: And 
whereas the said State also claims these lands, as ap- 
pears by an act of the Legislature thereof, passed the 
5th day of January, 1799: And whereas it is desirable 
that the interfering claims should be settled in the most 
amicable manner; Therefore, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to investi 
gate the respective claims, and to inquire what will be 
the most advisable mode of settling them; and that the 
committee be authorized to report by bill or otherwise. 


Whereupon a motion was made to amend the 
motion, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the situation and extent of the vacant and unappro- 
priated lands claimed by the United States under the 


cession of the State of North Carolina, and the expe- 
diency of making provision for the disposition thereof. 

And it was agreed that the motion and amend- 
ment lie. for consideration, and in the mean time 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have agreed 
to the conference, desired by the Senate, on the 
subject-matter of the amendments depending be- 
tween the two Houses to the bill, entitled “An 
act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act regula- 
ting the grants of land appropriated for military 
services, and for the Society of the United Breth- 
ren for propagating the Gospel among the Hea- 
then,” and have appointed managers at the same 
on their part. 


NON-INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act further to suspend the com- 
mercial intercourse between the United States 
and France, and the dependencies thereof,” was 
read the third time. 


Mr. Pinckney said, I feel much pleasure in being 
present at this discussion, because I have always 
wished that some parts of this bill, particularly 
those that relate to the delegation of the powers to 
the President, in the recess of Congress, should be 
maturely examined, in order that I might hear the 
reasons upon which, what appears to me, so unu- 
sual and uncohstitutional a delegation of authority 
has taken place. Open as I always wish to be to 
conviction, it will give me much satisfaction. to 
find that my doubts can be remoyed, and that the 
argumentis Í shall use against the bill can be an- 
swered and refuted. It is easily to be perceived 
that this bill is an important one to all the Union, 
but particularly to the Southern States. It will 
be my endeavor to show that very serious ineon- 
veniences have arisen from the former bill, which 
this is intended to revive, both to Virginia and 
Maryland, as weil as to North and South Carolina 
and Georgia. Iam not, itis true, so anxious about 
it as I was formerly, because I trust our Commis- 
sioners have used their powers so well, that an 
honorable and pacific arrangement with France 
will soon take place. I shall not, therefore, at this 
time, go into any observations on the nature and 
origin of our dispute with France, or give my opin- 
ions on that subject ; they have already been fre- 
quently given and well known, nor do I see any 
reason toalterthem. Ihave strong Constitutional 
objections to this bill, which itis my duty to state, 
and which compel me not to suffer it to pass with 
a silent vote. 

The precedents, sir, which any measures that 
are unconstitutional furnish, and the abuses to 
which they may be converted, are always to be 
guarded against. J have said, ona former occasion. 
that improper doctrines or precedents, whether un- 
der the form of resolutions or of laws, if not early 
opposed, were strengthened by time, and became 
liable to be applied to pernicious purposes. Upon 
examining the laws which are contained in the 
fourth volume, and which have been passed since 
March, 1797, there is reason to apprehend the pre- 
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cedents established by some of them, may here- 
after be more inconvenient in their consequences 
to our peace and safety than even that sort of ma- 
ritime warfare, in which alone there is ever any 
danger of this country being engaged with an Eu- 
ropean Power. The present bill I consider of the 
like character, and I therefore very earnestly hope 
that a pacific arrangement will be concluded, 
which may prevent the effects Iam afraid this ad- 
ditional precedent will afford. I consider it as 
springing from the same source with most of the 
measures which have been agitated for the last 
two yéars, particularly the provisional army, and 
as going to establish the precedent of granting to 
the Executive powers, in my judgment, unwar- 
ranted by the Constitution—of paving the way to 
that Executive and Ministerial influence in the af- 
fairs of our Government which may hereafter ren- 
der the Representative part of it, and the direction 
and influence they ought to have, more a name 
than anything else. It is astonishing to me, that, 
having the examples on this point of another na- 
tion before us—examples which we must recollect 
were held forth by Congress, during the Revolution- 
ary war, in the strongest language, as beacons to 
warn us of similar dangers—we should, at so early 
a day, be preparing to precipitate ourselves into 
the same system. 

Look to Great Britain, from the first day of the 
present monarch’s reign, and see what has. been 
the progression of Executive and Ministerial in- 
fluence there, within that time. Let any gentle- 
man attentively examine the book entitled, “ The 
history of the two acts passed, one for the preser- 
vation of the King’s person against treasonable 
practices and attempts, and the other to prevent se- 
ditious practices and assemblies,” and there will 
he find the best account I have met with, of the 
measures which have been pursued, step by step, 
to establish this Ministerial and Executive influ- 
ence, until, by the confession of the most able and 
moderate of their own writers, the all-controlling 
power of the Minister is now such, that he can al- 
ways direct their Parliament as he pleases, and 
plunge them in any war his personal resentment 
or self-interest may prompt him to, regardless of 
the expense or true interests of the nation, This 
enormous power in the hands of their Executive 
and Ministers, and the total loss of influence in the 
Representative part of their Government, must be 
attributed not to any one, but to a variety of mea- 
sures, successively introduced, at first little suspect- 
ed, but at length, under the sanction of precedent, 
increased toanalarmingextent. Somegentlemen, 
who view such acts as the present improper, are 
averse to opposing them, because they think they 
see inutility in the attempt. I differ from them 
extremely, and consider it as the duty of every 
member to express his sentiments on such mea- 
sures as appear improper, and to resist them, even 
though satisfied of the immediate inefficiency of 
that opposition, as it serves to keep the public mind 
awake to its safety and the conduct of their con- 
stituted authorities, 

This bill is a branch of that system which has 
been pursued by the friends and supporters of the 


present Administration, for two or three years, 
with constant and too effectual perseverance, for 
increasing the power of the Executive. In a 
former session, we have seen a large army voted, 
which has since been partly raised, and is now re- 
solved to be reduced. There was also an act au- 
thorizing the President to raise, ifin his opinion 
the danger was so great as to require it, 10,000 
men, as a provisional army, and, of his own and 
sole authority, to commission all the officers; there 
was also in this act, a clause authorizing the Pre- 
sident to accept of the service of volunteer corps, 
and to appoint all the commissioned officers; al- 
though there is an express clause in the Constitu- 
tion, which says, that the appointment of all the 
officers of the militia, who may be employed in 
the service of the United States, shall be reserved 
tothe States respectively. I must confess, I view 
this delegation to the President, of the power to 
raise this provisional army or not, as in his opinion 
the danger of our situation may require, and the 
power intended to be given by this bill, to remit 
the prohibition of intercourse, and renew it again, 
with the whole, or any part of the French do- 
minions, as he pleases, as so intimately connected, 
and as standing so precisely on the same princi- 
ples, that although it may not be perfectly in or- 
der, yet, in considering the one, I cannot help 
glancing at the other, as they both serve to bring 
before you the important question, how far the 
Constitution authorizes Congress to delegate to 
the President the exercise of such extensive powers. 
I have no doubt, in my own mind, that the Con- 
stitution does not authorize the delegation of these 
authorities, and it is among the reasons that induce 
me to vote against this bill. It will be granted 
that no powers are more important toa nation than 
those to regulate commerce, and to declare war— 
these, therefore, are both exclusively given to Con- 
gress. It is observable, that although the power 
to make peace is given to the President, with the 
advice and consent of two-thirds of the Senate, 
yet, that so guarded is the Constitution upon the 
subject of war, that this is given to Congress— 
they alone can declare war, they alone can reg- 
ulate commerce; nor can they constitutionally 
delegate this exercise of their authorities, by any 
limitations they can annex to the manner in which 
their agent is to execute them: they are powers 
so great, and so important to the peace and dearest 
interests of the people, that they are vested in 
Congress—they, and they alone, are to judge from 
the circumstances before them, whether war, or 
measures that may in their tendency involve a 
war, are expedient. With them also rests the 
power to say what shall be the nature of our com- 
merce, or the regulations necessary to its rights 
and safety; with whom and under what condi- 
tions it shall be carried on; with what nations, and 
for what time it shall be interdicted. And are 
not these powers so great that they ought never to 
be exercised but by the representatives of the peo- 
ple? In giving to them exclusively the powers of 
war and commerce, does not the grant include 
all their incidental authorities? Where is the part 
of the Constitution which authorizes their delega- 
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tion of them? If it has wisely said, that delicate | 


and important powers like these ought only to be 
exercised by the representatives of the people— 
that they-are the only safe depositaries of them ; 
that they ought to judge when measures are to be 
adopted, which may in their consequences lead to 
war—that they alone ought to judge how far com- 
mercial prohibitions, extending to a whole nation 
and its territories, ought to be carried, when re- 
moved, and when again renewed—can they dele- 
gate this authority without interfering with the 
intentions of the Constitution? The design of 
that instrument clearly was, that no individual 
should possess the dangerous power of involving 
this country iùn war, or of regulating its commerce; 
and yet will any man deny, that the powers here 
delegated are not such as may, by an unwise or 
precipitate use of them, lead inevitably to war? 
In the act I have alluded to, respecting the pro- 
visional army, how great is the power given to an 
individual, to raise or not, as he pleases, an army 
of 10,000 men, and in the present to open or shut 
the intercourse with the dominions of one of the 
greatest Powers in the world! Is not this, as far 
as those dominions extend, and during the continu- 
ance of the law, completely giving to the Presi- 
dent the power to regulate commerce? Are not, 
in fact, these continued delegations adding to the 
precedents for establishing an Executive influence 
in this country, which may one day increase to 
what it is in England? We know what it is 
there, and we begin to see what it may be here; 
it must ever be too great here, by what I have 
always considered as improper in the Constitution, 
the giving to the President the nomination to all 
offices. But if we are perpetually to add to it in 
this manner, there will be no knowing where it 
will end. Only consider what would ‘have been 
the patronage of a whole army, and the immense 
power of opening either wholly or partially a trade 
so important as this is, and shutting it at his plea- 
sure. If he should determine to open it at some 
fixed period, he cannot lock up this in his own 
breast. He has executive officers he always con- 
sults, and must they not know, and may they not 
have commercial and other friends to whom they 
may entrustso im ortantasecret ? Isitnct possible 
such things may Tappa Has not rumor been 
already busy on thissubject? Have we not heard 
complaints about the manner in which the trade 
to St. Domingo was carried on last year, or have 
they not yet reached this or the other branch? 
But whether they have or not, or any improper 
conduct has taken place, is not so great a power 
open to the abuse and evils I have mentioned ? 
Is it not vesting a power unauthorized by the Con- 
stitution, and adding immensely to that Executive 
influence which has already become too great? 
The only truly vulnerable part in our Constitu- 
tion is the patronage of the Executive, and the 
establishment of that undue influence in our coun- 
cils, which may one day contribute to destroy 
the important agency which the nature of our 
Government, and the safety of the people, al- 
ways require the representative part of it to 
possess. This I have already observed must al- 


ways be too great, by the Constitution giving to 
the President the right to nominate to all offices, 
and his agency in the formation of treaties. To 
balance and in some degree to correct this too 
great influence in the Executive, it ought to be 
the care of Congress never to add to it, if it can 
be avoided with any kind of convenience, lest 
they should destroy their own necessary and Con- 
stitutional weight in the Government. That as 
they alone are authorized to put their hands into 
the pockets of their constituents, they only ought 
to judge and decide upon those great legislative 
questions, which may lead to requisitions for 
money or to cramp or touch the means by which 
alone our citizens can furnish it. That the pow- 
er to adopt measures that may in their tendeney 
lead to or touch the subject of war or commerce, 
is so intimately connected with the power to tax, 
that we may just as well suppose Congress can 
delegate the right to the President to lay and levy 
taxes as they can the authority to regulate com- 
merce in the way this bill proposes. I will sup- 
pose a case, that Congress should be of opinion a 
sum of money might possibly be wanted during 
their recess; that they were to determine the 
amount, and vest the President with the power to 
call for it or not, as he should please; but if he 
did require it, he should have the authority to lay 
and levy taxes for that purpose. Suppose an at- 
tempt of this sort was made, and that the Execu- 
tive should levy taxes on houses and lands, and 
except from the tax money at interest, stock, or 
that kind of property which he wishes to favor; 
could you justify the delegation of such authority, 
orwonderattheabuseofit? Nogentleman willsay 
such a delegation could constitutionally be made. 
Yet you can delegate with infinitely more safety 
the regulation of taxes than of commerce, because, 
by the means of commerce, you not only give an 
arbitrary power over the natural wealth of a par- 
ticular State, or part of a nation, but you give a 
power which enables the person trusted with it 
at all times to involve the country in war, by 
granting particular favors to one nation, or a part 
of a nation, which are denied to another. Who 
will undertake to say, that by such a power over 
the commerce of a country, it may not at any 
time be involved in war? Yet you cannot, by 
the Constitution, delegate the right to make war. 
How then can we rush into so great an inconsist- 
ency, as to give, indirectly, a power which is di- 
rectly precluded from delegation? 

This bill not only goes to keep up the present 
state of things with France, but may, by a part of 
it, eventually involve you in a war with Spain, a 
Power with which you are not only upon friend- 
ly terms at present, but carry on one of the most 
lucrative branches of your foreign commerce—I 
mean the trade with Cuba. You have by this 
bill declared, that for its purposes, the whole of 
Saint Domingo should be considered as a de- 
pendency of France, notwithstanding it is well 
known that the Spanish part of it is in posses- 
sion of their Government and its officers, and 
ought to be considered as a part of the Spanish 
territories, until it has been formally delivered to 
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the French, and their officers govern it. It may 
be said that we know, by the treaty between Spain 
and France, it was ceded to the latter; but how 
can we be sure that since that period some secret 
agreement has not taken place,and that it is return- 
ed to Spain? Is it not probable, by her keeping 
possession, that it is so; and ought not the delivery 
of the place, and the change of rulers and laws, to 
be the criterion with us for judging to what power 
a territory belongs? Can the annexing the Span- 
ish part of that island to the French, for the pur- 
poses of this bill, be an object with us to risk 
the enmity of Spain, and the loss of the Havana 
trade to our merchants? I should suppose not; 
and that this new section is an unnecessary and 
impolitic one, and ought not to be adopted. 

I come now to the policy of continuing this bill at 
all, or, if at all, whether it can be politic to extend 
it, as the last mentioned section proposes; or 
whether it would not be better to narrow its lim- 
its, and the territories it is to affect. I know it is 
a favorite theme with the Government, that until 
a peace is established with France, we must pre- 
serve our attitude, and keep up all the measures of 
defence that have been gone into, to protect us 
from her hostility. When, therefore, we see sev- 
eral of those measures either relaxed in or al- 
tered, or no measures taken to renew them; such, 
for instance, as stopping the enlistments for the 
army, and not reviving the alien law, or pushing 
the building of the seventy-fours, it is a strong 
proof that Government and its friends think there 
is a sincerity in the offers of the French, and that 
our negotiations will terminate successfully, Hon- 
orable peace, therefore, being our great object, ma 
not suffering this act to expire without renewal, 
or if revived, by lessening its restrictions, and the 
places it is to operate upon, hold out such confi- 
dence, on the part of our Government, in the sin- 
cerity and justice of the French administration, 
as may be the best means of insuring future con- 
ciliation and friendship? No great danger can 
arise to our commerce, for few of our merchants 
will venture, until they know that peace is made; 
and if the reports which are in circulation are 
true, that they have ordered their cruisers to re- 
spect our neutral rights, the risks will be very 
small. 

I have no doubt, myself that peace will be made; 
it is peculiarly the interest of France to have it, 
and this cannot be unknown to or undesired by the 
consummate politician who now directs her affairs. 
I am sure it is the wish of every gentleman to do 
all in his power to promote the desirable end of 
honorable peace, particularly of those from the 
Southern States. It is on them the weight of 
the loss of the commercial intercourse with France 
has princially fallen. The Northern and East- 
ern States have not been without feeling their 
share of the loss of an intercourse with its Eu- 
ropean dominions, and, until: August, with the 
West Indies; but from Maryland inclusively to 
Georgia, has the loss been greatest. Our whole 
exports were 78,664,000 dollars, of which 33,142.- 
000 are of domestic growth, and upwards of 45 
millions of foreign. Of our domestic growth, 


nearly ten millions of pounds of cotton, and very. = 
little short of one hundred thousand hogsheads:of. 
Flourand rice arealso‘con: 


rice, the prices must have been greatly i 
From some regulations T am informed of in 
custom-houses, I have not:been ‘able’ part: 
to ascertain the amount of exports ‘from each 
to France. I am told, thatthe exports from 
adelphia, for 1796, were, to France, 913,880.doll 
to the French Antilles, 3,250,584; to the ‘isl: 
France and Bourbon, 20,967.: This being th 
portfrom that city alone, we may easily judge hoy 
great must be the amount, of éxports frora 
States, and how important this:intercourse: 
have been credibly informed, that while the 
ginia and North Carolina ‘tobacco ‘planters, 
‘the Georgia and South Carolina tobacco and-rice. 
planters were obliged at one time to’ take: for 3 


occasioned by this intercourse as much as. wedo: 
View the price of tobacco at this moment, and 
what was the low price of rice, until the ‘accident 
ofa scarcity in England has given it for the present’. 
a rise. Indeed, to any man the least acquainted: 
with the subject, there can be no difficulty in‘assert- 
ing, that on the Southern: States has the loss -of 
this intercourse principally fallen, and that when-. 
ever the American Government shall deem ites- 
pedient to stop it, the tobacco planters of Virgini 
and Maryland, and the rice, cotton, and tobacco: 
planters of Georgia and North and: South Caro- 
lina will always have to bear the principal patt of 
the loss. Nor do I believe, that this act has an= 
swered the end intended by it, which..was to: dis- 
tress France, and deprive her of these articles, so: 
necessary to her convenience. She has genera 
obtained them, notwithstanding our prohi 
by the way of Hamburg and Great Britai 
true the French have had to pay higher for 
by this circuitous route; but itis equally true, t 
Southern American planters havein conseque 
had to sell them at a lower price. -It has-enti 
destroyed all competition: in their market, - 
placed them entirely at the mercy of the Ham- — 
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burg and British merchants. In short, it has con- 
tributed to: make Great Britain principally, and 
Hamburg-in’a less degree, the depots of all Amer- 
ican produce; for, while this intercourse is pro- 
hibited, we have scarcely any other market to 
send it to. We must entirely depend on the Bri- 
tish market, and it operates, in point of commerce, 
almost as conveniently for them, as if we were still 
their colonies. In mentioning this, I desire by no 
means to be understood as intending to justify the 
conduct of France, in capturing our vessels, or re- 
fusing to treat with us. Their conduct was not 
only unjustifiable, but impolitic in the extreme; 
and their then rulers must have been blind to their 
own interests. But I have done it with a view to 
show the importance of the intercourse with 
France, whenever our national honor and safety 
permit, and that nothing but the most urgent ne- 
cessity can justify our continuing the prohibitions 
a day longer than is necessary. 

I consider it as my duty to make a remark here, 
which springs necessarily from the question—it is 
this: that as our original ground of dispute with 
France, was the illegal capture of our vessels, con- 
trary to the law of nations, that we ought to con- 
vince France and the world that our conduct is 
intended to be equal to all nations; that it is not 
because they have any particular prejudice against 
France, that our Government adopt these mea- 
sures, but because she has violated their neutral 
rights; and that whenever any other nation acts 
in a similar manner, our Government will use every 
exertion to remove the inconvenience, and endea- 
vor, at least by examination and remonstrance, to 
have justice done to their citizens. I did, there- 
fore, expect that long before this, some inquiry 
would have been made into, the captures which 
have been'alleged to be-made of our vessels by 
other nations. It is loudly asserted in the papers, 
that a very great number of our vessels have been 
taken; and that, in a variety of instances, the most 
established principles of the laws of nations have 
been violated. Ifso, we have aright to expect the 
same measures of protection as were taken with 
respect to France, will now be afforded to our 
merchants against the depredations of any other 
Power, and that our Government will prove itself 
just and impartial in all its proceedings to every 
nation. I hope it will, and that all its operations 
may be so founded in wisdom and policy, as not 
only to restore to us the peace of our former friends, 
but to insure to us the blessings of an undisturbed 
commerce with all the world. 

For the reasons I have mentioned, I shall vote 
against this bill. Indeed, if I was ever so much 
convinced of the propriety of continuing the pro- 
hibition until peace was made with France, I 
should vote against this bill, in its present form, 
on the ground that the delegation of power it con- 
tains, is unconstitutional; and that in our Govern- 
ment nothing can be more dangerous to its free- 
dom and future fate, than the increase of the pat- 
ronage and influence of the Executive—that it 
goes to destroy entirely the unbiassed Constitu- 
tional agency of the Representative branch, and 
undermine our liberties, precisely in the manner 


that the ruin of every free government has been 
formerly occasioned. 


“Men (says Algernon Sidney) are naturally pro- 
pense to corruption, and if he whose interest and will 
it is to corrupt them, be furnished with the means, he 
will never fail to do it. Power, honors, riches, and the 
pleasures that attend them, are the baits by which men 
are drawn to prefer their petsonal interest before the 


public good ; and the number of those who covet them 
is so great, that he who abounds in them will be able to 


gain so many to his service, as shall be able to subdue 
the rest. It is hard to find a tyranny in the world that 
has not been introduced this way; for no man by his 
own strength, could subdue a multitude ; no one could 
ever bring many to be subservient to his ill designs, 
but by the rewards they received or hoped. By this 
means Cesar accomplished his work, and overthrew 
the liberty of his country, and with it all that was then 
good in the world. They who were corrupted in their 
minds, desired to put all the power and riches into his 
hands, that he might distribute them to such as served 

With these reasonings of this illustrious patriot, 
to whose force it is impossible to add, I shall con- 
clude my observations against the bill. 

The question was then taken on the passage of 
the bill, and it was determined in the affirmative 
—yeas 19, nays 10, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs Anderson, Bingham, Chipman, Day- 
ton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, How- 
ard, Lloyd, Paine, Ross, Tracy, Watson, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, 
Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, and: 
Pinckney. 

So it was, Resolved, That this bill pass with the 
amendments. 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made yesterday, that a standing Committee of 


-Privileges, consisting of —— members, be ap- 
‘pointed. 


On motion, it was.agreed that the motion be 
amended to read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a Committee of Privileges, consist- 
ing of five members, be appointed, to continue during 
the present session. 

* And, on motion to agree to the motion as 
amended, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 22, 
nays 7, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Brown, Chip- 
man, Dayton,Foster, Franklin, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, 
Lloyd, Marshall, Paine, Ross, Tracy, Watson, and 
Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Cocke, Lang- 
don, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. i 

So it was, Resolved, That a Committee of Pri- 
vileges, consisting of five members, -be appointed, 
to continue during the present session ; and that 
Messrs. Dayton, Tracy, LATIMER; Cuipman, and 
Brown, be the committee. 

Mr. Howarp, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled © An act declaring the assent 
of Congress to certain-acts of the States of Mary- 
land and Georgia,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. ; 
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A motion was made, by Mr. Tracy, that it 
be 


Resolved, That the Committee of Privileges be, and 
they are hereby, directed to inquire who is the editor of 
the newspaper printed in the city of Philadelphia, called 
the General Advertiser, or Aurora, and by what means 
the editor became possessed of the copy of a bill prescrib- 
ing the mode of deciding disputed elections of President 
and Vice President of the United States, which, was 
printed in the aforesaid newspaper, published Wednes- 
day morning, the 19th instant, February, and by what 
authority he published the same; and by what author- 
ity the editor published in the same paper that the hon- 
orable Mr. Pinckney, a Senator from South Carolina, 
and a member of the committee who brought before 
the Senate the bill aforesaid, had never been consulted 
on the subject. And generally to inquire the origin of 
sundry assertions in the same paper, respecting the Sen- 
ate of the United States, and the members thereof, in 
their official capacity, and why the same were published ; 
and make report to the Senate. And that the said com- 
mittee have power to send for persons, papers, and re- 
cords, relating to the subject committed to them. 


Ordered, That this motion lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill prescribing the mode of deciding disputed elec- 
tions of the President and Vice President of the 
United States; and after progress, adjourned. 


Tuurspay, February 27. 


Mr. Brncuam presented a memorial, signed by 
the President of the Board of Health for the city 
of Philadelphia, praying a more general extension 
of fe quarantine laws; and the memorial was 
read. 

Ordered, That it bereferredto Messrs, BINGHAM, 
Warson, and Goopave, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

The bill,sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to continue in force an act con- 
cerning certain fisheries of the United States, and 
for the regulation and government of the fisher- 
men employed therein, and for other purposes, as 
therein mentioned,” was read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. Lanepon, and Nicuo.as, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to allow a drawback of duties 
on goods exported to New Orleans, and therein to 
amend the act, entitled ‘An act to regulate the 
collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Bincuam, Goopnue, Watson, and Brown, tocon- 
sider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill authorizing Seth Harding to locate cer- 
tain lands in the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the river Ohio, was read the second 
time, and recommitted to the original committee, 
further to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act declaring the assent of 
Congress to certain acts of the States of Maryland 
and Georgia,” was read the second time, and or- 
dered to the third reading, 


The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bil, sent from the House of Representatives, enti- 
tled “ An act to extend the time of paymentof - 
bonds given for duties of impost, in certain cases;?< 
and, after progress, : SS 

Ordered, That it be recommitted tothe original 
committee, further to consider and report thereon 
to the Senate. . Pan 

Mr. Ross, from the managers at the conference 
on the amendments to the bill, entitled “An‘act 
in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act regulating 
the grants of land appropriated for military-servi- 
ces, and for the Society of the United Brethren for 
propagating the Gospel among the Heathen,” re- 
ported that the Senate insist.on their amendments. 

Ordered, That the report: lie for consideration. 

The Vice Presipent laid before the Senate'a . 
letter from Samuel Meredith, Treasurer. of “the 
United States, with his account for the War and. 
Naval Departments, to the 31st December, 1799; 
which was read. ee 

Ordered, That they lie on the table. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of. the 
bill preseribing the mode of deciding disputed elec- 
tions of President and Vice President of the Uni» 
ted States; and, after progress, adjourned. ` 


Fripay, February 28. 


The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the managers at the conference on the amend- 
ments to the bill, entitled “ An act in addition to 
an act, entitled “ An act regulating the grants of 
land_appropriated for military services, and for 
the Society of the United Brethren for propagat- 
ing the Gospel among the Heathen.” egg 

Resolved, That they do insist on their. said 
amendments. wa hea Santi 

Mr. Scuureman, from the committee, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled 
the bill, entitled “ An act providing for the second 
census or enumeration of the inhabitants of the 
United States.” 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill prescribing the mode of deciding disputed elec- 
tions of President and Vice President of the United 
States; and, after debate, the further consideration 
thereof was postponed. 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made on the 3d instant, for an amendment to the 
Constitution, respecting the appointment. of the 
Chief Justice and Judges of the Supreme Court to 
other offices; and, after. debate, 

Resolved, That the consideration of the motion 
be postponed to Tuesday next. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House recede from 
their disagreement to to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill, entitled“ An act in addition to 
an act, entitled “ An act regulating the grants of 
land appropriated for military services, and for the 
Society of the United Brethren for propagating 
the Gospel among the Heathen,” so far as to 
agree to it with certain amendments and modifi- 
cations. 
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The Senate took into consideration their amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, to the bill mentioned in the foregoing mes- 
sage; and © ; 

Resolved, That they do recede from so much of 
their amendment as is disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, and agree to their amendment 
tothe amendment of this House. 

The bill sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act declaring the assent of 
Congress to certain acts of the States of Maryland 
and Georgia,” was read the third time and referred 
to the original committee, further to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

Ordered, That Mr. Dayton be added to the 
committee to whom was referred the bill, entitled 
“An act to establish an uniform system of Bank- 
ruptcy throughout the United States.” 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made on the 17th inst., respecting an uniformity 
of weights and measures; and . 

Resolved, That it be referred to the Secretary 
of the Treasury to prepare and report to this 
House aplan for establishing an uniformity in the 
weights and measures of the United States. 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made on the 26th inst., relative to certain lands 
claimed by the United States within the State of 
Tennessee; and the motion being amended, was 
adopted; as follows : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire into the situation and extent of the vacant 
and unappropriated lands claimed by the United 
States; under the cession of the State of North 
Carolina, and the expediency of making provision 
for the: disposition thereof; and that Messrs. AN- 
DERSON, MARSHALL, and Cuipman, be the com- 

‘mittee. 


Sarurpay, March 1. 


Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to whom 
was referred the amendment to the bill, entitled 
“An act providing for salvage in cases of recap- 
ture,” made report. 

Whereupon, Resolved, That. the Senate agree 
to the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to their amendment on the said bill. 


Monpay, March 3. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Thomas 
Arnold,” and a bill entitled “An act to establish 
a general stamp office,” in which bills they desire 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendment proposed to the first section of the bill 
prescribing the mode of deciding disputed elections 
of President and Vice President of the United 
States. 

On motion to amend the amendment, which 
stood “draw by lot in each House, and in the fol- 
lowing manner, eighteen members thereof,” by 
expunging the word “eighteen,” and inserting the 


6th Con.—3 


word “twenty-four,” it passed’ in the affirmative 
—yeas 16, nays 13, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Chipman, Dayton, Foster, 
Goodhue, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and 
Watson. : s 

Nays—Messrs. Baldwin, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Greene; Langdon, Lloyd, 
Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. : 


On motion to amend the second section proposed 
as an amendment to the bill, by expunging these 
words: “reduce by iot, in the manner before pre- 
scribed, the committee above selected, to the num- 
ber of six,” and to insert “choose by ballot six out 
of the committee above selected,” it passed in the 
affirmative—yeas 15, nays 13, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Liv- 
ermore, Paine, Read, Ross, Tracy, and Watson. 

Nays—Messrs.: Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Howard, Langdon, Lloyd, 
Mason, Nicholas, Pinckney, and Schureman. 


On motion to agree to the amendment amend- 
ed, as follows: 

Section 1, lines 6, 7, and 8, strike out these words ° 
choose by ballot in each House six members thereof, 
and the twelve persons thus chosen,” and insert the 
following: “ draw by lot in each House and in the fol- 
lowing manner, twenty-four members thereof, viz: that 
the Secretary of the Senate shall write the names of all 
the Senators present, on distinct pieces of paper, of near- 
ly equal size, and shall roll them up and place them in 
a box, which shall be then shaken and intermixed 
together; after which, the Secretary of the Senate shall 
draw out of the said box the said pieces of paper with 
the names written on them, until twenty-four names of 
the Senators then present shall be so drawn. He shall 
deliver the same to the President of the Senate, who 
shall open and read. them aloud, and the Secretary of 


| the Senate shall write down the names so. called. ‘he 


Clerk ofthe House of Representatives shall, on the same 
day, write the names of all the members of the said 
House present, on distinct pieces of paper, of nearly 
equal size, and shall roll them up and place them in a 
box, which shall be then shaken and intermixed to- 
gether; after which, the Clerk of the House shall draw 
out of the said box the said pieces of paper with the 
names written on them, until twenty-four names of the 
members then present shall be drawn. Heshall deliver 
the same to the Speaker of the House, who shall open 
and read them aloud; and the Clerk shall write down 
the names so called. 5 

“And beit further enacted, That, previous to the day 
preceding the second Wednesday in February of any. 
year, the Senate and House of Representatives shall 
then, respectively, proceed to choose, by ballot, six out 
of the committee above selected :” 


It passed in the negative—yeas 4, nays 24, as 
follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Langdon, 
and Mason. 

Nays—Messrs. Baldwin, Bingham, Brown, Chip- 
man, Cocke, Foster, Franklin, Goodhue, Greene, Hill- 
house, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, 
Marshall, Nicholas, Paine, Pinckney, Read, Ross, 
Schureman, Tracy, and Watson. 


On motion, to insertin the 10th section, line 9th, 
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after the word “committee,” these words: “such 
rejection shall be founded on a concurrence of 
two-thirds of the committee,” it. passed in the 
negative—yeas 10, nays 19, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs.. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Mason, Nicholas, 
and Pinckney, f 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, 
Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Paine, Read, 
Ross, Schureman, and Tracy. 


And after debate the Senate adjourned. 


Tuespay, March 4. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa-: 


tives, entitled “An act for the relief of Thomas 
Arnold,” was read, and ordered to the second read- 
ing. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled.“Axn act to establish a general stamp 
office,” was read, and; by unanimous consent, it 
was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Tracy, Nicuo.as, and Curpman, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

On request, by Mr. Pinckney, he had Jeave to 
withdraw his motion, made on the 3d of February, 


last, for an amendment to the Constitution, respect- 
ing the appointment of the Chief Justice of the 
United States to any other office. He also notified 
the Senate, that he should to-morrow move for 
leave to bring ina bill further to amend the act. 
entitled, “An act to establish the Judicial Courts 


of the United States.” 


The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill prescribing the mode of deciding disputed 
elections of President and Vice President of the 


United States. 

On motion, to amend the Sth section, line 4th, 
by striking out these words: “upon the Constitu- 
tional qualifications of the Electors appointed by 


the different States, and whether their appointment 


was authorized by the State Legislature or not,” 


and to insert, in lieu thereof, these words: “whe- 


ther the appointment of Electors for any State was 


authorized by the State Legislature or not,” it pass- 


ed in the negative—yeas 14, nays 15, as follows: 
Yxras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bingham, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Greene, Gunn, Lang- 
don, Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 
Naxs—Messrs. Chipman, Dayton, Foster, Goodhue, 
Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, 
Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, and Tracy. 


And, after debate, the Senate adjourned. 


Wepnespay, March 5. 
The Vice Presipenr laid before the Senate a 


report from the Secretary for the Department of 


Treasury, of a general statement of goods, wares, 
and merchandise, imported into the United States, 
from the Ist of October, 1797, to the 30th of Sep- 
tember, 1798; which was read. : 
Ordered, That it lie on the table. 
Mr. Gunn, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 


resentatives, entitled “An act to establ 
form system of bankruptcy throughout’ 


in December next. 


atives, entitled “An act declaring the assent of. 
Congress to certain acts of the States of Mayy- 
land and Georgia,” reported an amendment; which. 
was read. ; -_ 


Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 
Mr. Lavranos, from the committee to whom 


was referred the bill; sent from the Howse of Rep- 


States,” reported the bill without amendir 

Mr. Watson; from the committee to who 
referred, on the 7th of February, last, the petitic 
of Lyon Lehman, reported a bill forhis relief; 


| which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE... ree 
The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made on the 26th of February last, thatan inquiry 
be had relative to a. publication in ‘a ‘newspaper 
called the “Aurora,” on the 19th of thé said month} 
and agreed to insert after these words: “and by 
what authority he published the same,” line-7th, 
the words “as having passed the Senate.” 
Mr. Cocxe said, he would not: suffer ‘a mea- 
sure of this kind to pass through ‘the:Senate, ° 
while he had the honor of a seat in that body, 
without manifesting the most determined opposi- 
tion. What did the gentleman mean by avoiding 
the general principle? did he mean to get the con- 
sent of the Senate, acting in the characterof an 
inquest, to an acknowledgment ‘that the 
the Aurora had been guilty ofa crime, 
any inquiry whether the publication in itsel 


if was 
criminal, or whether if it'was criminal; the Senate, 
as an independent and a single branch‘of:the:Le-. 
gislature, had of itself the power: to define: the 
crime and inflict the punishment? He could:not 
consent to an admission of this kind; the Consti- 
tution gave them nosuch authority; the privileges 
of the House and of the members. did not.extend 
beyond the walls of the Chamber in which they 
were ‘sitting, in cases of comment upon theit offi- 
cial proceedings. He: had held: these’ opinions 
from the time the motion was first laid’ beforé the 
House, and thought that the consequences which 
would result from pursuing the subject, would be 
more dangerous to the honor and dignity of the 
Senate, which it was meant to defend, than all the 
attacks which all the public newspapers. could 
make during their existence, inasmuch as anac- 
tual assumption of power was far more detriment- 
al to their character than any unfounded charge 
of tyranny could be. He believed’that the more 
the subject was agitated the more would be the 
clamor against the Senate, and in the end they 
would be forced to abandon the measure for want 
of ability to carry it through; he therefore. con- 
cluded it would be best to give it up in the first 
instance, and save both their own time and:the 
public money. He would move to postpone the- 
consideration of the motion till the first Monday 


Mr. Tracy did not wish to hurry on the deci- 


sion, but as the resolution had been several days 
upon the table, he believed. the House might now 
decide on the propriety of referring the business 
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to the Cowimiittee of Privileges, as this procedure 
would:not béfinal; or, if the House was not ready 
to vote immediately, the discussion might proceed 
and tinfe would be given for coming to the con- 
clusion: ` 
: Mt? ©. Pinckngey.—This subject involves the 
imp6itant questions, What ate the privileges of 
Congress, and how far are they defined by thé Con- 
stitution; and what is the liberty of the press, as it 
respects those’ privileges? These are subjects of 
great consequence, and sach as T suppose the House 
will touch with much caution. My name having 
been mentioned in the body of the original motion 
I feel myself particularly called upon to deliver 
my sentiments fully, as well with respect to the 
manner in which it is mentioned, as to the limita- 
tions of the Constitution, and what ought, in my 
judgment, to be the conduct of the Senate, on this 
very interesting occasion. 

In considering, first, what are the privileges of 
Congress, and how far they are defined by the 
Constitution, Í am naturally led into a repetition 
of arguments I have found myself too frequently 
obliged to use on this floor; that is, to entreat the 
House to recollect the nature of our federal sys- 
tem; that all powers not expressly and specitically 


When, instead of candidly reviewing the argu- 
ments or public conduct of a member of the Le- 
gislature, or officer of the Government, it meanly 
descends to private scandal, instead of being de- 
fended, it should be met with contempt and dis- 
dain. “Abuse is the price that public men, and 
frequently those of the most ability, are obliged to 
pay; and itis seldom, in countries where the press 
is free, and strong political parties are known to 
exist, that it ismuch noticed. Men of elevated 
minds, who feel themselves strong in the powers 
of reasoning, will always yield to their feeble op- 
ponents the miserable resort of abuse; it is the 
surest test of imbecility, and the public, who gen- 
erally think right, seldom: hesitate to suppose it 
equally the proof of weakness and of malice. 


I shall consider this subject from its importance, 
and the peculiar: manner in which it has been in- 
troduced; as opén to sttch animadversions as are 
within the rules-of order and: are consistent with 
decorum. I shall probably -advance doctrines 
that will be termed as extraordinary here, but it 
shall be done with the good manners I have ever 
considéred as the criterion of good breeding, and 
which ‘self-respect will forbid my violating. Etis 
the first question respecting the privileges of the 
Senate that I have ever been present at, and, as it 
involves the liberty of the press, it is: only neces- 
sary for me to mention these subjects, to show the 
House the propriety of our well-examining every 
line of the resolution on your table, before we 
adopt it. 

I feel myself particularly called upon to give my 
opinion fully on this subject, because my name is 
inserted in the:body of the resolution, and, to those 
unacquainted with the circumstances, it might 
have the appearance of being done at my request; 
whereas it was not only done without my know- 
ledge, but is contrary to my wish, and opinion of 
the power of the House, and of the mode in which 
such inquiries should be conducted; that even if 
the House had the power, the remarks and infor- 
mation contained in the paper are not sufficiently 
important to attract its notice, particularly as they 
had been completely silent on the abuse of the 
Senate in the Gazette of the United States, re- 
specting the stopping-of the enlistments for the ar~ 
my; that the inquiry might lead to steps not with- 
in the defined privileges of the Senate, and that, 
as these may involve the liberty of the Press, and 
the right of a citizen to publish the debates and 
public acts of this House, those who were opposed 
to what they might consider unconstitutional re- 
strictions; ought'to‘meet the ‘question at the thres- 
hold; and ontest it-in' every stage. I shall there- 
fore feel it peculiarly my: duty todo so, and, after 
having stated to you my objections:to.any interfe- 
rence at all on this subject, to move the postpone- 
ment of the resolution, or to amend it in some way 
that'shall place on the journals my opinions of the 
extent of your privileges, and reasons for objecting 
to the mode of inquiry proposed by the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 


In examining the Constitution. we find, that to 
prevent any attempt being made on the part of 
either branch of Congress, to define their own 
privileges, and exercise the same, as occasion or 
circumstances may, in their opinions, require, and 
to remove all doubt as to the extent and exercise 
of the privileges they are to enjoy, the Constitu- 
tion has positively and expressly limited and de- 
fined the same, by declaring— 

«That each House shall be the judge of the elections, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members, that they 
may compel the attendance of absent members, in such 
manner, and under such penalties, as each House may 
provide; that they may determine the rules of their 
proceedings, punish the members for disorderly beha- 
viour, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a 
member. That the members of both Houses shall, in 
all cases, except treason, felony, or breach of the peace, 
be privileged from’ arrest during their attendance at 
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their respective Houses, and in going to and. returning 
from the same, and, for any debate or speech in either 
House, shall not be questioned in any other place.” 
This is all that is said on the subject of privi- 
lege; and surely no words can be more explicit, 


nor any subject more clearly defined. The.pow- | 


ers they are to exercise, and the persons and cases 
they are to operate upon, are all distinctly marked 
and named; nor is there a word or a sentence in 
the whole that can by any possible construction 
be made to mean that for any libels or printed 
attack on the public conduct or opinions of either 
House of Congress, or of any of its members, that 
their privilege shall extend to ordering the persons 
charged with the offence before them, and impris- 
oning them at their will. The Constitution wise- 
ly determined, that they should possess all the 
powers necessary to their formation, and the un- 
disturbed order of their proceedings, and the safety 
of their members from arrest, during their attend- 
ance, and going to, and returning from Congress; 
but itat the same time recollected, that it is the 
nature of our Government to invite examinations 
of public measures, that it is the duty of our citizens 
to make these inquiries, to watch over the proceed- 
ings of our public bodies, and if they find them de- 
parting from the Constitution, or exceeding their 
authority, instantly toannounceit. That our Con- 
stitution supposes no man, or body of men, to be 
infallible, but considers them all as mere men, and 
subject to all the passions, and frailties, and crimes, 
that men seneni are, and accordingly provides 
for the trial of such as ought to be tried, and leaves 
the members of the Legislature, for their proceed- 
ings, to be amenable to their constituents and to 
public opinion ; it however particularly guards the 
right of the citizen to investigate their measures; 
and in case of a false or libellous attack, it intends, 
if the power of collecting juriesis fairly exercised, to 
provide a just and impartial tribunal to decide be- 
tween them, to act upon oath,and who ought not to 
be the particular friends or enemies of either. On this 
subject I shal) hereafter more fully remark, and at 
present take some little notice of an observation 
that has been made, and which, with the subject 
of privileges, should be considered as preliminary 
to those that are necessary on the liberty of the 
press. It is, that if Congress possessed the power 
contemplated by this resolution, it was their duty 
to pass some legislative act respecting it, declaring 
the manner in which it should be executed, and 
designating the officer or officers who were to doso; 
that the people would then know the manner in 
which offenders were to be summoned or appre- 
hended, or brought before them; but this should 
have been done when no particular case had oc- 
curred, and was before them, and that no pro- 
ceeding of privileges in any case like the present, 
ought to be had until such act was passed, and the 
mode of proceedings clearly ascertained; that if 
the power was given by the Constitution, until 
Congress had legislated upon it, in the manner 
above mentioned, it was extremely improper for 
either branch to attempt to exercise it; that a ju- 
diciary department waserected by the Constitution. 
but that Congress were obliged to legislate upon 


it, and detail its duties, and provide for the ap- 
pointment of officers to.execute them, before: the 
powers of that department could be ‘properly exer-. 
cised ; and that if Congress possessed the power 
some gentlemen contend for on this point, they must 
previously legislate on it in the same manner. On 
| this subject there can be no doubt of the- propriety 
of this objection, if Congress possessed the power ; 
and their never having passed'such ala 
proof, that whatever opinions: either bra 
have entertained, that both did not sup 
possessed this power, or certainly they wou 
legislated upon it. If they did not dou were 
not sure they did not possess this authority, why’ 
did they not legislate on it at the time:they:didon 
all such other parts of: their. privileges and -pow-: 
ers as they conceived they-had authority. to-act-on. 
They (that is, Congress) passed anact’on the sub= 
ject of the election of members of the House of ~ 
Representatives, of which that House-are the sole 
judges; each House detailed, in a particular man- 
ner, their rules and modes of proceeding—this 
was all that was necessary to be detailed... -The 
remainder of the clause respecting privilege is so 
express on the subjects of privilege: from arrest, 
government of members, and expulsion, that every 
civil officer in the United States, and every man 
who has the least. knowledge, cannot misunder- 
stand them. I assert, that it was the design of the 
Constitution, and that not only its spirit, but letter,, 
warrant me in the assertion, that it neve >In: 
tended to give Congress, or either branch, any-but 


specified, and those very limited, privileges in- 


here, sir, let me ask, are not these privileges all 
that are necessary ?. They have complete author- 
ity to keep order and decorum within: their: own 


and independence of their Legislature, 
them the most ample satisfaction. But: 
“each branch must possess this power ‘to pù 
for breach of privileges, which they must judge of 
as circumstances may arise and require ; that every 
legislative body, or branch of one, possesses an: in- 
herent right to protect itself, which must be exer- 
cised as their discretion . directs, because it may 
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frequently. be necessary to exercise it immediately, 
when the:public safety would make it impossible 
to wait for reference to other bodies, or tribunals,” 
and,:“that if a man was approaching to knock you 
down; it. would be absurd, instead of defending 
yourself, to deliberate whether you were authoriz- 
ed.to-do so; that you must act instantly, as the 
occasion demands; and that as each individual in 
society possesses this inherent right to protect him- 
self, so does each branch of the Legislature.” This, 
as far I have been able to collect, is the sum of the 
reasoning on this subject; and it is said to be 
strengthened by the practice and precedents of the 
British Parliament, and the Colonial Legislatures, 
before the Revolution, and most of the State Legis- 
latures since, and is now universally received as 
the true doctrine on this subject. : 

That it is the doctrine and practice of the British 
Parliament, I will allow; but it was because the 
doctrines there held are utterly inadmissible in a 
free Government; and to prevent any-influence 
from them, and their precedents, and the impro- 
per practice of the Colonial and State Legisla- 
tures, that this limitation of the privileges of Con- 


gress was here purposely introduced. Will any | bers of either 


if either branch possessed this power themselves ? 
If they have the right to punish libels, or false, or 
malicious attacks, why include them in this act? 
Their power extends over the whole of the Union, 
and can reach any inhabitant, in any State. Is it 
not therefore clear, that by giving this authority 
to the federal judges, to try and punish for written 
or printed attacks ‘on either branch of Congress, 
that the Congress of 1798 did not suppose, for at- 
tacks of this kind, made in the papers, there was 
any other mode of punishment. than by a trial, 
where the person charged would have the benefit 
of trial by jury? Surely this must have been 
their opinion, or they would not have had two 
different modes of trial and punishment for the 
same offence. They never would have erected 
a new jurisdiction to include a crime, when one 
sufficiently strong and energetic existed already ; 
but to prove this still more clearly, let us in- 
quire, why the Constitution should have been 
so attentive to each branch of Congress, so 
jealous of their privileges, and have shewn so 
little to the President of the United States in 
this respect. Why should the individual mem- 
branch, or either branch itself, have 


man undertake. to. say; that the privilege of the | more privileges than him? He is himself, as far 


Parliament of Great Brritain oug 
the Congress of this country? Do you suppose 
that. all -their members, and their property, and 
even their servants, should be protected from arrests 
during the whole time they are elected for, many 
of them for twenty years together, or during their 
lives:?. : Would it be thought safe in this country 
thata small majority of a small body, or single 
branch. of a: Legislature, should claim and exercise 
the. authority,:whenever. they please, to send and 
seize any nan. in your. community, however im- 
portant, and confine him ina loathsome dungeon, 


for six months together, merely because ‘he: has. 


differed with them in polities, and criticised, ashe 
had a right to do, on their legislative acts? Is it 
a pleasant sight to our citizens, to see sergeants-at- 
arms, ‘with their rods, inquisitorially seizing free- 
men, and dragging them to your bar, and there 
exhibiting them as criminals, or spectacles to 
crowded audiences, merely because they thought 
they had a right to attack, by argument, proceed- 
ings: which appeared to them unconstitutional ? 
Can you have the most distant idea, that your 
Constitution could have intended thus forever to 
shut the door of inquiry, and make it so penal and 
dangerous to your citizens that none of them will 
dare.to venture it? Is it possible for any man to 
read the Constitution with attention, and then 
suppose that such could have been its design? So 
far from being so, I do assert that great pains were 
taken specially to. guard against the exercise of 
any such power, and I have no doubt that the 
Congress of 1798 must have been of this opinion, 
or else why. did they pass the 2d section of the se- 
dition law? Why did they (improperly in my 
opinion, because it ought to belong to the State 
. judicials) why did they make the crime of writ- 
ing, uttering, publishing, or printing any libel 
against the President, or. either branch of Con- 
gress, triable, and punishable, in the federal courts, 


t to be that of | as his qualified negative goes, a branch of the 


Legislature; he is, besides, your Executive, he is 
the sword of the law, and does he possess any privi- 
leges like ‘these? If a man meets him walking 
alone in the streets and insults him, or if one of 
ruffian manners should enter his house, and even 
abuse him there, has your President any privileges 
like these ?. Can he commit and imprison with- 
outa trial? No sir, he must resort to the laws 
for satistaction, where the person charged with 
the outrage will be heard, and where each party 
will have justice done them, by men who ought 
to beso impartially summoned as that no. undue 
bias will be ‘found, when: they come :to: decide. 
No privilege of this. kind ‘was ‘intended for your 
Executive, nor any except that which I ‘have’ 
mentioned for your Legislature. The Conven- 
tion which formed the Constitution well knew 

that this was an important point, and no subject 
had been more abused than privilege. They there- 
fore determined to set the example, in merely 
limiting privilege to what was necessary, and no 
more. Look into the constitutions: of: all. the 
States, which have been formed since the Fed- 
eral Constitution, and see if they have not done 

the same. The Constitution of South Carolina 

is remarkably explicit and limited on this subject: 

Itsays, “that each House may punish by imprison- 

‘ment, during its sitting, any person not a member, 

‘who shall be guilty of disrespect tothe House, by 

‘any disorderly or contemptuous behäviour in its 

‘presence, or who, during the time- ofits sitting, 

‘shall threaten harm to the.body or estate of any 

‘member, for anything said in-either House; or 
‘who shall assault any of them therefor; or who 
‘shall assault or arrest-any witness or other person, 
‘ordered to attend the House, in his going to or ré- 
‘turning therefrom; or who- shall rescue any per- 
“son arrested by order of the House.” These are 
all privileges, except privilege from arrest or seiz- 
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ure of estate, mentioned in that constitution ; and 
the slightest inspection at once shows, that ex- 
cept for disrespect or contemptuous conduct, in 
its presence, or threatening or assaulting a mem- 
ber for his conduct in the House, that no other 
authority is given to punish—not a. word is said 
about libels, or attacks by writing or. printing, on 
their conduct. It is well known that our Consti- 
tution intended the press to be free; to be the 
means of communicating the acts of the. Govern- 
ment, and of commenting on them where neces- 
sary ; that it supposes that majorities will some- 
times exist, who may wish to overstep the bound- 
aries they ought not to pass; and, therefore it 
provides for them, in the hands of the people, this 
wholesome correction of the press, which those 
who resort to must use at their peril. If they 
use it properly, animadvert with. propriety, and 
really point out defects or usurpations in the 
Government, the people will applaud their zeal, 
and the laws will support them in their exertions; 
but if they falsely or maliciously misrepresent, the 
law will become the avenger of the Government, 
and unprejudiced juries be the means of punish- 
ing calumniators, This is the true footing upon 
which legislative privilege should be put in every 
Government, and it is the one on which itis now 
placed in the United States. By this you give 
sufficient power to punish, for any improper thing 
done in their presence, which may disturb the or- 
der of either House, or violate the decorum of their 
proceedings; and for any supposed slanderous. at- 
tack, the tenderness with which you ought to- touch 
the Constitutional right of the public to inquire 
into public affairs, and the delicate subject of trial 
by jury, will always necessarily oblige you to re- 
cur to the latter for redress and satisfaction. 

f it was proper, on subjects like this, to refer 
to British precedents, I could mention a recent one, 
which is exactly in point; and shows, that even 
in the English House of Commons, the doc- 
trine I contend for prevails; it is, that.in all cases 
of libels against either House, the remedy must be 
by prosecution by the Attorney General, and trial 
by jury. In Stockdale’s case, Doctor Logan pub- 
lished charges against the House of Commons, in 
which he stated, in a variety of ways, that they 
had been guilty of great cruelty to Mr. Hastings. 
Mr. Pitt and Mr. Fox, and all sides of the House, 
agreed that it was a libel; but, instead of ordering 
him before the House, they entered into resolutions 
directing the Attorney General to prosecute. It 
appears to me so clear, that for all libels or attacks 
on either branch of the Legislature, in writing or 
in print, the mode must be by prosecution, that I 
do not know it is necessary to trouble you at this 
time with any further reasoning on that head; I 
will therefore only mention one more, and then 
conclude this part of my subject: it is, that from 
the nature of our Government, where our Presi- 
dent is elective, and obliged to attend to public 
opinion, even if he wishes to do so, he will never 
venture on those bold measures, which hereditary 
Executives sometimes attempt. If, then, there | 
should be some men, whose political talents he is 
afraid of, or whose inquiries into his administra- | 


tion give him uneasiness, an Executive, instead” - 
of venturing on any such measure himself, if:he® 
can obtain a majority in either branch, will easily: 
discover some mode of having this:man’s political 
inquiries construed into breaches of privilege; and,” 
under cover of his friends’ influence;immure and: 
silence, during a whole session, and for half a year; 
a man, whose arguments .were perhaps unan- 
swerable, and whose system may: be theo: hich 
your councils may the next year adopt. : 
from supposing. that weare yet.somuch:advant 
in the arts and intrigues of older Governments:as* 
to make this probable at. present; it is:not how: 
ever impossible, and must be guarded agains 
The next. question is, that of the liberty: of 
press, as applying to these:defined. privileges; and: 
as it is the first time this sacred. subject-has: been’ 
before either House on a question of privilege, E 
shall expect your indulgence in. making: some rè- 
marks on it. I shall be -very short; for however: 
fruitful the subject is, yet so much has been:said of it’ 
elsewhere, and -you must be so. well acquainted 
with it, that it will be necessary for me- barely: to: 
state some general principles, as they. apply ‘to the: 
question before you. I feel a pride in saying that. 
in no country has the press ever been’as free asii 
United America; however clouded or inter € 
this freedom has, in my. opinion, lately. ibeen;:¥ 
entertain a hope that ina few months all’its shae-" 
kles will be removed, and:that the emotions: they: 
have occasioned in the public mind will for-ever 
forbid its being thus fettered again. To no:sub- 
ject have I ever more carefully applied, than what 
ought in a well regulated Government to.be.the 
freedom of the press. I well know that where 
the press is not free, liberty is but a name, and 
Government a mockery. I have therefore endea~: 
vored to form, in my own mind, what ought:tobe the 
true standard of the freedom of the-press..wi 5 
and I have no doubt that it-consists:in this y 
the printing press shall be free to every. person: 
who undertakes to examine the proceedings of the 
Legislature, or any branch of the Government, and 
no law shall ever be made to restrain the right 
thereof; that the free communication of.thoughts 
and opinions is one of the most invaluable rights 
of man; and every citizen may freely speak, write; 
and print, on any subject, being responsible for.the 
abuse of that liberty ; that in prosecutions for the 
publication of papers investigating the official con- 
duct of officers, or men in:a public capacity,.or 
where the matter published is proper for public 
information, the truth thereof may be given in 
evidence ; and in all indictments for libels the Jury 
shall have a right to determine the law, andthe 
fact, under the direction of the court, as in other. 
cases. This is the situation in. which:the Constiz ° 
tution of Pennsylvania has placed the press; and it 
is the true and safe one, upon which it oughtto be. 
placed in every free Government. Here the right. 
to investigate the conduct. of the Legislature, and 
of official men, is not only recognised; and esta 
lished, but the Constitution seems to require itvas 
a duty, from the citizens. It says to them, these 
are men periodically delegated by you.to manage 
your public concerns-—to you, and you alone, they 
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are accountable for their conduct; nor can you 
know whether it is meritorious, or otherwise, but 
by having the right to examine into it, and by 
freely and frequently exercising that tight: And 
would itnot be the strangest thing in the world, 
when the Constitution not only establishes the 
right, but calls upon the citizens to exercise it 
with alertness, and by no means to neglect it, that if 
they should happen to displease a branch of the 
Legislature, whose conduct. they have censured, 
that they should be delivered immediately into the 
power of this branch, to be dealt with asthey please; 
that the men they had aceused, and whom they 
had, by the Constitution, a right to accuse, should 
become their judges? Would not thisbe a most ex- 
traordinary doctrine? Would it not involve an in- 
consistency, that ought not certainly to be chargea- 
ble upon the framers ofthe Constitution ? In private 
cases of slander, or defamation, would you suffer the 
person abused, or any near connexion of his, or 
person interested in the event of the suit, to be on 
the jury ? Certainly not. “How much more gla- 
ringly improper then would it be, in cases of a pub- 
lic nature, where the acts of a legislative branch 
are censured, and where the charge has been openly 
and honorably brought forward, to commit the 
person who produced it, at once, to the power of 

- the ‘body ‘whose acts he has condemned! Let us 
suppose, that.in the exercise of this invaluable 
Tight, some disinterested and independent man, 
urged by the most honorable and patriotic motives, 
should conceive a branch of the Legislature over- 
stepping the bounds of the Constitution, and going 
into measures destructive of our rights, or injurious 
to our interests; that this man should be an import- 
ant member. of. your community, of known integ- 
rity and independence of situation and character, 

` that he should have no :private: ends‘ of his own to: 
answer, or anything in view but-the' public good; 
that he has embarked in the investigation at the 
entreaty of a numerous and respectable part of the 
community, who wished the public mind to be so 
fairly and fully possessed of facts, and reasonings 
on them, as ‘to be able, at the next election, to de- 
termine with precision and fairness on the conduct 
of their Legislature; under these circumstances 
would it be proper to deliver this man into the pow- 
er of a body whom he has charged with misbeha- 
viour, ora departure from Constitutional principles? 
Or would it not be more fair, would it not wear 
more the appearance of impartiality in case an ex- 
amination was necessary into the nature of his 
charges, or the manner in which he has made them, 
and the expressions he has used, to have a distinct 
and unprejudiced body, a jury acting under oath, 
to decide between them? As far as I know any- 
thing of the principles of natural justice, I should 
suppose there was no. question on the subject, and 
no other opinion ought to be entertained, and that 
without it there can be no such liberty of the press, 
or freedom of inquiry, as the Constitution intends. 
And here, sir, let it be asked, why should a Gov- 
ernment that means well, or is confident in its up- : el 
rightness and ability, ever fear the press? - Tt should | suppressing the laws against seditious words and 
be to them a source of great pleasure, in reflecting | writings, and punishing informers. But the most 
that they had so excellent a mode of diffusing a | remarkable instances we have, that freedom of 


knowledge of their acts, well knowing, if they were 
unjustly attacked, it gave them the most ample 
means of defence; and that if it became immode- 
rate and licentious, the laws were always suffici- 
ently energetic to punish it. How many indivi- 
duals when attacked or slandered, have rejoiced 
that such a defence has been afforded them; and 
how indispensable is its free investigation to the 
removal of doubts which sometimes crowd about 
the characters of public bodies, or men, and which 
it is necessary to remove! Public bodies are pub- 
lic property ; and so indeed are public men, who 
have in any degree rendered themselves conspic- 
uous by their exertions: few of these, if ever there 
‘was one, can expect to be without personal enemies; 
these will be in proportion to the talents of the 
man they dislike, and his consequence with the 
people. Men who engage in public life, or are 
members of legislative bodies, must expect to be 
exposed to anonymous, and sometimes avowed, 
attacks, on their principles and opinions. Their 
best shield will be an upright and able conduct. 
The best informed will sometimes err; but when 
their intentions are pure, an enlightened nation. 
will easily discover it, and pardon the mistake. 
With the shield of conscious rectitude, a Govern- 
ment can never dread the press. It is only in 
States where the happiness of the people is not 
the end of Government, or where an individual 
or a few possess the whole authority, that the press 
is not agreeable to them. Hence, in despotisms, 
it is generally odious to the sovereign, and strictly 
limited. We have, however, found even among 
them, a latitude which proves that in the most 
despotic countries, where the sovereign is con- 
scious of using his. power for the good of the peo- 
ple, he fears not the slanders of the malicious. It 
is remarked of Frederic of Prussia, that few prin- 
ces‘were more libelled by his subjects; but that 
in no country were libels more disregarded: that 
few, if any, instances ever occurred of his endea- 
voring to discover the authors, or to: crush. by: pun- 
ishment, the spirit of inquiry which literary pur- 
suits had diffused among his subjects. A more 
remarkable instance is, that of the Empress of 
Russia; in giving her directions respecting libels, 
she says, “great care ought to be taken how we 
‘extend this crime; representing to ourselves. the 
‘danger of debasing the human mind by restraint 
‘and oppression, which can produce nothing but 
‘ignorance,and must cramp and depress the rising 
‘effects of genius.” I did not expect to have been 
obliged ever to have introduced on this floor, 
Frederic or the Empress, as examples on the sub- 
ject of the press. The love of liberty, or a wish 
to countenance the spirit of political inquiry, were 
not-certainly among the reasons for allowing this 
latitude; but they at once discovered, that if they 
wished to govern an enlightened people, the spirit 
of inquiry must be unshackled, and an extensive 
range given to literary productions. Among the 
ancients we find Tiberius, and Trajan, and Titus, 
allowing absolute liberty of speech and writing, 
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speech and writing are essential to the liberty and 
greatness of a people, are those of Athens and 
Rome, when republics: in speaking of them, a 
celebrated writer says, “that democracy. is the 
nurse of genius, and the greatest encourager of 
sublimity.” . The fact is evident from these repub- 
lics, In Greece, Athens. was most democratical, 
and a state of the greatest liberty; and hence it 
was, according to Paterculus, “that eloquence 
flourished in greater force and plenty in that city 
alone than in all Greece besides; insomuch (says 
he) although the bodies of the people were dis- 
persed into other cities, yet you would think their 
souls and their genius to have been pent up with- 
in the precincts of Athens.” So the city of Rome 
was not only the seat of liberty and empire, but of 
true wit and exalted genius. The Roman power 
outlived, it is true, for a considerable time, its 
liberty, but the freedom of speech and writing was 
gone, and wit and genius could not long survive 
them. 

How applicable, sir, are these instances, and 
how incumbent on us is it, if we mean to keep 
this country a Republic, to cherish the freedom of 
the press, to remember that without it seldom any 
thing great or noble can be produced, that to shac- 
kle it is to chain the mind, and stifle the seeds of 
everything that is generous and amiable! That, 
in the words of a celebrated divine, “reason and 
freedom are our own, and given to continue so; 
we are to use, but cannot resign them, without 
rebelling against Him who gave them; that to in- 
vade them is to encroach on the privileges we re- 
ceive from God, and traverse the designs of Infinite 
Goodness.” We should remember the danger of 
precedents, and be careful, as this is the first dis- 
cussion we have had on this subject, not to establish |- 
improper ones, or lay a foundation for that debase- 
ment of the mind, which always follows the depres- 
sion of the press. 

It is important here to remind you, of the 
anxiety of the State Legislatures in insisting upon 
the doors of the Senate being thrown open, and 
their legislative proceedings exposed, like the 
other branch, to public view. It was done un- 
questionably with the intent, that minutes of your 
debates should be taken, and all your proceedings 
subject to the inspection of such of our citizens as 
choose to attend; but as from the distance, very 
few of the States could have citizens attending, 
the great object certainly must have been to have 
notes taken of the debates, and printed in the ga- 
zettes; that through that channel information may 
be transmitted to every part of the Union, and 
thus the States become, in the best manner they 
are able, judges of the talents, as well as conduct 
and opinions of their members. That this is of in- 
finite importance, in a representative government, 
no man will deny; but if a printer is to be seized, 
and dragged to your bar, and perhaps imprisoned 
for a mistake, that a law has passed when itis only | 
its second reading, or that a member of a commit- 
tee was not summoned to attend the meeting of 
the committee, when he was, and did attend, or 
for any mistake of thiskind, I ask you what print- 
er or reporter will take your debates? Who will 
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venture on it; because, where will you draw the 
line? Will you require that ‘each reporter shall 
give every word and observation with exactness, 
and that the smallest deviation from what was. 
said on the orders or proceedings of the House, 
shall subject him to the odium, and perhaps expense, 
of a trial at your bat, which must -accrueif he has 
counsel? If this is the case, no reporter’ will cer- 
tainly attempt to take your debates, and your doors: 
may just.as well be shut again. But, say gentle- 
men, it is not only for those assertions which you 
have mentioned, but for the preceding and accom- 
panying observations respecting the views’ and 
proceedings of the Senate, and of the members of. 
that body in their official capacity, for which: we 
think this examination requisite. I have already 
said, in the commencement ‘of my argument, that 
no man can justify the licentiousness of the press, 
and that it is perhaps to be lamented that so much: 
invective is used in the papers on both sides of the 
question; but that as most of these observations are: 
on things that did not happen in the Senate room, 
and many of them are stated to have occurred near’ 
two years ago, and that as much more violent 
abuse against the Senate was published in the 
Federal paper styled the Gazette of the United 
States, on the 13th day of February, and no notice 
has been taken of it, that it was best, upon this 
occasion, to suffer the present to. pass unnoticed 
likewise: that it is astonishing the honorable: 
mover from Connecticut, who seems to feel ‘so: 
much for the dignity and character of the Senate: 
on this occasion, did not, on that of the abuse 
which was heaped on it for consenting to stop the 
enlistment for the army, have similar feelings; and 
that as he consented to suffer those animadversions: 
to pass, it would certainly be doing no great violence: 
to his feelings to deal with the present in the same 
way: that perhaps the best mode to lessen the im-: 
portance of a paper was, not to treat its observations. 
with either too much notice or.severity; that.in: 
politics, as in religion, persecution seldom made 
converts; that if I ever had the inclination to 
raise the importance of a press, and bring it into 
celebrity and notice, 1 would wish it persecuted, 
for I never saw a press in a free Government per-. 
secuted but it rose immediately.. Attack a press 
for its political publications, you instantly con- 
vince the people that it is dreaded, and must be of 
great importance, and attract their attention. We 
can never forget the memorable cases of Sacheve- 
ral and Wilkes, or how much the English nation 
was agitated by them, and we ought to be 
convinced, that in every country having the least 
semblance of freedom, the same consequences will 
always flow from the same measures. 

I request of you again to consider the import- 
ance of the question, how far, in the case of libels, - 
or attacks in the papers, for their political opinions,- 
any single branch ought to possess the power, per- 
haps ina moment of passion and resentment, to 
decide on what is to affect the personal liberty of 
a citizen? Whether it is consistent with the na- 
ture of our Government, that a single branch, 
without check or control, should. become judges 
in their own case? Whether any citizen charged 
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with a crime,.for which he may be punished by 

the temporary loss of liberty, is not entitled, by the 

Constitution, to “a speedy. trial by an impartial 

j » And, whether to deny it, in this instance, 

üld ‘not be to interfere with that provision of the 
Constitution? For my own part, I have no 
doubt of it; and, feeling as I always do, most 
jealous for the character of this branch, I am 
apprehensive, should we proceed in this mea- 
sure, it may occasion unpleasant. observations. 
Some of its enemies may perhaps say, that no 
power is so arbitrary as that of the unlimited 
authority of a single branch, acting in its own 
cause, revenging its own affronts, and deciding, 
perhaps more by its own passions and feelings, 
than by the justice of the case: that a power of 
this kind, is worse than a despotism; because 
there the despot is in some measure checked by 
his individual responsibility; for the act being the 
Official act of the body, is that. sort of protection 
under which an individual despot cannot. shelter 
himself from the public odium—should the mea- 
sure be oppressive, he must alone meet the general 
censure, which thus concentered, strikes with force ; 
but when divided among a number, must in a great 
measure lose its effect. That, in every view of the 
subject, we must be convinced that for. libels, or 
printed attacks, on either branch, the Constitution 
must have intended to give the person charged 
the right of trial by a-jury, so collected that a cool 
and unprejudiced examination might take place, 
and justice be done to all parties ; that this I had 
shewn.to be. the case, in the instance I had men- 
tioned, in the louse of Commons of Great Britain ; 
and we surely would not wish the press should be 
more free, or the freedom of inquiry into legislative 
conduct more unshackled in England than with us. 
Look sir, into the abuse that is daily. poured. by the 
papers of that country, upon their Parliament and. 
Administration, and upon Mr. Pitt and Mr. Fox,: 
and all their leading members; and yet we see no 
proceedings of this kind. Indeed if we were to 
believe Montesquieu, and the writers since him, it 

. is to the freedom of the press alone, England owes 
the portion of liberty she enjoys—it is the ladder 
by which she rose, and that which she will strug- 
gle most to preserve. I devoutly hope she will 
always keep it, and that we shall likewise maintain 
it for ever in its utmost purity. 

If we proceed in this business to the length it 
may go, that is, to issue the warrant to apprehend 
and confine, where, sir, is the power given to this 
branch to issue the warrant, and to appoint an offi- 
-cerf to execute it; and in case he is unable to do 
so, to order the civil officers of the United States 
to aid him?) Isee no such power, nor do I believe 
any such is to be found in the Constitution. But 
may not another difficulty arise, and that is, if the 
editor is apprehended, and applies toa Judge, either 
of the United States, or the State in which yousit, 
for a habeas corpus, to examine into the nature of 
the commitment, and the Judge should be of opin- 
ion that you have no right to commit for such an 
offence, and that your remedy must be by prosecu- 
tion, and discharge the editor, what then is to be 
done? Will you commit the Judge for doing his 


duty, and deciding according to the Constitution, 
and his oath to preserve it? . And if a State Judge 
should discharge him, and the State should be of 
opinion their Judge had done his duty, and ought 
to be supported in it, will you suppose the present 
publication sufficiently important to give rise to a 
conflict of jarring opinions between. the United 
States and the State, and to disturb the harmony 
which at present so happily prevails? If one or 
two of their Judges may have held an opinion in 
England, that a Judge cannot discharge on a ha- 
beas corpus a man, however improperly committed, 
ona charge of breach of privilege, the solemn opin- 
ion of the British House of Lords, delivered in the 
famous case of Ashby and White, goes unques- 
tionably to fix the point, that a Judge can discharge 
on a habeas corpus, any man illegally or impro- 
perly committed, although by either branch of 
Parliament. 

Upon the whole of this question, which I con- 
sider as extremely important to the liberties of our 
common country, I am to entreat that the House 
will well consider every step before they proceed. 
To adopt the motion before you, is to pledge the 
House to proceed in a business of great difficulty, 
and to give a wound to the freedom of the press 
which it may not easily recover. Remember, 
sir, it is a blessing guarantied to your whole nation 
by the Constitution; and that if a few men should 
at any time be so imprudent as to injure the cause 
they wish to abet, that ought never to be a reason for 
depriving a whole people of their dearest right— 
a right without which, in its full, unshackled, and 
Constitutional sense, I repeat, that liberty is but a 
name,and Government a mockery; that the press 
is to a free people, the tree of the knowledge of 
good and evil; that it is the only mode through 
which truth can be conveyed to magistrates. and 
rulers, who will frequently find things written, 
that their friends-did not dare to advise them, -1 
trust. that before-we proceed to- thè extremities. I 
apprehend, that all means of ‘gentleness will. be 
first tried. Terror can always be applied to, but 
never without danger; for if it fails once, it pro- 
duces disrespect ever after. 

I have endeavored to give these subjects the 
deliberate examination they appeared to me tore- 
quire; nor can any much more important to your 
citizens, be agitated within these walls. They 
not only include the privileges of Congress, and 
the freedom of the press—questions of very great 
consequence in themselves—but the all-important 
one of theextent of the right of trial by jury, possess- 
ed by your citizens, in the case of written or'print- 
ed observations on the conduct of the Legislature, 
or any branch of it, and the Constitutional right 
they have to make such observations. . Their mag- 
nitude will, I hope, easily excuse me for the time 
Ihave taken. It was to guard the privileges of 
our citizens, and to secure the.great palladium 
of our liberties, the freedom. of the press, that I 
have made these remarks.. The Constitution has 
declared, that its freedom-shall not be abridged ; 
and that it shall not, itis our duty to take care that 
no question respecting it shall ever be determined 
without the intervention of a jury. It is difficult 
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perhaps, in preserving its privileges, to guard 
against its licentiousness; but it is infinitely better 
that some instances of this sort should arise, than 
that a particle of its freedom should be lost. Con- 
sidering, as I always have done, the freedom of 
the press as amongst the greatest of our public 
blessings, while I almost adore its good qualities, 
I am content to throw a veil over its defects. 
Few men have been for some time, attacked in 
the papers with more acrimony than myself; but 
as I know it is impossible to touch the freedom of 
the press without destroying it, and as I believe it 
to be the only true means of preserving rational 
liberty in the world, I trust that our country, which 
has received such important benefits from its oper- 
ations, will never cease to cherish and protect it. 
I hope it will be our boast, as I know it will be 
our interest, while other nations are endeavoring 
to fetter and destroy, to guard it as a sacred trust 
received from our ancestors, and to deliver it, with 
its rights undiminished, to those who are to suc- 
ceed us. 

For these reasons I am decidedly opposed to the 
motion of the gentleman from Connecticut; and 
move such an amendment, as will record my 
opinion on this subject, on the Journals. 

Mr. P. here read the following: 

“ Whereas the Constitution of the United States has 
expressly declared ‘That the powers not delegated to 
the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited 
by it to the States, are reserved to the States respect- 
ively, or to the people; and whereas, to prevent any 
attempt being made on the part of either branch of Con- 
gress to define their own. privileges, and exercise the 
game as occasion or circumstances may, in their opinion, 
require, and to remove all doubt as to the extent and 
exercise of the privileges they are to enjoy, the Consti- 
tution has positively and expressly limited and defined 
the same, by declaring that each House shall be the 
judge of the elections, returns and qualifications of its 
own members: that they may compel the attendance of. 
absent members, in such manner, and under such pen- 
alties as each House may provide; that they may deter- 
mine the rules of their proceedings, punish the mem- 
bers for disorderly behaviour, and, with the concurrence 
of two thirds, expel a member; that the members of 
both Houses shall in all cases, except treason, felony, 
or breach of the peace, be privileged from arrest during 
the attendance at their session of their respective houses, 
and in going to and returning from the same, and for 
any debate or speech in either House, shall not be ques- 
tioned in any other place : 

“ Therefore, resolved, That as the Constitution of the 
United States does not vest in either branch of Con- 
gress any other powers on the subject of privilege than 
those mentioned and limited.and defined therein, there- 
fore to assume any other privilege would be to dimin- 
ish the rights of the people, expressly reserved to them 
by the Constitution ; to encroach on the powers given 
to the judiciary ; to disparage the right of trial by jury, 
and to establish the dangerous doctrine that a single 
branch, without control or interference, can at their 
own will, and in their own case, punish for reasons on 
which the Constitution has given to them no power to 
decide.” 


Mr. P. concluded by adding, that if the Senate 
went into a consideration of his motion, instead 


of that of the gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. 
Tracy,) they would probably avoid that part of 
the discussion which would be least agreeable, as 
the subject would be clear from that locality and 
personality which attached to the first, and a de- 
cision would take place without any reference to 
this or that particular printer; but if the gentle- 
man would postpone the question, Mr. P. consent- 
ed to let his motion lie on the table, witha view 
to its being printed for the use of the members, 
that so both propositions might be compared and 
considered with more attention than could be done 
in any other way. . 
Mr. Cocxe declared that the object: which 
he had in view was nothing more nor less than 
to rid the House of the business altogether. “He 
was not inclined to appoint any special time for 
the discussion, as the worthy gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Pinckney) had requested. 
He had no idea that it was supposed he had the 
saving or exoneration of any printer in view; he 
had no such thing; but he wished to save the rep- 
utation of this body, which he thought was placed 
in jeopardy by the Connecticut motion. Here it 
is proposed to inquire and examine of and into, 
this, that, and the other—to bring one printer here, 
and generally all persons and papers, who and 
whatever, just as your committee may think fit. 
Suppose this power is doubted? Suppose the 
persons deny your power—how are your: com- 
mittee to enforce their mandates? Suppose your. 
courts of law claim cognizance as a caseof libel, are 
you to have two prosecutions and two trials for the 
same offence? Surely, surely, your committee 
will have to retire from the untenable ground, 
and the defeat will recoil with disgrace upon those 
of us who attempt to assume powers neither Con- 
stitutional in themselves, nor just, even if they were 
Constitutional. You can call upon somebody— 
but who ?—to inquire who is the editor of the 
Aurora. “You are to inquire how he became pos- 
sessed of a certain bill which he published; what 
kind ofan inquiry is this? How he procured the 
sight ofa bill, while it was pending in Senate. 
Why, is there any crime in printing a minute of 
our transactions? Your bills are printed by your 
own order, for your use, and for the information 
of the other House; two hundred copies or more 
are circulated without any injunction of secrecy; 
they are sent off into every State of the Union; 
and are you going to make inquiry how the editor 
of the Aurora got to see one of them? Why,are 
not your gallery doors open,and cannot a bill which 
has been read in public be possibly remembered, 
at least, cannot it be taken down in short-hand 2 
and will you punish every man who shall repeat, 
print, or publish what is made public on this floor 2 
Suppose the editor of the Aurora declines to in- 
form your committee of the mode through which’ 
he obtains his information; he says it is conveni- ` 
ent and useful to him, but his prior engagements 
do not permit him to divulge it to you; will you 
punish him for contempt? But suppose you pos- 
sessed of the physical power necessary to procure 
the information you require by an application of 
the torture; while you are straining his muscles 
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and dislocating his joints, what becomes of the 
grand palladium of American freedom ?. Where 
is the liberty: of the press, which is secured to the 
itizel the Union against Federal usurpation ? 
The: Constitution declares that you shall not in- 
fringe upon the liberty of the press; and a. power 
expressly denied to the whole Government, a sin- 
gle.branch may not assume. ; 
“Here Mr. C.,-was called to order by 

Mr. Bineuam, of. Pennsylvania, who inquired 
what the liberty of the press had to do on a question 
of postponement? He believed, while the motion 
for postponement was under consideration, all- de- 
bate on the merits of the main question to be out of 
order. 

It was contended to be in order to object on a 
postponement generally to the original motion, for 
an argument tending to defeat the original motion 
is reason for a general postponement. 

Mr. Cocks proceeded, and said he was glad to 
find that the freedom of debate in this House was 
not to be destroyed, though it might be.interrupted; 
and he hoped that the freedom of the press would 
never be subverted while. the Government.of the 
country rested upon the Republican principle of 
representation. He admitted there were a great 
many ill-natured things said by many of our Amer- 
ican presses, but.that should never induce him to 
run the risk of destroying the most valuable and 
effectual bulwark for maintaining us free and in- 
dependent, by using an instrument more fit to cut 
down the trunk of a tree, than to prune it of its 
tendril luxuriances. What was the engine now 
brought out against this freedom—an engine pos- 
sessed-of all.the powers, necessary to insure its 
success ?.. A. printer isto be charged, is to be tried, 
judged of, andexecuted, by.a body. he has ofend- 
ed... Where, will-you-find men of nerve that will 

_risk certain ruin ? Such may.arise when the press 
is in danger. It was under these impressions that 
he wished to get rid of the business altogether. 

Mr. Tracy, of Connecticut, did not wish to press 
the business; indeed his conduct had manifested 
this intention, for the original ‘motion had been 
suffered to lie on the table a longer term than usual 
before it was called up, but even now when it was 
called up:he did not wish to hurry it through. He 
should not refuse a moderate delay, but he hoped 
the motion from Tennessee would not prevail, as 
it went to destroy the object without any further 
consideration. In answer. to what fell from the 
gentleman from Tennessee, he would say, that 
the objections he had made did not all of them 
apply, and if there was any which did apply,amend- 
ments could be made so as to conform them to the 
sense of the Senate. He wished gentlemen would 
attend to the words of the resolution, and they 
would find.that they did not carry. them beyond 
what was prudent, mild, and proper. ‘The com- 
mittee are desired to inquire who.is the editor of 
the Aurora; this will appear to be a proper inquiry, 
for the person is not publicly known: the imprint 
declares the paper to.be published for the heirs of 
Benjamin Franklin Bache, but we do not know 
who are the heirs. The gentleman has told us it 
is no crime to publish the doings of this body; 


agreed, but is it nothing to publish untruths re- 
specting the official conduct of the members of 
this body ? is it no crime to publish a bill while be- 
fore this House? But are printers at liberty to tell 
lies about our transactions ? `The Aurora says, that 
the bill which it published had passed the Senate ; 
this every. member knows to be contrary to the 
fact... The bill has not even to the present moment 
passed. this body, it is still on your table liable to 
recommitment, amendment, or rejection. ‘Asking 
the editor how hecame to print this falsehood, 
does not go to examine into the private mode by 
which conveyance of intelligence is made to that 
office; there can be no real intelligence, it being a 
falsehood. But suppose we have no. power over 
this editor, because the press is free, suppose we 
cannot punish him for ‘his slander, calumny, and 
falsehood, perhaps the inquiry may lead us to dis- 
cover some person whom we can punish; will it 
be said that the Constitution is an impediment in 
our way to punish one of our own members, if he 
should be found guilty of abusing the confidence 
of hissituation? Atleast we can exercise the pow- 
er of removing one of our officers, if we should 
convict him ofa secret league to transmit intelli- 
gence which is confidentially entrusted to his 
care. 

He did not mean to insinuate that any impro- 
per mode was used in conveying this intelligence; 
it might appear that the whole circumstance was 
a mere unintentional error, if so he should not 
go farther; but yet the printer could hardly have 
made the subsequent mistake in relation to the 

entleman from. South Carolina, in declaring that 

e had never been consulted by the committee on 
Mr. Ross's bill; there was something in this eal- 
culated to produce an effect upon the public mind. 
Heinsinuates that the business of the Senate isdone 
in ¢aucuses, into which the gentleman was not per- 
mitted:to enter; for if he had, it is supposed he 
might have detected:and defeated the mischiefs 
which are working against the public welfare. ‘This 
is an abandoned slander, as is well known to every 
member of the House, for Mr. Pinckney did attend 
not one meeting only, as the editor of the Aurora 
squeezed out some days subsequent to his first 
licentious publication, but hedid attend every meet- 
ing, as he has candidly and honorably avowed in 
his place. 

The gentlemen had declared themselves the 
champions of the press; but surely gentlemen 
will not advocate such liberty as this—the liberty 
of publishing nothing but lies and falsehood.: If 
by the liberty of the press is meant the publication 
of truth and just political information, it was pro- 
per to be supported; but he was desirous of main- 
taining, along with the liberty of the press, the lib- 
erty of the citizens, and the security of the Gov- 
ernment; he was. not for sacrificing these latter 
objects- to the licentiousness of the press. He was 
not inclined to enter into a newspaper controversy 
to maintain the dignity and reputation of the Sen- 
ate, nor did he think that gentlemen appreciated 
their own.standing in society when they referred 
the individual members of this body to such a 
mode of defence against the shafts of calumny 
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which a daring editor might hurl against them | 
individually. Sa P ia 
He believed that it was as requisite to maintain 
the privileges of the Senate as it-was to support 
the liberty of the press; the Constitution secured 
the first as well as the last; and it became import- 
ant in considering the subject in this point to as- 
certain the extent of the privilege on the present 
occasion. The Constitution declares several pri- 
vileges to belong to the members of Congress, and 
these privileges are given inorder to secure the 
execution of the public duties which are enjoined 
upon us; itis for the interest of the people, and 
not for our own peculiar advantage, that we enjoy 
these privileges, it is then proper that we should 
on their account maintain them ; but, in defining 
what may be privilege ,we must govern ourselvesac- 
cording to the original intention, which is the pro- 
motion of the general interests of the citizens, and 
here we can be guided only by sound discretion 
and common sense. In this point of view the sub- 
ject becomes truly important. Will any gentle- 
man contend that our privileges are restrained to 
this Chamber? No. Are there no other methods 
by which our deliberations may be interrupted ? 
Certainly there are. Of course, then, our authority 
must extend to remedy the evil wherever we may 
meet it, or otherwise our authority is inadequate 
to protect itself. On the principle of self-preser- 
vation, which results to every public body of ne- 
cessity and from the nature of the case, the right 
of self-preservation is vested in the Senate of the 
United States, as it is in your courts of justice and 
other public institutions. Suppose a printer was 
tosay that one of the judges had received abribeina 
certain case, would not the court be competent to 
call him before them and punish him for theslan- 


der, if it was one? And shall a printer insinuate 
that members of this body are guilty of a similar 
crime, and they have no mode of giving redress ? 
Is it not of as much importance that the laws be 
dictated from pure motives, as that they be execu- 
ted from pure motives? Jfit is admitted that we 
have the right of protecting ourselves within these 
walls, from attacks made on us in our presence, it 
follows of course that we are not to be slandered 
and questioned elsewhere. Will gentlemen deny 
this? then there is no complete remedy; for the 
defamation and calumny of yesterday, circulated 
in the newspapers, out-travel the slow and tardy 
steps of truth ; they have spread over the face of the 
country and entered every cottage, where the con- 
tradiction may never penetrate. Or shall the foul 
aspersions of an editor circulate till you can send 
to the attorney general to issue a writ, to the mar- 
shal to serve it, to the court and jury to bring it, 
before the contradiction can be published? This 
also would defeat the object. The Senaie, being 
so long suspected, must have received a deep | 
wound, and some of its members may have to | 
be amputated before a right understanding is 
acquired. 

Mr. T. concluded with reiterating the idea that 
he did not mean to punish for publishing the trans- 
actions which took place in Senate, but to prevent 
misrepresentation and abuse; he did not wish the 


punishment to be cruel or severe, but as mild and 
lenient asthe case would admit. 
Mr. BLoopwortu, of North Carolina, doubted 
the power of the Senate to take cognizance of the 
conduct of members in communicating with their 
constituents, much less to punish them for pub- 
lishing circumstances respecting which no iajune- 
tion of secrecy had been imposed... He, ‘however, 
assured the Senate that he had not given’ the. edi- 
tor of the Aurora any information on` the-subject 
before them, or indeed on any other, for the editor 
was a stranger to him; nor did he know: that:he 
ever called at that printing office more than once 
or twice in his life. He hoped that: the business 
would be postponed for the present, and he should 
have no objection to its being taken up ata fature 
day, when gentlemen might be better prepared to: 
meet it. ms 
Mr. Parner, of Vermont, declared himself against 
the postponement, nor did he think that the motion 
of Mr. PineKngy was so inconsistent with the mò- 
tion before the House as to render a postponement 
necessary; he thought the committee might in- 
quire, and although the gentleman would stop, by 
his proposition, from proceeding in -case it turned 
out to be a fabrication of the editor of the Aurora, 
yet if it should be found not a fabrication of his; 
but that of a member or an officer of the House, it 
was admitted they might progress, without infrin- 
ging the sacred liberty of the press. Suppose that 
some person in the gallery should have turnished: 
this spurious matter—and that may possibly be 
the case—will the sacred liberty of the press be 
violated if we order the doorkeeper to turn him 
out, and refuse him access in future? He thought 
the resolutions might be amended so as to give 
greater satisfaction than they do at present; for his 
own part he was not willing to declare all at pre- 
sent which they contained. He thought the-bu- . 
siness would be simplified if the committee were 
directed to consider.and report what measures 
would be proper to adopt in respect to a publication 
containing various untruths of the proceedings of 
the Senate, and if the question of postponement 
was lost he meant to move several amendments for 
that purpose. i 
Mr. Mason, of Virginia, had no objection to meet 
the question at the present moment, but he thought 
it of such importance, both to the Senate and the 
citizens of the United States, that it should be taken 
up and discussed in a solemn and serious manner; 
not hastily and lightly, as some gentlemen seemed. 
to think who were opposed to the postponement 
for a few days: if, however, the opposition to the 
postponement was persisted in, he had no doubt 
but the subject would prove itself well worth a 
discussion of several days, and that the ultimate 
decision would not be made till a period more re- 
mote than that moved for by his friend from South 
Carolina. He therefore recommended to gentle- 
men to explore well the ground which the motion 
of the gentleman from Connecticut had taken, and 
consider seriously of the consequences to which 
they would be led in pursuing their object. -What 
was to be the course of their proceeding ?: : What 
were the embarrasments likely to arise therein? 
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He called the: House to view the delicacy of the 
-situation in which they would be involved’while 
defining their newly discovered privileges and sub- 
verting the old acknowledged privileges of the lib- 
erty.-of the press; he said’the delicacy of their 
situation, because he considered it a delicate one, 
for he was far from believing that the privileges 
of the Senate were as unlimited as the gentleman 
from Connecticut contended they were; if so, and 
they proceed to touch the liberty of the press, which 
they may discover in the end to be secured against 
the invasion, they will be compelled to retrace 
every step they are now taking, which will neither 
redound to their honor nor discernment. - They 
should be careful how they expose themselves to 
popular scrutiny in cases respecting their own 
power, for the public mind had been already con- 
siderably agitated,at what many conceived to bean 
unconstitutional exercise of power. If,session after 
session, attempts were made to fetter the freedom 
of the press, the people of the United States would 
watch with anxious regard every movement of 
this body. A measure which originated in the 
Senate, and was subsequently acceded to by the 
other branch ofthe Legislature, had been just ground 
of alarm. It is no wonder that they watch our 
bills as well as our laws, for it must be recollected 
by many of the gentlemen who hear me, that the 
bill called the Sedition Bill was first introduced 
here, and that, instead of being what it afterwards 
became, it wasa bill more particularly to define trea- 
son and sedition. _The good sense of the House, 
during the time it was upon the table and under- 
going a political dissection, cut off from it many 
of those monstrous excrescences which at first dis- 
figured it, and at last trimmed. it into a shapely 
form; but after àll it was removed below stairs in 
a condition not fit to. meet the eye of. our-constit- 
uents—even obliged to undergo a decapitation; the 
head or the title of it was struck off, and instead 
of being a bill defining treason—which is a thing 
totally out of our power, the Constitution having 
declared in what alone treason should consist— 
instead of being denominated a bill against sedition, 
it took the obnoxious head of being a bill to amend 
the law for punishing certain crimes against the 
United States. 

Nor, said Mr. M., do I think gentlemen do them- 
selves much honor in.the declarations they make 
on this floor, respecting the publication of the bill 
for deciding the disputes in the election of a Pre- 
sident and Vice President; they seem to consider 
the publication of such a bill with a declaration 
of its having passed the Senate as a scandal on the 
Senate. Well, it might perhaps be a subject of 
scandal as to the Senate, if they had passed it; but 
‘is not this charging the committee who reported 
it, with reporting a bill which it would be a scan- 
dal perhaps to advocate but certainly a scandal to 
pass? According to this construction of the argu- 
ment, the gentlemen certainly cast as gross a cen- 
sure upon the committee who reported a bill which 
is unfit to be acted upon, as the publication is sup- 
posed to cast on the House for having agreed to it. 
With respect to the measures which are pursued 
and pursuing, is it unknown to the members on 


this floor what effects they are producing; do they 
not know that the sedition bill as it is called, and 
which the present motion may be considered as 
supplementary to, has created a general alarm not 
only among our citizens, but in several of our State 
Legislatures? Willnot this measure increase that 
alarm ? Or is it supposed that you may call upon 
a printer and that he will answer, not knowing 
that by the Constitution no man can be called upon 
to give evidence against himself in criminal cases ? 
He concluded with the remark that he did not 
mean to go into the subject fully, because the ques- 
tion before the House was confined to the post- 
ponement; but, if the postponement was refused, 
he should take the liberty of adding some further 
observations to enforce the ideas contained in the 
motion brought forward by his worthy friend from 
South Carolina. ` 

Mr. Cocke wished that gentlemen who were 
of the same sentiments with himself would acqui- 
esce in his motion for throwing out the subject at 
once, so that they might hear no more of it. He 
was well convinced that the House had no powers 
to legislate in relation to publications in newspa- 
pers, notwithstanding all that the gentleman from 
Connecticut had said. It had been asked where 
the Senate had got the power, and it is replied, 
they got it by a necessary and natural inference 
from the Constitution. This idea of drawing 
powers by inference and construction had been 
stretched, on former occasions, much beyond what 
he considered a proper attention to its spirit would 
justify ; but the doctrine on this point could not be 
inferred from that instrument, because the argu- 
ment by inference is rebutted by the express dec- 
laration made in the amendments to the Consti- 
tution, wherein it is declared that all the powers 
which are not given to the United States are re- 
served either to the States or to the people; and 
again, it declares ‘that every: man shall be secured 
in his person and papers from unlawful searches 
and seizures ; and further, no- person shall:be called 
upon in a criminal case to give testimony against 
himself. 

He supposed the resolutions considered the 
publications in the Aurora as criminal, other- 
wise they would not make this stir about them. 
Gentlemen have asked, are the newspapers to.be 
permitted to go on and villify the members of the 
Legislature without punishment? He answered, 
the printers of papers published on their own re- 
sponsibility, and if they had no authority for. any 
scandalous assertions respecting the Senate, they 
could be punished in the way pointed out by law. 
But would the members wish to draw the printers 
before the House and assume the judiciary powers 
of the courts of justice? As they-had not the 
advantage of grand juries from-every vicinage, to 
present the libels as they arise in the various 
quarters of the Union, they. would be forced to 
appoint another committee to remark the files of 
all the printers from Maine to Georgia, in order to 
procure a knowledge of the numerous calumnies 
and slanders on the Senate, which have been fa- 
bricated by them, orcommunicated by their friends. 
He thought this.a business of considerable extent, 
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and one which few gentlemen on the floor would 
be willing to labor through; he thought, moreover, 
when they erected: themselves into Censors of the 
Press they would find no leisure from their office 
to attend to the performance of their ordinary du- 
ties of legislation or that portion of Executive 
business which the Constitution assigned to their 
care, He was confident it would give more gen- 
eral satisfaction to their immediate constituents, 
the State Legislatures, if members would attend 
to the business they were sent here to perform, 
than would be given by combining all powers of 
Government in their own body. It would cer- 
tainly redound more to the honor of the Senate, 
if they left. the courts to perform their duties 
in cases of libel, than to undertake, in their own 
behalf, the ungrateful office of judge and the un- 
graceful one of executioner; and all this either 
without law or by a resolution tantamount to an 
ex post facto law, directly in the face of the Con- 
stitution, which restricts Congress from passing an 
ex post facto law in all cases whatsoever. 

Mr. Anperson, of Tennessee, did not rise with 
an intention of entering into the merits of the gen- 
eral question, as to the extent of the privileges 
of the Senate, which he conceived to be of great 
moment, but merely to remark, as gentlemen al- 
leged that the public mind was already agitated 
on the subject, the postponement would tend to 
increase the degree of agitation, which he con- 
ceived it was the wish of gentlemen on both sides 
to have allayed as soon as possible. He therefore 
concluded that it would be better to go on with 

the business and come as- soon as possible to a de- 
cision. One gentleman had said it ought to go 
to the judicial courts, and that the Attorney Gen- 
eral should be directed: to prosecute: well, then, 
that gentleman should give his consent to send 
the business to a committee, in order to inquire 
whether the case would warrant this interference. 

Mr. Resp, of South Carolina, would not oppose 
the motion of his honorable colleague for a post- 
ponement, if he had required it on his own. ac- 
count, or if its being negatived would prevent him 
frem: bringing forward the preamble and resolu- 
tion he had read in his place, and at a proper time 
of having them discussed; but neither of these 
circumstances were urged; therefore, as his col- 
league neither required time for preparation nor 
would be prevented from offering and supporting 
the intended amendment, he should vote against 
the postponement. 

Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina, supposed if 
the postponement was lost, that the House would 
proceed with the discussion on the Connecticut 
motion, which he conceived would be progressing 
in an unnatural mode towards a decision. As he 
firmly believed that the privileges of the Senate 
were limited and defined by the Constitution, he 
could not resist calling the House in the first place 
to consider of and decide this question. He had 
heard arguments which he imagined would satis- 
fy them of the justness of the conclusions he had 
drawn, and which would demonstrate that the 
privileges of the members did not go out of the 
doors of their Chamber; and that this was not 


only the actual ground-on which they stood, but 
it was the proper, the dignified, and manly atti- 
tude for them to take. Every gentleman should 
be the guardian of his own honor; and here he 
would just remark, that, from the style and man- 
ner used in the Connecticut motion, it was to be 
expected that in general the idea would: be enter- 
tained that this procedure took its rise from an 
application made to the House either by: himself 
or some of his friends, as he was the only mem- 
ber named; and the committee are directed:.to 
inquire by what authority the editor published: in 
the Aurora that he (Mr. P.) had never been: con- 
sulted. Far be it from him to-ask the protection 
of the House for any publication respecting him- 
self; though few persons in-the United States had 
been more abused or calumniated than himself in 
the modern newspapers, he had never complain- 
-ed; he either despised the abuse, or answered: the 
charges, which served to draw down contempt 
upon the slanderet’s head; and-this was the line 
of conduct which he recommended to others, who 
should find themselves in a similar situation. He 
trusted after what he had formerly declared, that 
he never gave or sent the editor of the Aurora 
either the bill which he published of any of the 
information accompanying it, that it would be 
unnecessary for him to declare anything further. 
He had said that he was prepared to go into the 
discussion, but his indisposition woul ere 
permit him to do the subject the justice whic 
its merits deserved, and he therefore still hoped the 
motion for postponement till Tuesday‘next would 
be agreed to. 


Mr. Dayton had the highest confidence in the 
honor of the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Pincxney,) and he never suffered himself to doubt 
of the truth of the declaration which had‘ been 
made. He thought the resolutions might be’vari- 
ed so as to get rid of the idea which the gentleman 
objected to, in respect to the motion having‘ been 
brought forward at his instance; and might be 
amended as suggested by the gentleman from 
Vermont, (Mr. Parnz,) so as to reconcile it still 
more to the sentiments of the Senate. This being 
his view of the subject, he wished the business ‘to 
proceed, and should therefore vote against the 
postponement. 

The question on postponing till Tuesday next, 
was now put, and the yeas and nays being called, 
stood yeas 9, nays 19, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, 
Franklin, Langdon, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Chipman, Day- 
ton, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Lau- 
rance, Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, 
Tracy, Watson and Wells. 

So the motion was lost. 


Mr. Nicuouas, of Virginia, wished to ask for 
information. Was it inteaded by this resolution 
to charge the committee with inquiring into a 
breach of privilege as it respected the majority of 
this body? For the resolution itself furnished no 
correct idea on this point. He wished also to know 
whether it was intended that the Senate should 
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i that the publication. was a breach of priv- 
ilege? | . ; 

Mr: Tracy, of Connecticut, said that if the gen- 
tleman wished for information from kim, he would 
endeayor-to give it. He conceived it would. be 
better to’ pursue the mode of inquiry in- the first 
instante, through the intervention of a committee, 
and‘not make at once-a decision whether the pub- 
lication was or was not a breach of privilege; 
and further, that the committee should report to 
the Senate what other matters were the proper 
subjects for the Senate’s inquiry. He would not 
undertake to say at this time whether there was 
a breach of privilege at all, or whether that breach 
was in respect to'a’ majority of the House, or of 
the privilege of a single member. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentueky, was of opinion 
thatif the subject itself was a proper one to be in- 
quired into, then the mode was well devised, and 
one liable to few or no objections; but there was 
another circumstance to which he begged permis- 
sion to call the attention of the Senate. He ob- 


perry man- 
e honor of 
this body, they should avoid Say nie 

r 


like par- 
eaches of 


“The Democrats ‘have at length completely carried 
their point with respect to the permanent army. It was 
resolved on Monday, in:the Senate, that the bill, sent 
up from the House: of Representatives, suspending the 
enlistments; should pass into a law; and no other reli- 
ance is now left us for the preservation of this bulwark 
of the public hope, from the effects of so ruinous a step, 
but the courage of his Excellency the President of the 
United States. 

The votes in the Senate-on this momentous question, 
were as follows: 


For putting’a stop to the’ enlistments: Messrs. An- 
derson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, Foster 
Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, and 
Pinckney. 

Also. Messrs. Bingham, Dexter, Goodhue, Greene, 
Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Livermore, and Paine. 

Gentlemen who voted for preserving the army accord- 
ing to the law by which it was established—Messrs. 
Chipman, Latimer, Laurance, Lioyd, Read, Schureman, 
Tracy, Watson, and Wells. 

Impressed as we are with the most serious alarms at 


‘| theréby making ë 


the manifest tendencies of this dreadful step, we cannot 
for a moment allow ourselves to doubt, that the mea- 
sure will be-nipped-in the bud. by the decided negative 
of the Executive. . Never can there be an occasion more 
imperiously demanding that negative than the present. 
The President has expressly declared to both Houses of 
Congress, that a-steady perseverance ima system of na- 
tional defence is indispensable to our peace-and safety. ` 
An advance therefore, on the part of Congress, towards 
impairing the grounds on which his administration rests, 
and on which his particular measures are bottomed, can 
only be met on his part, by opposing a firm countenance 
to such attempts at the outset, or by recalling the steps 
themselves. 


The measure just adopted is more awful; I think, in 
whatever aspect viewéd, than that proposed by the hon- 
orable'member'froni Virginia. In the first place,-as it 
was carried by federal votes; by gentlemen, who, under 
the influence of I know not what wretched calculations, 
advarice into'what they deem ‘a neutral region, to embrace 
the enemy: This neutral: country is full of concealed 
snares, and gins, and‘pitfalls: every step of it is mined, 
and fraught with devices for their destruction. They 
have been blown from it into the air more than fifty 
times, and: yet they advance upon it again, with the 
most sovereign unconcern. Inthe second place, from the 
excess of evil there often arises some important good— 
their extremes do often meet. From this benefit these 
gentlemen have most kindly cut us off; and by the half 
measures they have adopted, left us exposed to all the 
mischiefs which could have resulted from the prevalence 
of the motion of Mr. Nicholas. Thirdly, the measure of 
stopping the recruiting service is worse than that of dis- 
banding the army ; because nearly all the expense'still _ 
continues, while all the beneficial effect of that expense 
is perverted to our injury. A monarch without sub- 
jects, a general-without an army, and an officer with 
out soldiers, are standing butts:of the jest-and ridicule 
of all mankind; and a suret mode could hardly have 
been devised for ‘disgusting every military man in the 
country. than this of depriving the officers of their troops, 
TÈ zach of them’ a pompous effigy of dignity, 
a nomen et privterea : ‘These ‘officers. will not 
mutiny against their Govérnment, because: they are 
amongst the most respectable and patriotic of men. 
It is my pride to boast an acquaintance with many of 
them; who have laid aside professions which supported 
them in the rank of gentlemen, and with others who 
relinquished every luxury and enjoyment of affluence, 
to join this army, this phalanx of federalism, these co- 
horts of justice and honor, against the infidel, rapacious, 
and sanguinary invaders of our rights, and their atrocious 
and unprincipled sectaries. I know they will not mu- 
tiny; but ifit had been sought to devise a scheme to 
drive men to the extremest excess of disgust, I know 
not a more plausible one than this. l 


Theresolution proposed by Mr. Randolph ought now 
in all reason to be adopted. It is necessary in order to 
render this measure consistent with reason or common 
sense, The whole force of the mighty Twelve Regiments 
is then cut down to about three thousandmen! Precious 
defence against the invasion of á foreign enemy, or the 
machinations of domestic treason... Why, McKean will 
turn out more than this number of well-armed well-or- 
ganized militia-men from the‘city and county. of Phila- 
delphia alone. I do not think that the movements of 
that powerful Triumviraté, Jefferson, MeKean, and 
Monroe, are by any. means tò: be despised or disregarded. 
It is no longer a:doubtthat our unhappy country nour- 
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ishes in her bosom vipers who live but in the hope of 
inflicting a mortal sting. There is not a doubt, that 
there are men in America, and men too of powerful and 
operative force, who would prostrate -without remorse 
every pillar of the public happiness, to found an hierarchy 
under which they might more securely aggrandize them- 
selves; I do not less doubt: that these Capulets are 
abroad, that their hot blood is up and stirring towards 
this object. And is this a time for disbanding troops ? 
Is there not extant a danger to be guarded against. quo- 
cunque modo? But there seems to be a system for re- 
pressing in the Federal cause all spirit worthy of the 
part which it is called to act. Sure never till now, were 
the counsels of Adonis relied on in affairs of State. 
When the reins of the steeds and the chariot of the Sun 
were entrusted to the guidance of Pheton, we read that 
the car was overthrown, and the presumptous youth sub- 
mersed in the waves. 

True Americans will say, it is a vexatious suit that 
this man urges, when the truth is, that I have only to 
say vestra resagiture. They will exclaim, whence this 
abuse and illiberality against an economical and a con- 
ciliatory measure? It wasby this cursed economy that 
the villain Neckar brought his monarch into all his trou- 
bles; and it was by conciliatory measures that the un- 
happy prince lost his head. 

If the economy, and the squeamishness, and the pres- 
ent conciliatory disposition of Federalism endure much 
longer, its empire will pass away like a dream, or the sha- 
dows ofillumination ; no figure will encompass it around; 
and its economy, and its conscientiousness, and its con- 
ciliation, and all its bitter delusions, will be atoned in 
one truly republican succession of fire and blood. 


The abuse of True Americans, half federalists, and 
conciliation men, I have long learnt to despise. I feel 
inexpressible and uncontrollable chagrin and indignation 
when I see measures pursued, under whatever calcula- 
tions, so evidently tending to the ruin and subversion 
of the order and peace of this society, and so utterly 
militant against all usage and experience. Not having 
any gold to hug, like the poor, rich True Americans, and 
time-serving federalists and conciliators, I have no other 
object so near me as the success and prosperity of my 
much abused, sadly distressed country ; and I will pro- 
test alike against the undivulged pretence of treasonous 
malice, and the more fatal cowardice and ignorance of 
the enemies to every establishment by which, in this day 
of distress and tribulation, the great ark of our safety 
might be preserved and maintained. 

I will dwell but for a moment on the hope that the 
President will interpose his veto between this alarming 
measure and its consequences, and then quit a subject 
on which there will be nothing more to say. 

The preservation of harmony between the different 
branches of the Government.is undoubtedly desirable ; 
at the same time when an important prerogative is en- 
trusted to either department, and the exercise of that 
prerogative is demanded by motives of public safety, no 
considerations of this or any other nature ought to pre- 
vent the exertion of it. Nor do the reproaches of evil- 
minded men on such occasions, merit the slightest re- 
gard. It is true that the newly enlightened citizens of 
France murdered their royal master on this pretence ; 
but the people of America, however debauched by the 
introduction of the profligate principles of that hideous 
race, are not yet degenerated to so high a pitch of per- 
fectibility, civilization, and refinement. In this one re- 
spect, at least, they are not yet the freest and most en- 
lightened nation on earth. I think that whoever atten- 


tively considers the late events:in France, will view that 
Republic as a more formidable enemy to America than 
ever-—formidable in enmity, in fallacious peace still more 
so: Gallis fidem non habendam. Talleyrand, who was 
turned out of office by the old Government, for demand- 
ing tributes and bribes of our Ministers, we behold re- 
instated in his former office by the new governors! And 
for what. particular merit more probably, than for his 
care over the strong box of the Republic, to: which Bona- 
parte appears to have a very single eye? » With this 
polluted, ill-omened Apostolus: Diaboli, our :: mission 
must treat, if they be at all allowed. to treat, which I 
deem very questionable. ee ve 
Are these the auspices on which we are to rely for 
peace : this the crisis at which our wisdom disbands the 
only army the country has to boast of?” ‘ : 


(Norz.—The above comprises all of the debate on 
this subject which the Compiler. has. been. able to rë- 
cover. The explanatory remarks* by the Reporter for“ 
the “ Aurora,” will probably account for the meager- 
ness of the report.] E 


It was then moved to amend the motion, by 
inserting, between the words “Senate”. and the 
word “and,” in the fourth line from the end, these 
words: 


« And that the said committee be also directed to in- 
quire who is the editor of the newspaper, printed in said 
city, called the ‘ Gazette of the United States and Phila- 
delphia Daily Advertiser,’ and by what means the said 
editor became possessed of the votes in the Senate on 
the bill, sent from the House of Representatives, for süs- 
pending the enlistments of the twelve regiments, &c., as 
published in the said newspaper, bearing date the 13th 
of February (instant ;) and by what authority he pub- 
lished those votes particularly, and under the classifica- 
tion contained in the said newspaper; and, also, whe- 
ther the said editor is the author, or not, and if not, who 
is the author of sundry assertions, obscrvations, and re- 
flections, immediately preceding and following the state- 
ment of the said votes, and published in the said paper, 
of, and concerning the Senate of the United States, and 
the members thereof, in their official capacity :” ~ 

It passed in the negative—yeas 11, nays 16, as 
follows: F 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Lloyd, Marshall, Mason, 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

Nays—Messis. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Foster, 
Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Laurance, Livermore, Paine 
Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, Watson, and. Wells- 


THE JUDICIARY. 
Agreeably to notice given yesterday, Mr. Pincx- 
Ney had leave to bring in a bill to amend the act, 
entitled “An act to establish the Judicial Courts 


* We are fortunately enabled to give a sketch of the proceedings 
in the Senate of the United States on Mr. Tracy’s resolution, re- 
specting a publication in the Aurora of the 19th ult., a subject in- 
volving in it not only the privilege of members of Congress, but de- 
termining the liberty of the press, in a more decisive manner than 
either the Sedition law of the last Congress, or the judicial deci- 
sion of the Chief Justice, that the common law of England exists in 
all its force under our Federal Constitution. We are sorry that our 
report is confined to a mere sketch, because the subject requires 
the fubesi display, but the extreme inconvenience ofthe scanty 
gallery, which was crowded, in an uncommon manner, prevented 
us from hearing in some cases with the gies d we wished, and 
limited our notes ; we however trust that enough will be detailed 
to give a general idea of the motives, intentions and objects by 
which the members were respectively guided and influenced. — 
Reporter for the Aurora. 
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r. Président: When I first had the honor of 
addressing you on this subject it appeared to me 
necessary to move an amendment to. the Consti- 
tution; on reflection, however, I am since con- 
vinced that the more. regular and expeditious 
mode would be to move'an amendment to the law 
establishing the Judicial Courts of the United 
States—by this means the law may be passed 
during the present session, and we shall the more 
readily obtain the limitation we contend for. 

As the Judiciary is among the most important 
departments in our. Government, as it reaches 
every situation in society—neither the rich, the 
honored, or the humble, being without its influence 
or above its control—as it is the department to 
which not only the lives and fortunes, but the 
characters of our citizens are peculiarly entrusted, 
it becomes us to be extremely ‘careful that the 
Judges’ should not-only be able :and honest men, 
but independent.in their- situätion. . Our Consti- 
tution has in some degree secured their independ- 
ence by giving them permanent salaries, and ren- 
dering them ineligible to the Legislature; but in 
vain will we consider them. independent, in vain 
may we suppose their opinion beyond the control 
or interference of the Executive; until we have 
determined it shall not be in his power to give 
them additional offices and emoluments, while 
Judges; until, in short, we confine them wholly to 
their duties as Judges, and teach. them to believe 
that in the. execution of the laws they should con- 
sider themselves as little obliged to please the 
President, or to fear’his:disapprobation, as that of 
any other man in the Government. This can‘only’ 


be done by preventing them accepting other offices, 


while they continue as Judges, and thus depriving 
him of the power of heaping upon them addition- 
al favors and emoluments. 

It is an established maxim, and I hope will for- 
ever remain so, that the Legislature and Judiciary 
should be as distinct as the nature of our Govern- 
ment willadmit; that is, that the samemenshall not, 
in a deliberative capacity, agree to measures which 
they shall afterwards have a right to explain and 
decide upon in a judicial one. The reason is ob- 
vious; that the Judges should, in a calm and un- 
prejudiced manner, explain what the law literally 
is, and not what it ought to be; that they should 
not be allowed to carry upon the bench those pas- 
sions and prejudices which too frequently prevail 
in the adoption and formation of legislative acts 
and treaties, and which never fail to give an irre- 
sistible bias to the opinions of a Judge who has 
been concerhedin makingthem | The truth of this 
reasoning is now so generally conceded, that there 
is not a man who knows anything of government 
that will attempt to-controvert it; the constitutions 
of all the States have sanctioned ‘it,and ifthe opin- 
ions of the Federal Convention ought to have 
weight, they so strongly insisted upon it as even 
to refuse, after repeated trials, associating the Judges 
with the President in the exercise: of his revision- 


6th Con.—4 


ary power ; indeed a gentleman. high in office, and 
who held both situations at the same time as 
Judge and Envoy, is himself decidedly of this opin- 
ion, for in his charge tothe Eastern juries he has 
these expressions: 

“ Wise and virtuous men have thought and reasoned 
very differently respecting Government; but in this they 
have at length very unanimously agreed, viz: “ that 
its powers should be divided into three distinct indepen- 
dent departments, the Executive, Legislative, and Judi- 
cial. “But how to constitute and balance them so as 
best to guard against abuse and fluctuation, and preserve 
the Constitution from encroachments, are points on 
which there continues to be a great diversity of opin- 
ions, and on which we all have as yet much to learn.. 
The Constitution of: the United States has therefore 
instituted these departments, and much pains have been 
taken so to form and define them, as that they may 
operate as checks one upon the other, and keep each 
within its proper limits: it being universally agreed to 
be of the last importance to a free people, that those 
who are yested with Legislative, Executive, and Judi- 
cial powers should rest satisfied with their respective 
portions of power; and neither encroach on the provin. 
ces of each other, nor suffer themselves or the others to 
intermeddle with the rights reserved by the Constitu- 
tion to the people.” 7 

If, then, there can be no doubt of its propriety 
when applied toa Judge, in ordinary cases, how 
much more forcibly does it apply to an Envoy 
who concludes a treaty, which when ratified is to 
become the supreme law of the land; how strong- 
ly must the negotiation of so important and in 
many instances so difficult a business, be impressed 
on his mind! He will no doubt retain the journals’ 
of his proceedings and opinions, and perfectly re- 
collect the progress and termination of every pro- 
port which was compromised cr rejected. It must 

e difficult for him to forget the attempts to which 
Ministers are sometimes liable in condescending 
where their object is honorable; he will remem- 
ber what his opinions were upon particular points; 
and, whether they were successful or not, his gen- 
eral character may be that of not very easily yield- 
ing them. In short it is impossible for him to be 
that cool and unbiassed interpreter of the treaty 
which he otherwise might have been, had he not 
been concerned in concluding it. 

The Constitution contemplates an independent 
Judiciary. The public, therefore, will expect and 
have a right to demand, upon all questions, a fair 
and impartial. trial by Judges, whose minds aré 
open to conviction, and unprejudiced by party. 
opinions; by men who have not been concerned 
in forming a law or treaty, but who are totally 
unfettered by the recollection of what passed at 
the negotiation, or what might have been wished 
or expected by either party, as judges, candidly 
and impartially to determine upon every question 
that may come before them. =. : 

These reasons are certainly sufficient to convince 
any one that this provision is nécessary to the in- 
dependence of the Judges, and the pure and unbi- 
assed exposition of the laws; that unless it is done, 
their independence is a visionary and unfounded 
thing. Thatif the- Président can hold out to the... 
Judges the temptation of being Envoys, or of 
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giving them other offices, and that he still can 
continue them as Judges, that on any question in 
which the President or his friends, or the Govern- 
ment, may be concerned, it might have a tendency 
to influence them in opinion; that it was not fre- 
quently to be expected they would be unmindful 
from whom they received the presentappointments, 
or so entirely indifferent to their own, or the ad- 
vancement of their families as not sometimes to 
recollect that from the same source other and 
greater emoluments might in future be derived ; 
that ingratitude was not often the vice of public 
officers while their patron continued in power; that 
on subjects where his character, his feelings, or 
the public opinion of his acts were in question, our 
Judges might reasonably be expected not to be 
chargeable with apathy or inattention; and thatthe 
true way to assert the dignity of the President and 
the honor and independence of the Judges, was to 
place it out of the power of the one to offer, and 
the other to accept additional favors. 

That a Judge ought never to be absent from the 
United States, or be drawn from his official situa- 
tion and leave an undue proportion of its duties to 
be performed by the remainder of the bench ; that 
the number of Judges were exactly proportioned 
to the duties they were to perform; that to with- 
draw one and be incapable of supplying the va- 
cancy, was not only to require the inexecution of 
the laws in some parts of the Union, but to invi- 
diously harass the other, while a favorite or possi- 
bly too complying a Judge was sent to gratify his 
curiosity or indulge his taste on some agreeable 
or easy mission. 

That no man ought to hold two offices under 
the same Government, particularly where they 
were important; that most of the States had re- 
gulations to prevent this, and that nothing more 
contributed to the extravagance of a Government 
or the corruption and immorality of its citizens, 
than the power to heap many lucrative and per- 
haps useless offices on the same person; that it had 
a tendency to make them servile, to render them 
the tools and sycophants of. men in power, and to 
degrade the character of office. 

That in case of the impeachment of the Presi- 
dent of the United: States, the Chief Justice was 
to preside, and there was no provision in the Con- 
stitution to supply the vacancy: therefore, if an 
impeachment was to take place in his absence, it 
must remain undecided until the Chief Justice 
could be sent for; that this, if recollected by the 
Executive, should of itself have been an insupera- 
ble objection—in point of propriety, it always is so, 
but in point of delicacy it ought most strongly to 
have been so, because, here the President is the 
officer, and indeed the only one, who is implicated 
in the possibility of its inconvenience arising from 
absence of the Chief Justice. It is true it is to be 
presumed that the man who is elected by his coun- 
trymen to administer the important office of Pre- 
sident, will be always so wise and virtuous as to 
make it very unlikely an impeachment of him 
should take place—the thing, however is possible. 
In times of difficulty where opinions run high, and 
where those opinions are strongly divided between 


numerous and powerful parties, it is impossible to 
foretell what may happen. ..No man is said to be 
wise at all times, and our own experience and in- 
tercourse with the world must convince us that 
there are moments of enthusiasm, or of heat, or 
surprise, when the most cautious men are not quite 
so prudent as others. I will therefore ask, and do 
it with great deference, as the President.is the on- 
ly officer on whose trial the Chief Justice is to 
preside, or on whose impeachment his absence 
would be.a public inconvenience, is it not perhaps 
presuming too far on his own infallibility or inca- 
pacity to err, to send the only officer to a distant. 
country, ‘without whose presence, in case of an 
impeachment, a court could not be formed to try 
him? Iask it with deference, and am sure these 
observations must-have escaped the Executive, or 
the Chief Justice never would have been sent. 
To evince the absolute necessity of some pro- 
vision being made, it is to be observed that, as the 
law stands now, a Judge might not only accept 
any other appointment from the Executive of the 
Union, but he may accept them from the indivi- 
dual States, or, what is still more dangerous, from 
a foreign Power, and thus become the minion of 
the one or the. tool of the other, as circumstances 
or his own interest may prompt him. Few men 
will deny the necessity of some provision here, 
and that the present isan unwise and degrading 
situation for a national judiciary. Most of the 
States have carefully: guarded their tribunals 
against a danger of this kind. The State of South 
Carolina, to which I belong, is remarkably express 
on this subject. Aware of the necessity of an in- 
dependent judiciary, her constitution, in speaking 
of that department, has these words: “nor shall the 
Judges hold any other office of profit or trust un- 
der this State, the United States, or any other 
Power,” a prohibition not more complete or full 
than ought to exist. in the casesof the Federa 
Judges. oy 
The not preventing, by.the Constitution, the 
Judges from holding other offices may possibly be 
considered asan omission; it istrue,it mightas well 
have been there ; but when we examine the power 
given by the Constitution to Congress, to organize 
and establish the judicial courts—to fix. their sal-. 
aries, detail their duties, and arrange and alter the . 
system as they think proper, there can be no doubt 
we have a perfect right to pass. the bill I shall 
have had the honor to propose to you.. It does 
not go to prevent the President’s right to nomi- 
nate a Judge, but only to declare that ifa Judge ac- 
| cepts any other appointment he cannot continue 
a Judge; a limitation which the Legislature has 
most unquestionably a right to annex. To Con- 
gress is left the power to fix the number of Judges, - 
ascertain their duties and. the compensation they 
shall receive. They therefore clearly have the 
right to say that a Judge, on performing certain 
duties, shall receive a certain salary, but that if 
he does not perform them he shall not receive it; 
cases of sickness must of coursebe always except- 
ed. Congress havea right to declare by law, as 
I shall hereafter endeavor to induce them, that no 
man shall hereafter hold two offices, of profit and 
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Government, atthe same time. 
o question as to their right to pass 
and it would certainly reach the case 
idges. It couldnever:have been the inten- 
the Constitution, nor will the nature of our 
Government quietly admit.so great an impro- 
priety, as that.a man should hold an office, the du- 
ties of which he cannot, from his absence, perform, 
nor can anyother be appointed to. perform. them 
for him, and that this man should ‘nevertheless be 
authorized, ifhe please, to draw thesalary. Weare 
not quite so old, and not, I trust, quite so hackneyed 
in the arts of European Governments, as to bear 
this without a murmur, or to suffer it to grow into 
precedent without an attempt to correct it. 

If we recollect the manner in which our Judges 
are appointed, that circumstance alone should in- 
duce us to adopt every mode in our power toren- 
der them independent of the Executive... They 
are appointed by the President, and if the moment 
after they receive their commissions they were 
really sọ independent as to be completely out of his 
reach—that, no hope. of additional: favor, no at- 
tempt.to.caress.could be reasonably expected toin- 
fluence their opinions, yet.it is impossible for them 
ever to forget from whom they have received their 
present. elevation. . Hence th 
opinion, that.it was wrong to give the nomination 
af Jalea to the: President ; it is, however, deter- 
mined -by..the. Constitution, and while the right 
continues in him, it must.in some degree haye its 


effects on the good wishes and. influence of a 


Judge in his favor. He cannot hear anything re- 
specting him in quite so-unbiassed and impartial 
a manner, as he would was the President unknown 
to him, or had he not récéived any favor from him. 
It is our duty to guard-against any addition to this 
bias, which a Judge, from the nature of his appoint- 
ment, must inevitably feel in favor of the President: 

It is more particularly incumbenton us when we re- 


collect that our Judges claim the dangerous right | th: 


to question the constitutionality of the laws; and 
either to execute them or not, as they think proper ; 
a right in my judgment as unfounded and as dan- 
gerous as any that was ever attempted in a freegov- 


ernment; they however do exercise it, and while | 


they are suffered to do so, it is impossible to. say 
to whatextentitmightbecarried. Whatmight be 
the consequences,if the President could at any time 
get rid of obnoxious laws by persuading or in- 
fluencing the Judges to decide that they were un- 
constitutional, and ought not to be executed? It 
will be said this is arguing as if all our officers were 
corruptthat we should place no confidence in 
them—and was truly taking the dark side of the 
picture. To. this I answer that it is our duty to 
guard against every possibility of influence or cor- 
ruption—-hėnce springs the necessity of laws; if all 

. our officers were perfect, and all our citizens hon- 
est and virtuous, there would be no- occasion for 
them, but as‘it is the nature of men to err, and 
sometimes to be vicious, our laws are incompetent 
unless they are calculated to meet every contin- 
gency.: | 


A strange doctrine has lately been circulated, |. 


which it-is my duty to remark on—itis, that this 


ave always been of 


President. | 


same, 


bill is to be considered as a reflection on the Presi- 
dent for nominating a Chief Justice; and the Sen- 


ate for having confirmed it, and that the Senate, b 


agréeing to it, will join in the censure. Being al- 
ways ready to approve,-and to praise what is 
meritorious, it is with great reluctance I can ever 
be brought to censure—I have no: such intention 
at present. I can readily believe that many of the 
inconveniences I have mentioned may have es- 
caped the President.in the recent nomination.’ It 
is here I have always disliked it: I believe the 
general sentiment to be against it; but, be that as 
it may, no such reason ought ever to have weight 
in this House. If the thingis right, if it is now con- 


sidered as proper for us to say, that the Judges must 


stay at home, and be confined to their judicial du- 
ties, and hold no other offices while Judges, we 
should do it, and not consider whether it is pleas- 
ing or otherwise tothe President; he must under- 


| stand ‘public business too well toconsider it in the 


nature of a reflection. We every day alter exist- 
ing laws and regulations, without considering such 
changes as reflections on a preceding Legislature 
or President, and I should be sorry to suppose, 


that, while a bill,was under discussion, the fear of 


displeasing the Executive should ever be used as 
a reason for its rejection. -He has always a right 
to give his opinion in.the.exercise of his revision- 
ary authority, and when. he does, we will deliber-. 
ately and respectfully attend to it. One remark 
more, and J shall no longer trespass on the pa- 
tience of the House: it is, thata reason has been given 


i for leaving the President at liberty to send a Judge 
on any delicate or difficult mission, which I do not 


conceive reputable either to the political or liter- 
ary character of our country—it is said the Judges 


| may be the most able and qualified men the Pres- 
ident can find, and that being prevented from send- 


f them, he may sometimes be obliged to 
erior and less; important characters, and 
How farthe 


Tuurspay, March.6.. =; 

The Senaie took into consideration the amend- 
ment reported by the committee to whom was re- 
ferred the bill, entitled “ An act declaring the as- 
sent of Congress to certain acts of the States of 
Maryland and Georgia,” and having adopted the 


Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment, 9 apie tae i 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act for the relief of Thomas 
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Arnold,” was read the second time, and referred 
to Messrs. Foster, Goonauz, and GREENE, to 
consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill for the relief of Lyon Lehman was 
read the second time and referred to Messrs. Wat- 
son, Goopuus, and Lanapon, to consider and re- 
port thereon to the Senate. ; 

The bill further to amend the act, entitled “An 
act to establish the Judicial Courts of the United 
States,” was read the second time.’ , 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed the 12th of December last, to take into 
consideration that part of the Speech of the Pre- 
sident of the United States, which recommends a 
revision and amendment of the Judiciary system, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made on the 26th of February last, that 
an inquiry be had relative to a publication in 
a newspaper called the Aurora, on the 19th of the 
said month, 

On motion to amend the original motion, by 
prefacing it with these words: 


“Whereas the Constitution of the United States has 
expressly declared ‘That the powers not delegated to 
the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited 
by it to the States, are reserved to the States, respect- 
ively, or to the people ? - And whereas, to prevent any 
attempt being made on the part ofeither branch of Con- 
gress to define their own privileges, and exercise the 
game, as occasion or circumstances may, in their opinion, 
require, and to remove all doubt as to the extent and 
exercise of the privileges they are to enjoy, the Consti- 
tution has positively and expressly limited and defined 
the same, by declaring that each House shall be the 
judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications, of its 
own members; that they may compel the attendance 
of absent members, in such manner, and under such 
penalties, as each House may provide. That they may 
determine the rules of their proceedings ; punish the 
members for disorderly behaviour; and, with the con- 
currence of two-thirds, expel a member. That the 
members of both Houses shall, in all cases, except trea- 
son, felony, or breach of the peace, be privileged from 
arrest during their attendance at the session of their 
respective Houses, and in going to, and returning from, 
the same; and for any debate or speech in either House 
shall not be questioned in any other place :” 


A motion was made to strike out from the 
amendment the second clause, to wit: all that 
follows the word “ people ;” and it passed in the 
affirmative—yeas 21, nays 8, as follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Chipman, Day- 
ton, Foster, Franklin, Goodhue, Gunn, Hillhouse, Lat- 
imer, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Paine, 
Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, Watson, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, 
Langdon, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


And, on request, Mr. Prncxney had leave to 


withdraw the preceding part of the proposed 


amendment. 

_ And, the original motion being amended, a mo- 
tion was made to strike out all the words thereof 
after the words “Resolved, that,” line 1st, and to 
insert, in lieu thereof, the following words: 


“As the Constitution of the United States does not 


vest.in either branch of Congress. any other powers on 
the subject of privilege than those mentioned, and limit- 
ed, and defined therein, therefore; to assume any other 
privilege would be to diminish the rights of the people 
expressly reserved to them by the Constitution; to en- 
croach on the power given to the Judicial; to disparage 
the right of trial by jury ; and to establish ‘the danger- 
ous doctrine, that a single branch, without “control or 
interference, can, at their own will, and: in’ their own 
case, punish for reasons on which the Constitution has 
given them no power to decide ?” ELSA: 
And, after debate, the Senate adjourned.: `= 


Fripay, March 7. 


Resolved, That this House will, on Monday next, 
take into consideration the report of the committee 
on the bill, entitled “ An act to establish an ‘uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout ‘the Uni- 
ted States.” ; aie 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made yesterday, for amending the motion made 
on the 26th of February last, that an inquiry be 
had relative to a publication, of the 19th of said 
month, in a newspaper called the Aurora;.and 

A motion was made to strike out these words: 
“other powers on the subject of privilege than ` 
those mentioned, and limited, and defined therein; 
therefore, to assume any other privilege would be 
to diminish the rights of the people, expressly re- 
served to them by the Constitution ;”? and toin- 
sert the word “power” before the words “to en-. 
croach:” ge SE 

And, after debate, the Senate adjourned. 


Sarourpay, March 8. 


Mr. Livermore, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from. the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled“ An act respecting the Mint,” 
reported the bill without amendment, ~ 

The Senate resumed the consideration. of the 
motion made yesterday to strike out certain words 
from the motion of the preceding day, on the ori- 
ginal motion made on the 26th of February last, 
that an inquiry be had relative to a publication of 
the 19ih of the said month, in a newspaper called 
the Aurora. : en 

And, on the question to strike out, and.to. insert 
the word “power,” as stated yesterday, it: passed 
in the affirmative,—yeas 19, nays 8, as follows:. 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Foster, Franklin, 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Marshall, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, 
Tracy, Watson, and Wells. ; 

Nays—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, 
Langdon, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


And, on motion to strike out the original mo- 
tion, for the purpose of inserting the amendment 
as amended, it passed in the negative—yeas 8; 
nays 19, as follows: cae 

Yzas—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Cocke, Frank- 
lin, Langdon, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. <: 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Chipman, Fos- 
ter, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, 
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Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Paine, Read, Ross, Schure- 
man, Tracy; Watson, and Wells. 

So. the amendment was lost. - 

A_-motion was made to strike out, after the 
words “Resolved, that,” line first of the original 
motion, and insert, in lieu thereof, i 
{It be an instruction to the Committee of Privileges 
to inquire and report whether, in their opinion, the 
publication of the 19th of February, contained in the 
newspaper called the General Advertiser, or Aurora, is 
a seditious libel against the Senate of the United States ; 
and, if so, whether the Attorney General should be re- 
quested to prosecute the editor thereof for the printing 
and publishing the same.” 

And it was agreed to divide the motion, and 
that the question be taken on striking out; and 
which passed in the negative—yeas 8, nays 19, as 
follows: 

Yeas——Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Cocke, Frank- 
lin, Langdon, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Chipman, Dayton, Fos- 
ter, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Paine, Read, Ross Schure- 
man, Tracy, Watson, and Wells. 

So the motion was lost. 


And, on motion to agree to the original motion 
as amended; it passed in the affirmative—yeas 19, 
nays’8, as follows: 

Yas Messrs. Anderson, Chipman, Dayton, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Liv- 
ermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, 
Tracy, Watson, and Wells. : 

: Náåxs—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Cocke, Frank- 
lin, Langdon, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney: 
So it was . ; 

Resolved, That the Committee of Privileges be, 
and they are ‘hereby, directed to consider and re- 
port what measures it ‘will be proper for the Sen- 
ate to adopt, in relation to a publication in the 
newspaper, printed in the city of Philadelphia, on 
Wednesday morning the 19th of February, 1800, 
called the General Advertiser, or Aurora; in which 
it is asserted, that the bill prescribing the mode of 


deciding disputed elections of President and Vice | 


President of the United States had passed the 
Senate, when, in fact, it had not passed; in which 
it is also asserted, that the honorable Mr. Pinck- 
ney, a Senator from the State of South Carolina, 
and a member of the committee who brought be- 
fore the Senate the bill aforesaid, had never been 
consulted on the subject; whereas, in fact, he was 
present at each meeting of the committee; and, 


generally, to report what measures ought to be}. 


adopted in relation to sundry expressions contain- 
ed in said paper, respecting the Senate of the 
United States, and the members thereof, in their 
official capacity. 

Mr. Goonuus, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
fesentatives, entitled “An act to extend the time 
of payment of bonds given for duties of impost in 
certain cases,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. 

The Vice Presipent laid before the Senate a 
return from the Secretary for the Department of 


Treasury, of two abstracts of the. emoluments of 
the officers of the customs for the year 1799. 
Ordered, That they lie on the table. 


rha Mox»ay, March -10. 

Mr. Watson, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill for the relief of Lyon Lehman, re- . 
ported it-without amendment. we gh 

Ordered, That the consideration of the report 
of the. committee on the bill, entitled “An act 
to establish an uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” which was the or- 
der of this day, be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. Marsna.t presented the memorial of John 
Finnie, a collector of the revenue for the State of 
Kentucky, for additional compensation; which 
was read. A 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, prescribing the mode of deciding disputed 
elections of President and Vice President of the 
United States; and, after debate, 

‘Ordered, That it be recommitted to the original 
committee, further to consider and report thereon 
to the Senate; and that Mr. Nicno.as be added 
to the committee. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill to es- 
tablish an uniform mode of drawing jurors by lot, 
in-all the Courts of the United States; and, after 
debate, adjourned. 


Tuxrspay, March 11. 


Mr. Laurance presented the petition of Robin- 
son and Hartshorne, and others, merchants of New 


| York, requesting permission to export a quantity 


of gunpowder, for reasons therein stated; and the 


: petition’ was read and. referred -to “Messrs. LAU- 


RANCE, ‘Goopuue, and: Brnenam, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate..- 0000 Ao 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 10th of Februa- 
ry last, for the adjournment of the two Houses of 
Congress on the first Monday in April next; and, 

Resolved, That they do not concur therein. 

A motion was made that a committee be ap- 
pointed to inquire what laws will expire at the 
close of this session, or before the first Monday in 
December next, and make report thereof to the 
Senate. Sao 

Ordered, That Messrs. Tracy, BLOODWORTH 
and Curman, be the committee. 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the Senate 
took into consideration the report-of the commit- 
tee on the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives, entitled “An act to‘establish an uniform 
system of bankruptey throughout the United’ 
States;” and, - ey 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed until Thursday next. Dae 

The Senate resumed-the: consideration of the 
amendments reported- by the committee to the bill 
to establish an uniform mode of drawing jurors by 
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lot, in all the Courts of the United States; and, 
on motion to postpone the further considera- 
tion thereof until the next session of-Congress, 
it passed in the affirmative—ycas 14, nays 8, as 
follows: 

Yxuas—Messrs. Anderson, Chipman, Dayton, Fos- 
ter, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, 
Lloyd, Paine, Ross, Schureman, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, 
Franklin, Greene, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

On motion that a committee be appointed to 
inquire whether any, and what, amendments are 
necessary in the act to establish the Judicial Courts 
of the United States, particularly the provision in 
said act for summoning jurors to serve in the 
Courts of the United States; and to report by bill 
or otherwise : 

Ordered, That this motion lie for consideration. 


‘Wepnespay, March 12. 


The Vice Presipent laid before the Senate a 
report from the Secretary for the Department of 
War, on the petition of Jonas Fauche, for services 
for a troop of dragoons late under his command 
in the State of Georgia; which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

The motion made yesterday for a committee to 
inquire what amendments are necessary in the act 
to establish the Judicial Courts of the United 
States, was resumed and adopted; and, 

Ordered, That Messrs. Curpman, LAURANCE, 
Awnperson, Nicolas, and FRANKLIN, be the com- 
mittee. f 

Mr. Brnenam, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives, entitled “An act to allow a drawback of 
duties on goodsexported to New Orleans,and there- 
in to amend the act, entitled ‘An act to regulate 
the collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” 
reported the bill without amendment. 

On motion it was agreed to amend the bill, and 
that it pass to the third reading as amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act for the relief of Campbell 
Smith ;” also, a bill, entitled “ Anact to alter and 
establish sundry post roads ;” in which bills they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and, by unan- 
imous consent, it was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. Nichotas, Reap, ANDERSON, 
Laurance, and Ross, to consider and report there- 
on to the Senate. 


The bill first mentioned in the message was read į. 


and ordered to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, enti- 
tled “An act to extend the time of payment of 
bonds given for duties of imposts in certain cases. 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 

_The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill for the relief of Lyon Lehman, and it was or- 
dered to the third reading. 


‘The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made on the 10th of February last, respect- 
ing a return of imports and exports, which was 
amended and agreed to, and, 

Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate of 
the 10th of February, 1796, so far ‘as it requires 
from the Secretary of the Treasury a yearly state- 
ment of the exports and imports of the United 
States, to and from eacli foreign nation, shall be, 
and the same is hereby, rescinded. a 

Ordered, That.the return from the Secretary 
for the Department of Treasury, of two abstracts 
of the emoluments of the officers of the customs 
for the year 1799, be referred to Messrs. Goopaus, 
Bincuam, and Laurance, to consider and report- 
thereon, by bill or otherwise. ee 


Tuurspay, March 13. 


The bill. sentfrom the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act for the relief of Campbell Smith,” 
was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Gunn, Hitinouse, and Laurance, to consider and 
report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to allow a drawback of duties on 
goods exported to New Orleans, and therein, to 
amend the act, entitled ‘An act to regulate the 
collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” was 
read the third time. Ba ae 

Resolved, That this bill pass as amended. 

The bill for therelief of Lyon Lehman was read 
the third time; and, on the question to agree to 
the final passage of this bill, it passed in the 
negative. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill, enti- 
tled “An act declaring the assent of Congress. to 
certain acts of the States of Maryland and Georgia,” 
with an amendment, in which they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate. 7 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to their 
amendmentto the bill last mentioned; whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Senate do agree to the 
amendment to the amendment. i 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the Senate 
resumed the second reading of the bill, entitled 
“ An act to establish an uniform system of bank- 
ruptcy throughout the United States ;” and, after 
progress, ; 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 


Frivay, March 14. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act to prevent the interference 
of any military force in certain elections” also, a 
bill, entitled “An act to alter the times of holding 
the district court in North Carolina;” in which 
bills they desire the concurrence of the Senate— 
they disagree to the amendments of the Senate 
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ter; he having, by unavoidable casualty, lost his 
baggage, which includes vouchers, as he states, to 
the amount for which he stands charged. 

The memorial was read and referred to Messrs. 


to the bill, entitled “An act to allow a drawback 
of duties On’goods exported to New Orleans, and 
therein. to’amend the act, entitled ‘An act to 
regulatè the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage.” E _ . | Anpzrson, Tracy, and Dayron, to consider and 
a The Senate resumed the second reading of the | report thereon to the Senate. « | 
bill, entitled “An act to. establish an uniform| Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was re- 
systém of bankruptcy throughout the United | committed the bill prescribing the mode of decid- 
States.” _ , : ing disputed elections of President and Vice Pre- 
On motion to strike out from the clause, section | sident of the United States, reported amendments, 
Ist, lines 4th and 5th, “that from and after the 1st | which were read. 
day of June next, if any merchant or other person,” | Ordered, That they lie on the table. 
the words “or other person :” Mr. FRANKLIN, from the committee to whom 
It passed in the negative—yeas 13, nays 15, as | was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
follows: resentatives, entitled “ An act to alter the times of 
Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, | holding the district court in North Carolina,” re- 
Brown, Cocke, Dayton, Franklin, Goodhue, Hillhouse, ported the bill without amendment, and, by unan- 
Langdon, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. imous consent, it was read the third time and 
Nars-—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Foster, Greene, | passed. 
Gunn, Laurance, Livermore, Marshall, Paine, Read,}| The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
Ross, Schureman, Tracy, Watson, and Wells. bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 
And, after progress, it was agreed that the fur-| titled “An act to extend the time of payment of 
ther. consideration of the bill be postponed until | bonds given for duties of imposts in certain cases,” 
Monday next. and on the question to agree to the third reading of 
Mr. Dayton, from the Committee of Privileges, the bill, it passed in the negative; so the bill was 
to whom it was referred, on the 8th instant, to lost. ; 
consider and report what measures will be proper | . A message from the House of Representatives 
to adopt in relation to a publication in the news- informed the Senate that the House have passed 
paper printed in the city of Philadelphia, on Wed- a bill, entitled “An act to fix the compensation of 
nesday morning, the 19th of February last, called the Paymaster General, and assistants to the Ad- 


the General Advertiser, or Aurora, made. report ; jutant General,” in which they desire the concur- 
which was read. ; rence of the Senate. 


“Ordered, That it lie on the table. The bill was read and ordered to the second 


‘Mr. Hittuovse, from the committee to whom partie ook i ideration th | 
was referred the Message of the President. of the} . 1 or Eis fog an Consiceranon tae tee 
United States, of the Sth of January last, together tion of the Fiouse o epresentatives disagreeing 


with the report of the Director of the Mint, of the to the amendments of the Senate to the bill, en- 
Ist of said month, made report, which was read. titled “An act to allow a drawback of duties on 


Ordered, That it lie on the table.” =.. | goods exported to New Orleans, and therein to 
The bill first mentioned in the message from amend the act, entitled í An cies regulate the 

e of Representatives of this day was read AION: OL s on Imports ana tonnage. 
the. House of Repres z ESRI Resolved, That the Senate insist on their amend- 


and ordered to the second reading. ig ne h 
The other bill mentioned in the said message, | Ments, ask a conterence thereon, and that Messrs, 
*| BincHam and Goopxuvue be managers at the same 


and brought up for concurrence, was read ; and, by 
unanimous consent, it was read the second time, on Pe z of ae Sonae. PETAEN 
and referred to Messrs. FRANKLIN, BLOODWORTH, | of ny Ache Secon f Joseph R SE a J others 
and Livermore, to consider and report thereon to | Teterred tae pew al of Joseph, ussel and others, 
` made report, which was read, and ordered to lie 
the Senate. ; 2 

on the table. 


The Senate took into consideration the me-| The Senate took into consideration the report 
morial of John Finnie, presented the 10th instant. | of the committee on the petition of Jeremiah Yel- 
Ordered, That it-be referred to the Secretary | Jott, which is, that the prayer of the petitioner is 
of the Department of Treasury, to consider and | reasonable; and the report was adopted. 
report thereon to the Senate. Ordered, That the committee who made the 
report be instructed to bring in a bill accord- 
ingly. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 
titled “An act to establish an-uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States” 

On motion to insert, in section Ist, line 46, after 
the word “ provided,” the following words: “ that. 
this act shall not be-construed to extend to far- 
mers, graziets, drovers, tavernkeepers, or manufac- 
turers,” it passed in the negative——yeas 12, nays 
14, as follows: 


_ Monpay, March 17. 


The bill; sent from the House of Representa- 
tives. entitled “An act to prevent the interference 
of any military force in certain elections,” was 
reid the second time, and referred to Messrs. Dex- 
rer, Ross, and Dayron, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. ; 

Mr. Anerson presented the memorial of Paul 
M'Dermott, praying to be discharged from certain 
sums for which he is held accountable as paymas- 
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Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Lang- 
‘don, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dexter, Foster, 
Greene, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Read, 
Ross, Schureman, Tracy and Wells. 

On motion to insert, in section Ist, line 9th, af- 
ter the word “ dollars,” the following words, “ con- 
tracted by such dealings,” it passed in the negative, 
—yeas 12, nays 13, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Goodhue; Hillhouse, Lang- 
don, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

Naxs—Messrs. Chipman, Dexter, Foster, Greene, 
Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd,.Marshall, Read, Ross, 
Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

On motion to strike out of the proviso, in the 
6th section, line 29th, the following words: “two 
hundred,” and to insert “ fifty,” it passed in the 
negative—yeas 10, nays 14, as follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Brown, Cocke, 
Franklin, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Langdon, Mason, and 
Nicholas. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dexter, Foster, 
Greene, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Read, 
Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 


Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed. 


Tuespay, March 18. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives for concurrence, entitled “ An act to fix the 
compensation of the Paymaster General, and as- 
sistants to the Adjutant General,” was read the 
second time and referred to Messrs. Gunn, Day- 
ron, and Ross, to consider and report thereon to 
the Senate. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to the 
conference proposed by the Senate, on the amend- 
ments to the bill, entitled “ An act to allow a draw- 
back of duties on goods exported to New Orleans, 
and therein to amend the act, entitled ‘An act to 
regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage,” and have appointed managers at the 
same on their part. 


The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the Committee of Privileges, on the measures 
that will be necessary to adopt in relation to a 
publication in the newspaper, printed in the city 
of Philadelphia, on Wednesday morning, the 19th 
of February last, called the General Advertiser, or 
Aurora; and, 

On motion to adopt the first resolution reported, 
it was agreed to divide the motion, and that the 
question should be taken on the following words: 


Resolved, That the said publication contains asser- 
tions, and pretended information, respecting the Senate, 
and the Committee of the Senate, and their proceedings, 
which are false, defamatory, scandalous, and malicious ; 
tending to defame the Senate of the United States, and 
to bring them into contempt and disrepute, and to ex- 


cite against them the hatred of the good people of the 
United States. 


And, on the question, to adopt this part of the 


resolution, reported by the committee, it passed in 


rn 
an A RS 


the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 8, as follows: 
Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Brown, Chip- 
man, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, 
Hillhouse, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, Read, 
Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells.. ; . 
Naxs—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Cocke, Frank- 
lin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, and Nicholas. 


Wepnespay, March 19, =: 


The Vice Presipent communicated a letter 
from James Warson, a Senator from the State of 
New York, resigning his seat in the Senate; which 
was read. f 

Resolved, That the Vice President be requested 
to notify the Executive of the State of New York, 
that James Watson hath resigned .his seat in the 
Senate. Model acne 

Mr. Gunn, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Campbell Smith,” reported an amendment, which 
was read. i 

Ordered, That the report lie on the table. . 

Mr. Bincuam presented the memorial of ‘the 
select and common council of the city of Philadel- 
phia, stating their exposed situation to pestilence, 
and the necessity of general laws on the subject of 
quarantine; and the memorial was read.. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committeé 
appointed the 27th of February last, on the subject, 
to consider and report thereon to the Senate; and 
that Mr. Luoyp be added to the committee. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have -passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to extend the privileges of 
obtaining patents for useful discoveries and inven- 
tions to certain persons therein mentioned, and to 
enlarge and define the penalties for violating. the 
rights of patentees;” a bill, entitled “An act to en- 
able the President of the United States to borrow 
money for the public service;” and a bill, entitled 
“An act supplemental to the act, entitled ‘An act 
for an amicable settlement of limits with the State 
of Georgia, and authorizing the establishment ofa 
Governmentin the Mississippi Territory; in which 
bills they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 


The Senate resumed the consideration ‘of the 
report of the Committee of Privileges, on the mea- 
sures proper to adopt in relation to a publication 
in the newspaper called the Aurora, of the 19th of 
February last; and it wasagreed toamend thesecond 
member of the first resolution reported, as follows: 
“and that the said publication is a high breach of 
the privileges. of this House;” and, on the ques- 
tion to agree thereto, as amended, it was determined 
in the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 11, as follows:.: 

Yeas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dexter, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Paine, Read Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and 
Wells. a ; 

Nays — Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
‘Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason; 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. y 
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The bills-yesterday brought up from the House 
of Representatives, for concurrence, were read, and 
ordered‘to.the second reading. =. : : 

Mr. Goopuve, from the committee to whom 
was'referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act to continue in force 
“Anact concerning certain fisheries of the United 
States, and for the regulation and government of 
the fishermen employed therein, and for other pur- 
poses, as therein mentioned,” reported the bill with- 
out amendment. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the re- 
port of the Committee of Privileges, on the mea- 
sures proper to be adopted in relation to a publica- 
tion of the 19th of February last, in the newspa- 
per called the Aurora; and it was agreed to fill 
the blanks in the second resolution reported, with 
the words “ Monday 24th, twelve o’clock,” and, at 
the close of the resolution, with the words “twenty- 
second ;” and, 

On motion, to adopt this part of the report, as 
follows: ‘ 


‘Resolved, That William Duane, now residing in the 
city of Philadelphia, the editor of the said newspaper 
called the General Advertiser, or Aurora, be, and he is 
hereby, ordered to atterid at the bar of this House, on 
Monday; the 24th day of March inst., at 12 o’clock, at 
which time he will have opportunity to make any proper 
defence for his conduct, in publishing the aforesaid false, 
defamatory, scandalous, and malicious assertions, and 
pretended information: and the Senate will then pro- 
ceed to take furtherorder on the subject; and a copy of 
this-and the foregoing resolution, under the authentica- 
tion of the Secretary of the Senate of the United States, 
and attested: as'a true copy by James Mathers, Ser- 
geant-at-Arms for the said Senate, and left by the said 
Sergeant-at-Arms with the said William Duane, or at 
the office of the Aurora, on orbefore the twenty- 
second day of March instant, shall:be deemed sufficient 
notice for the said Duane to attend in obedience to this 
résolution : 


_ It passed in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 10, as 
follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dexter, 
Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Laurance, 
Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, 
and Wells, ` 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, 
and Pinckney. 


So the report ofthe committee was adopted, as 
follows: f 


Whereas, on the 19th day of February, now last past, 
the Senate of the United States, being in session, in the 
city of Philadelphia, the following publication was made 
in the newspaper, printed in the said city of Philadel- 
phia, called the General Advertiser, or Aurora, viz: 


“In our paper of the 27th ult. we noticed the intro- 
duction of a measure into the Senate of the United States, 
by Mr. Ross, calculated to influence and affect the ap- 
proaching Presidential election, and to frustrate, in a 
particular manner, the wishes and interests of the peo- 
ple of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

« We this day lay before the public a copy of that bill 
as it has passed the Senate. 


“ Some curious facts are connected with this measure, 
and the people of the Union at large are intermediately, 
and the people. of this State immediately, interested to 
consider the movements, the mode of operation, and the 
effects. vin 

«We noticed a few days ago the caucuses (or secret 
consultations) heldin the Senate Chamber. An attempt 
was made in-an evening paper to give a counteraction 
(for these people are admirable at the system of intrigue) 
to the development of the Aurora, and to call those 
meetings jacobinical; we must cordially assent to the 
jacobinism of those meetings—they were in the perfect 
spirit of a jacobinical conclave. 

“The plain facts we stated are, however, unquestion- 
able ; but we have additional information to give on the 
subject of those mectings. We stated, that intrigues 
for the Presidential election were among the. objects; 
we now state it as a fact that cannot be disputed upon 
fair ground, that the bill we this day present was dis- 
cussed at the caucus on Wednesday evening last. 

“Jt is worthy of remark how this bill grew into ex- 
istence. : 

,“ The opponents of independence and republican 
Government, who supported Mr. Ross in the contest 
against Governor M’Kean, are well known by the inde- 
cency, the slander, and the falsehood of the measures 
they pursued—and it is well known that they are all 
devoted to the Federal party, which we dissected on 
Monday. Mr. Ross proposed this bill in the Federal 
Senate, (how consistently with the decency of his friends 
will be seen ;) a committee of five was appointed to pre- 
pare a bill on the subject: on this committee, Mr. Pinck- 
ney, of South Carolina, was appointed. On Thursday 
morning last (the caucus held the preceding evening) 
Mr. Ross informed Mr. Pinckney that the committee 
had drawn up a bill on the subject, when in fact Mr. 
Pinckney had never been consulted on the subject, 
though a member of the committee! The bill was in- 
troduced and passed as below. ; 

“On this occasion it may not be impertinent to in- 
troduce an anecdote which will illustrate the nature of 
caucuses, and show that our popular Government may, 
in the hands of a faction, be as completely abused as the 
French Constitution has been, by the self-created Con- 


-suls: : 


+ 


“In the Summer session of 1798, when Federal thun- 
der and violence were belched from the pestiferous lungs 
of more than one despotic minion, a caucus was held at 
the house of Mr. Bingham, in this city. It was com- 
posed of members of the Senate, and there were present 
seventeen members. The Senate consisting of thirty- 
two members, this number was of course a majority, and 
the session was a full one. : 


«“ Prior to deliberation on the measures of war, navy, 
army, democratic proscription, é&e., it was proposed, and 
agreed to, that all the members present should solemnly 
pledge themselves to act firmly upon the measures to be 
agreed upon by the majority of the persons present at 
the caucus. j 

“The measures were perfectly in the high tone of 
that extraordinary session. But upon'a division of the 
caucus it was found that they were divided, nine against 
eight. This majority, however; held the minority to 
their engagement, and the whole seventeen voted in 
Senate upon all the measures discussed at the caucus. 

“Thus it is seen that a secret self-appointed meeting 
of seventeen persons dictated laws to the United States, 
and not only that nine:of that seventeen had the full 
command and power-over the consciences and votes of 
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the other eight, but that nine. possessed, by the turpi- 
tude of the eight, actually all the power which the Con- 
stitution declares shall. be vested in the majority only. 
In other words, a minority of nine members of the 
Senate ruled the other twenty-three members. i 

“Jt is easily conceivable, as in the recent changes in 
France, that this spirit of caucusing may be conducted 
in progression down to two or three persons; thus.three 
leading characters may agree to act upon measures ap- 
proved by any two of them; these three may add two 
others, and they would be a majority of five ; and those 
adding four others would be.a majority of nine; and 
this nine possess all the power of a majority of twenty- 
three! 

“Yet such is the way we are treated by those who 
call themselves Federalists. 

“ The following bill is an offspring of this spirit of fac- 
tion secretly working ; and it will be found to be in per- 
fect accord with the outrageous proceedings of the same 
party in our State Legislature, who are bent on depriv- 
ing this State of its share in an election that may in- 
volve the fate of the country and posterity.” 


Resolved, That the said publication contains assertions 
and pretended information, respecting the Senate, and 
the Committee of the Senate and their proceedings, 
which are false, defamatory, scandalous, and malicious, 
tending to defame the Senate of the United States, and 
to bring them into contempt and disrepute, and to ex- 
cite against them the hatred of the good people of the 
United States: and that the said publication is a high 
breach of the privileges of this House. 

Resolved, That William Duane, now residing in the 
city of Philadelphia, the editor of the said newspaper 
called the General Advertiser, or Aurora, be, and he is 
hereby, ordered to attend at the bar of this House on 
Monday, the 24th day of March, inst., at 12 o’clock, at 
which time he will have opportunity to make any pro- 
per defence for his conduct, in publishing the aforesaid 
false, defamatory, scandalous, and malicious, assertions 
and pretended information; and the Senate will then 
proceed to take further order on the subject: and a copy 
of this and the foregoing resolution, under the authen- 
tication of the Secretary of the Senate of the United 
States, and attested as a true copy by James Mathers, 
Sergeant-at-Arms for the said Senate, and left by the 
said Sergeant-at-Arms with the said William Duane, or 
at the office of the Aurora, on or before the twenty- 
second day of March, instant, shall be deemed sufficient 
notice for the said Duane to attend in obedience to this 
resolution. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill, entitled “ An act for the relief of John Collet,” 
in which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill mentioned in the message was read, and 
ordered to the second reading. 


The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, enti- 
tled “An act to establish an uniform system of 
bankruptey throughout the United States.” 

On motion, to strike out the proviso, at the end 
of the tenth section, as follows: 


Provided, always, That in case of a bona fide purchase, 
made before the issuing of the commission from or un- 
der such bankrupt, for a valuable consideration, by any 
person having no knowledge, information, or notice, of 
any act of bankruptcy committed, such purchase shall 
not be invalidated, or impeached :” 


It passed in the negative—yeas 10, nays 18, as 
follows: . PE : 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Langdon, Nicholas, 
and Pinckney. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dex- 
ter, Foster, Franklin, Greene, Gunn, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Marshall, Mason, Paine, Read, Ross, 
Schureman, and Tracy. 

On motion to strike out the word “rest,” sec- 
tion 30th, line 27th, and to insert in lieu.thereof 
the word “vest” it passed in the negative--yeas 
12, nays 15, as follows: Eor 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Goodhue, Hillhouse;: Lang- 
don, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. ; 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Daytoni; Dex- 
ter, Greene, Gunn, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Mar- 
shall, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, and Tracy. 


Friday, March 21, 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to extend the privileges of ob- 
taining patents for useful discoveriesandinventions, 
to certain persons therein mentioned, and to en- 
large and define the penalties for violating the rights 
of patentees,” was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to Messrs. Livermore, Parnes, and MAR- 
SHALL, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. eras 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act supplemental to the act, 
entitled “An act for an amicable settlement of 
limits with the State of Georgia, and authorizing 
the establishment of a Government in the Missis- 
sippi Territory,” was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to Messrs. Gunn, Ross, and Dexter, to 
consider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act to enable the President of 
the United States to borrow money for the public 
service,” was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Reap, Bincuam, and HiLLHOUSE, to con- 
sider and report thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sentfrom the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act for the relief of John Collet,” 
was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Goopuvr, Bincuam, and Laurance, to consider 
and report thereon to the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment, reported by the committee, to the bill, entitled 
“An act for the relief of Campbell Smith ;” and, 
having agreed thereto, the bill was ordered to the 
third reading as amended. : 

Mr. Foster, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “An act for the relief of Tho- 
mas Arnold,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. 

Ordered, That the Committee of Privileges 
prepare and lay before the Senate a form of pro- 
ceedings in the case of William Duane. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill pré- 
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6dé of deciding disputed elections 
nd’ Vice President of ‘the United 
ving agreed thereto, the bill was or- 
» third reading as amended. 


on oan next, ask leave ‘to. bring in a bill to 
alter hetime of holding the district courtsin Rhode 


SATURDAY, March 22. 


Mr. Dayton, from the Committee of Privileges, 
to whom it was referred to prepare and lay before 
the: Senate a form of proceedings in. the case of 
William Duane, reported in part; which report 
was read, amended, and agreed to, as follows: 

When William Duane shall preseut himself at the 
bar ofthe House, in obedience to the order of the 20th 
inst, the President of the Senate i is to address him as 
follows : 

Ist. William Duane: 

‘You stand charged by the Senate of the United States, 
as editor of the newspaper called the’ General Adver- 
tiser, or’ Aurora, of having published in the same, on 
the 19th of February, now last past, false, scandalous, 
defamatory, and malicious assertions, and pretended in- 
formation, respecting the said Senate and Committee of 
the Senate, and their proceedings, tending to defame the 
Senate of the United: States, and to bring them into 
contempt: and disrepute, and to excite against them the 
hatred of the good people of the United States ; and 
therein to have been guilty of a high breach of the pri- 
vileges of this House. 

-Then the Secretary shall read the resolutions of the 
Senate, passed the 20th instant, with the preamble ; 
after which the President is to “proceed ‘as follows, viz : 
ou anything to say in excuse or exten- 
uation for said publication? 

Adly. If he shall make‘no answer, the: Sergeant-at- 
Arms shall take him into custody; and ‘retire with him 
from the Senate Chamber until the Senate shall be ready 
for a decision, at which time the Sergeant-at-Arms shall 
again set him at the bar of the House, and the Presi- 
dent. of the Senate is to pronounce to him the decision. 

3dly. If he shall answer, he is to continue at the bar 
of the House until the testimony (if any be adduced) 
shall be closed, and he shall retire while the Senate are 
deliberating on. the case ; and when a decision is agreed 
upon, the said Duane, being notified of the time by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, verbally, or by a written notice left at 
his office, shall appear at the bar of the House, and the 
President of the Senate is to pronounce to him the de- 
cision. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act for the relief of Campbell 
Smith, ” was read the third time. 

‘Resolved, That this bill pass as.amended. 


Monpay, March 24. 

..The Vics Preswenr communicated a letter, 
signed William Duane, requesting to be heard by 
counsel, and have process awarded to compel the 
attendance of witnesses in his behalf, on the sum- 
mons served on -him the 22d inst., for a high breach 
of the privileges of the Senate; which letter was 
read. 


A motion. wasmadethat William Duane be per- 
mitted to be heard by. counsel, agreeably to his 
request; and,after debate, the said William Duane 
appeared at the bar of the: House, agreeably to the 
summons of the 22d instant ; a return thereon hav- 
ing been made in the words following : 


“Crry or Purzapzrrara, March 21; 1800. 
Then I, the subscriber, Sergeant-at-Arms for the Sen- 
ate of the United States, left a true and attested copy of 
the within at the office of the Aurora. 
JAMES MATHERS. 


And the charge against thesaid William Duane 
having. been read, he repeated his request to. be 
heard by counsel. 

On which he was. ordered to withdraw, and a 
motion was made as follows: 

Resolved, That William Duane be permitted to be 
heard by counsel, he having appeared, agreeably to the 
order of the Senate, and requested that he might be 
heard by counsel. 

On which a motion was made to strike out all 
the motion subsequent to the word “Duane,” and 
insert: 


Having appeared at the bar of the Senate and re 
quested to be heard: by counsel, on the charge against 
him for a breach of privileges of the. Senate, he be- al- 
lowed the assistance of counsel while personally at- 
tending at the bar of the Senate; who may be heard in 
denial of any facts charged against said Duane, or in 
excuse and extenuation of his offence. 


And it was agreed to divide the motion, and 
that the question "be taken on striking out ; which 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 11, as fol- 
lows: 

Yeras—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dex- 
ter, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laur- 
ance, Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, 
Tracy,: and: Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs, Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Meshal Mason, 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


A motion was made to amend he o a 
by striking out these words “he be allowed the 
assistance of counsel while personally attending 
the bar of the Senate; who may beheard in denial 
of any facts charged against said Duane, or in ex- 
cuse and extenuation of his offence;” and to insert 
“he be permitted to have assistance of counsel for 
his defence ;” and it was agreed to divide the mo- 
tion, and that the question should betaken on strik- 
ing out, which passed in the negative—yeas 10, 
nays 18, as follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, 
and Nicholas. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dex- 
ter, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Lau- 
rance, Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Schure- 
man, Tracy, and Wells. ae 

And, on the question -to agree to the original 
amendment, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 21, 
nays 8, as follows: = > 

Yras--Messis. Baldwin, Bingham, Bloodworth, Chip- 
man, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, Franklin, Goodhue 
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Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance,Livermore, Lloyd, 
Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs, Anderson, Brown, Cocke, Langdon, 
Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

And the question being taken on the motion as 
amended, it was - 5 

Resolved, That William Duane having appear- 
ed at the bar of the Senate, and requested to be 
heard by counsel, on the charge against him for 
a breach of privileges of the Senate, he be allow- 
ed the assistance of counsel while personally at- 
tending at the bar of the Senate, who may be heard 
in denial of any facts charged against said Duane, 
or in excuse and extenuation of his offence. 

A motion was made that it be an instruction to 
the Committee of Privileges to report in what 
manner witnesses shall be compelled to attend the 
Senate in support of the charge against William 
Duane, and in his defence against that charge. 

And, after debate, the further consideration there- 
of was postponed. 

Resolved, Thata copy ofthe resolution lastagreed 
to be sent to William Duane, and, at the same time, 
he be ordered to attend at the bar of this House at 
12 o’clock, on Wednesday next. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled, “ An act for the relief of the Cor- 
poration of Rhode Island College ;” also a bill, en- 
titled “ An act supplementary to the act to regu- 
late trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, 
and to preserve peace on the frontiers ;” in which 
bills they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 


Tuerspay, March 25. 


Mr. Dexter, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives, entitled “An act to prevent the interference 
of any military force in certain elections,” report- 
ed the bill without amendment. 

Mr. Reap, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred the bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act to enable the President of 
the United States to borrow money for the public 
service,” reported the bill without amendment. 

The two bills yesterday brought up from the 
House of Representatives for concurrence were 
read and ordered to the second reading. 

The bill prescribing the mode of deciding dispu- 
ted elections of President and Vice President of 
the United States was read the third time. 

On motion to strike out the ten first sections, and 
insert— 

‘Whereas, on an election of President and Vice Pres- 
ident of the United States, questions may arise whether 
an Elector has been appointed in a mode authorized 
by the Legislature of his State or not: Whether the 
time at which he was chosen, and the day he gave his 
vote, were those determined by Congress: Whether he 
were not at the time a Senator or Representative of the 
United States, or held an office of trust or profit under 
the United States: Whether one at least of the persons 
he has voted for is an inhabitant of a State other than 
his own: Whether the Electors voted by ballot, and 
have signed, certified, and transmitted to the President 


of the Senate.a list of all the persons voted for, and the 
number of votes for each: Whether the persons. voted 
for are natural born citizens, orwere citizens of the 
United States at the time of the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, were thirty-five years old, and had been four- 
teen years resident within the United States: And the 
Constitution of the United States having directed that 
“the President of the Senate shall, in the: presence of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, open all the 
certificates, and that the votes shall then be. counted,” 
from which the reasonable inference and practice has 
been that they are to be counted by the members com- 
posing the said Houses, and brought therë for that 
office, no other being assigned them; and inferred*the 
more reasonably, as thereby the Constitutional weight 
of each State in the election of those high. officers:is ex- 
actly preserved in the tribunal which is to judge of its 
validity: the number of Senators and Representatives 
from each State, composing the said tribunal, being ex- 
actly that of the Electors of the same State: | i 
Sec. 1. Beit enacted by the Senate and House. of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That whensoever the members of the 
Senate and House of Representatives shall be assembled 
for the purpose of having the certificates of the Electors 
of the several States opened and counted, the names of 
the several States shall be written on different and sim- 
ilar tickets of paper and put into a ballot. box, out of 
which one shall be drawn at atime; and so soon as one 
is drawn, the packet containing the certificates of that 
State shall be opened by the President of the Senate, 
and shall then be read, and then shall be read. also the 
petitions, depositions, and other papers and documents, 
concerning the same ; and ifno exception is taken there- 
to, the votes contained in such certificates shall be count- 
ed, but if the votes, or any of them, shall be objected 
to, the members present shall, on the question propound- 
ed by the President of the Senate, decide, without de- 
bate, by yea or nay, whether such vote or votes are 
Constitutional or not; and the votes of one State being 
thus counted, another ticket shall be drawn from. the 
ballot box, and the certificate, and the votes of the Elect- 
ors of the State drawn, shall be proceeded on: as before 
directed ; and so on, one after another, until the whole of 
the votes shall be counted; and if the counting cannot 
be completed in one day, the members of the said two 
Houses may adjourn from day to day until it be com- 
pleted.” eee 
A division of the question was called for, and 
that it first be taken on striking out. l 
A motion was made to strike out of section Ist, 
lines 10 and 11, these words: “and. finally to de- 
cide,” and to insert “into and report upon ;” and a 
division of the motion was called for, and that the 
question be first taken on striking out; which pass- 
ed in the negative—yeas 11, nays 18, as follows': 
Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason. 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. vod 
Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dexter, 
Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, Loyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tra- 
cy, and Wells. big Mis 
A motion was made to strike out the 7th section; 
and after debate, ee Sp Te 
Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill at this time be postponed. es 
A message from the House of Representatives 
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n-act to alter the form of certain 
affirmations directed to be taken by 
titled ‘An act providing for the. second 
ör enumeration of the inhabitants of the 
nited “States ;” also, “ Resolutions in honor of 
the conduct of Captain Thomas Truxtun, the offi- 
céts, seamen, and marines, of the Constellation 
frigate, and of James Jarvis, a. midshipman, who 
was lost in the late action with the French ship 
of war La Vengeance;” in which bill and resolu- 
tions they desire the. concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. Dayton, from the Committee of Privileges, 
to whom it was referred to prepare and lay before 
the Senate a form: of proceedings in the case of 
William Duane, reported in part: and the report 
was read." : 

Ordered,. That it lie for consideration. 


‘Wenpnespay, March 26. 

The Vice Presipent communicated a letter sign- 
ed William Duane, stating that he -had received 
“an authenticated copy of the resolution of Mon- 
day last in his case,” and enclosing certain papers 
stated to be a correspondence between him and 
his intended counsel, marked A, B, and ©, and 
that he finds-himself.“ deprived of all professional 
assistance under the restrictions which the Senate 
have thought fit to adopt. ` He therefore thinks 
himself bound, by the most sacred duties, to decline 
any further voluntary attendance upon that body, 
and to leave them to pursue such measures in this 
case, as in their wisdom they may deem meet;” and 
the letter: was.read. ; ae 

On motion that the papers referred to in the 
letter be read, it passed in the negative. 

On- motion, the Senate took into: consideration 
the report of the Committee of Privileges, who 
were ordered to prepare and lay before the Senate 
a form of proceedings in the case of William Du- 
ane; and, after debate, 

The order of the day was called for. - 

Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms, at the 
bar of the House,docall William Duane. And the 
said William Duane did not appear. Where- 


upon ; 

P Resolved That as William Duane has not ap- 
peared at the bar of this House, in obedience to 
the order of the 24th instant, and has addressed a 
letter tothe President of the Senate, which has 
been read this morning, in which he refuses any 
further attendance, his letter be referred to the 
Committee of Privileges, to consider and report 
thereon. ; 

On motion, the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the report of the Committee of Privileges 
of the 25th instant. Andon the question to agree 
to the first resolution, amended as follows: 

Resolved, That all testimony shall be taken by the 
Committee of Privileges, who are hereby authorized to 
send for persons, papers, end records, and compel the 
attendance of witnesses which may become requisite 
for the execution of their commission: `“ 


lt passed in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 
as follows: 


te that the House have passed a | 


11, 


Yuas—Messrs: Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dexter, 
Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tra- 
cy, and Wells. PBs 7 
”-Nays—Messrs. -Anderson,. Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke,. Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. 3 

On motion, the 4th resolution was. adopted, as 
follows: EP ; 

Resolved, That all testimony taken by said com- 
mittee shall be reported to the Senate, and kept 
on file by the Secretary. 

And, having agreed to postpone the other reso- 
lutions reported, the Senate adjourned. 


Trorspay, March 27. 


The bill and resolutions, sent up from the House 
of Representatives on the 25th instant, for concur- 
rence, were read, and ordered that the bill pass to 
the second reading. 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the reso- 
tutions in honor of Captain Thomas Truxtun, his 
officers, seamen, and marines. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An act supplementary to the act to 
regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian 
tribes, and to preserve peace on the frontiers,” was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. Hitt- 
HOUSE, Paine, and Brown, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representa-. 
tives, entitled “An act for the relief of the Corpo- 
ration of Rhode Island College,” was read the 
second time, and referred to Messrs. GREENE, 
Lanepon, and Dexrer, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

Mr. Dayton, from the Committee of Privileges, 
to whom was referred the-letter of William Du- 
ane, on the 26th-instant, made report, as follows: 

Resolved, That William Duane, editor of the General’ 
Advertiser, or Aurora, having neglected’and refused to 
appear at the bar of this House at 12 o'clock, on the 
26th day of March instant, pursuant to the order of the 
24th instant, of which order he had been duly notified ; 
and having sent the following letter to the President of 
the Senate, which has been communicated to the Sen- 
ate, Viz: 3 
“To the President of the Senate : 

“Sra: I beg of you to lay before the Senate this ac- 
knowledgment of my having received an authenticated 
copy of their resolutions on. Monday last, in my: case.. 
Copies of those resolutions I transmitted to Messrs. 
Dallas and Cooper, my intended counsel, soliciting 
their professional aid; a copy of my. letter is enclosed, 
marked A. - Their answers I have also the pleasure to 
enclose, marked B and C. I find myself, in conse- 
quence of these answers, deprived of all professional 
assistance, under the restrictions which the Senate have 
thought fit to adopt. I therefore think myself bound 
by the most sacred duties to decline any further volun- 
tary attendance upon that body. aud leave them to pur- 
sue such measures “in. this case. as, in their wisdom, 
they may deem mect.. I at 


im, sir, with perfect respect,’ 
~. «WM, DUANE.” 


is guilty of a contempt of ‘said order, and of this House, : 
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and that, for said contempt, he, the said Wm. Duane, 
be taken into the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms at- 
tending this House, to be kept subject. to ‘the further 


orders of the Senate. $ : 

On motion, to agree tọ this first resolution re- 
ported, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 
12, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Dayton, Dexter, Foster, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, 
Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and 
Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


On motion, to strike out these words from the 
second resolution reported: “And all marshals, 
deputy marshals, and civil ‘officers of the United 
States, and every other person, are hereby requir- 
ed to be aiding and assisting to you in the excu- 
cution thereof:” it passed in the negative—yeas 
10, nays 19, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Mason, Nicholas, 
and Pinckney. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dexter, 
Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, 
Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Paine, Read, Ross, Schure- 
man, Tracy, and Wells. 

The second resolution reported was read as 
follows: 


Resolved, That a warrant issue signed by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, in the following form, viz: 


UNITED STATES, s 

The 27th day of March, 1800, ? : 

‘Whereas the Senate of the United States, on the 18th 
day of March, 1800, then being in session in the city 
of Philadelphia, did resolve that a publication in the 
General Advertiser, or Aurora, a newspaper printed in 
the said city of Philadelphia, on Wednesday, the 19th 
day of February, then last past, contained assertions 
and pretended information respecting the Senate, and 
Committee of the Senate, and their proceedings, which 
were false, defamatory, scandalous, and malicious, tend- 
irig to defame the Senate of the United States, and to 
bring them, into contempt and disrepute, and to excite 
against them the hatred of the good people of the Uni- 
ted States; and that the said publication was a high 
breach of the privileges of the House. 

And whereas the Senate did then further resolve and 
order, that the said William Duane, resident in the said 
city, and editor of said newspaper should appear at the 
bar of the House, on. Monday, the 24th day of March, 
instant, that he might then have opportunity to make 
any proper defence for his conduct in publishing the 
aforesaid false, defamatory, scandalous, and malicious 
assertions and pretended information. 


And whereas the said William Duane did appear on 
said day at the bar of the House, pursuant to said order, 
and requested counsel; and the Senate, by their reso- 
lution of the 24th day of March, instant, 

Resolved, That William Duane, having appeared at 
the bar of the Senate, and requested to be heard by 
counsel on the charge against him for a breach of privi- 
leges of the Senate, he be allowed’ the assistance of 
counsel while personally attending at the bar of the Sen- 
ate, who might be heard in denial of any facts charged 
against said Duane, orin excuse and extenuation of his 


offence, and that the said William Duane should attend 
at the bar of the Senate on. Wednesday, then next, at 
12 o’clock, of which the said Duane had due notice... 
And whereas said William Duane, in contempt of 
the said last mentioned order, did neglect and refuse to 
appear at the bar of the said Senate, at the time speci- 
fied therein; and the Senate of thë United States, on. 


‘the 27th day of March, instant, did thereupon resolve 


that the said William Duane was guilty of “a con- 
tempt of said order and of the Senate, and that for said: 
contempt he, the ‘said William, should’ be, taken into. 
custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms attending the Senate, 
to be kept for their further orders ` All which appears 
by the journals of the Senate of the United States, 
in session in the said city of Philadelphia. ` TARY 
These are, therefore, to require you, James Mathers; 
Sergeant-at-Arms for the Senate of the United States, 
forthwith to take into your custody the body of the said 
William Duane, now resident iù the said city of Phila- 
delphia, and him safely to keep, subject to the further 
order of the Senate; and all marshals, deputy marshals, 
and civil officers, of the United States, and every other 
person, are hereby required to be aiding ‘and: assisting 
to you in the execution thereof; for which. it shall be 
your sufficient warrant. > 
Given under my hand, this 27th day of March, 1800. 
THOMAS JEFFERSON, ` 
President of the Senate of the U.S. +: 


On motion, to agree to this resolution, as reported, 
it passed in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 11, as. 
follows: ; = 

Yzas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton; Dex- 
ter, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Lau- 
rance, Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross,Schureman; 
Tracy, and Wells. ; asta i 

Nayrs— Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin,..Bloodworth,: 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. ; 


So the report of the committee was adopted. 
The Senate resumed the second reading.of the 
bill, sent from the House of Représentatives, enti- 
tled “An act to establish an- uniform system. of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States.” © 
On, motion to agree to the third reading of the 
bill, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 12, 
as follows:- DE es 
Yeas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dexter, 
Foster, Greene, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, 
Mantal, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and 
ells. ae Ade, 
Nays — Messrs. Anderson; Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Lang-- 


den, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 50s as ie 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass to a third. 
reading. ger Bea ag 

The Senate resumed the third reading’ of the 
bill prescribing the mode of deciding disputed elec-. 
tions of President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States. ca ah ae ee 

On motion to strike out the 7th section, 
follows: are oe 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, Thal 
Committee shall have power to inquire. 
and report, upon the Constitutional qu: itions 
persons voted for as Presiderit and Vice President 4 
the United States; upon the Constitutional -qualifi- 
cations of the Electors appointed by the different States,- 


as 
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and whether their appointment was authorized by the 
State Legislature or not, or made according to the mode 
prescribed. by the Legislature ;. upon all petitions and 
excepti 
tors,-or-force, menaces, or improper means used to in- 
fluence their votes ; or against the truth of their returns, 
or the; time, place, or manner, of- giving their votes: 


Provided always, That no petition, or exception, shall: 


be granted or allowed. by.the Grand Committee, which 
shall have for its ‘object to draw into question the num- 
ber of votes on which any Elector in any of the States 
shall have been declared appointed : 

It passed in the affirmative—yeas 15, nays12,as 
follows: ep 

Yuas — Messrs. Chipman, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Lloyd, Paine, 
Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

Nars—Messrs.. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Laurance, Livermore, Mar- 
shall, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


On motion to strike out the ten first sections, as 
statedin the’ motion of the 25th instant, it passed: 
in the negative—yeas 10 nays 15, as follows: 

“Yas — Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Cocke, Franklin, Hillhouse, Langdon, Mason, Nicholas, 
and Pinckney. 00 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dexter, 
Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Latimer, Lloyd, Paine, Read, 
Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

And, after debate, the further consideration of 
this bill was postponed. 


coy FRIDAY, March 28. 

Mr. Livermore, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, sent from. the. House. of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An-act.to. extend the priv- 
ilege of obtaining patents for useful discoveries. 
and inventions, to certain persons therein men- 
tioned, and to enlarge and. define the penalties 
for violating the rights of patentees, reported 
amendments. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

“The. bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to alter the form of certain oaths 
and affirmations, directed to be taken by the act, 
entitled ‘An act providing for the second census 
or enumeration of the inhabitants of the United 
States,” was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Ross, PAINE, and Batpwin, to consider 
and report, thereon to the Senate. 

Mr Laurance, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 11th instant, the petition of 
Robinson and Hartshorne, and others, reported 
that the prayer of the petition is reasonable; and 
the report was adopted. è 

Ordered, That Messrs. Laurance, LLOYD, and 
Tracy, be a committee to bring in a bill ae- 
cordingly... 

Ordered, That the committee appointed on the 
17th instant, to bring in a bill, on the petition of 
Jeremiah Yellott, be discharged; and that the com- 
mittee last mentioned do bring in a bill on the sub- 
ject of his petition. 

The bill, sent from the House of. Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act to establish an uniform sys- 


‘against corrupt, illegal conduct of the Elec- 


tem of bankruptcy throughout the United States,” 
was read the third time. 

On. the question, to agree to the final passage of 
this bill, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 
12, as. follows: arr 

Yzas——Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dexter, Foster, 
Greene, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Mar- 
shall, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells, 

Naxs— Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Goodhue, Hillhousc, Lang- 
don, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. ; 

So it was Ordered, That this bill. pass. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a resolution, authorizing the President of the Sen- 
ate and the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives to adjourn their respective Houses on the 
first Monday of May next. ; 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion last brought up, from the House of Represent- 
atives, for concurrence. 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed until Friday, 4th of April next. 


“DISPUTED PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill prescribing the mode of deciding disputed elec- 
tions.of President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Before the question was taken on the passage 
of the bill, Mr. Pinckney addressed the Chair as 
follows: 

Mr. President: The question now before the 
Senate is on the passage of the bill. It having 
been.understood as agreed, that we would reserve 
ourselves on its constitutionality. until this period, 
I have some claim to expect your indulgence, 
while Ireview, not only that subject, but the prin- 
cipal: features of the bill— while I endeavor to 
show:that it isa-serious invasion of. some of the 
most important rights solemnly: and explicitly re- 
served by the Constitution to the State Legisla- 
tures: that it is a bill more alarming in its conse- 
quences than even the alien or sedition law; be- 
cause, however unfriendly I conceive those to have 
been in their principles and operation to the liber- 
ties of the people, yet after March next we are to 
hope nothing but the mournful reflection will re- 
main that such laws have ever existed; while the 
act before you is to continue as a perpetual one, 
unlimited in its consequences and duration, and 
is to exist as a check or diminution of those im- 
portant rights which, by the Constitution, are 
solely and exclusively vested in the State Legis- 
latures, or under their direction, with the people, 
and with which Congress have no.power to inter- 
fere, except in the manner I shall hereafter detail. 
Iam indeed more anxious on this subject, as on 
many important points the majorities in the Sen- 
ate were small, and as I well know the subject 
will excite very great public attention. The 
States and the State Legislatures will feel them- 
selves particularly concerned, and 1 have some 
reason to suppose that such of those as I represent, 
and who are of my opinion, will expect from me 
a defence of what they consider as their just rights: 
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I will begin my remarks on this subject, -by 
asserting that all powers not specifically given to 
Congress by the Constitution, are reserved to the 
States or the people respectively ; that this is the 
base and principle of the Government; that with- 
out any express declaration on the subject, or any 
amendment to the original instrument, this is the 
construction we are obliged to give it; but that 
when we couple with this. construction the 12th 
amendment, which the jealousy of the States in- 
sisted upon, there càn be now no question, that in 
the language of that amendment, the powers not 
delegated to the United States, nor prohibited by 
the Constitution to the States, are reserved to the 
States respectively, or to the people. 

It is of essential importance in examining this 
bill to recur to those amendments and the reason 
of their being adopted. This appears in the cap- 
tion of the resolution recommending the amend- 
ments to the adoption of the States. It is in these 
words: 

“The conventions of a number of States having, at 
the time of their adopting the Constitution, expressed a 
desire, in order to prevent misconstruction or abuse of 
its powers, that further declaratory and restrictive clauses 
should be added; and as extending the ground of pub- 
lic confidence in the Government will best insure the 
beneficent end of its institution; therefore Congress, 
according to the Constitutional mode, recommended to 
the States to agree to, and their Legislatures did adopt, 
such of the amendments as are now officially directed 
to be annexed to the Constitution.” 


By this caption it appears that oome and 
suspicions existed in the States; that they were 
anxious to have some declaration of the principle 
of the system to be ascertained on the subjects of 
religion and the press, and the rights of the people, 
and the State Legislatures. They knew that par- 
ties would arise, and that as in all Governments 
unprincipled and designing men had existed, they 
saw no reason to expect that their own would be 
without them; they therefore determined that an 
explicit Constitutional declaration should be an- 
nexed, expressly stipulating that the powers not 
specifically delegated were reserved, and that the | 
prohibitions and reservations mentioned in the 
amendments should be added, in the nature of a 
bill of rights, 

When those amendments became a part of the 
Constitution, it is astonishing how much it recon- 
ciled the States to that measure; they considered 
themselves as secure in those points on which they 
were the most jealous; they supposed they had 
placed the handof their own authority on the rights 
of religion and the press, and the as sacred right of 
the States in the election of the President; that 
they could with safety say to themselves, “On these 
subjects we are in future secure; we know what | 
they mean and are at present; and such as they 
now are, such are they to remain, until altered by 
the authority of the people themselves—no inferior | 


arenot within the ordinary sphere ofits legislation.” 
I appeal to any man, who dispassionately peruses. 
the Constitution and its amendments, and who re- 
collects the mode and reasons of their adoption, to: . 
answer if this was not the construction:then under- 
stood, and which now ought always tobe givento.. 
them? It is the one I shall ever contend for, and. 
it is on this ground I shall endeavor to. show that 
Congress have no right to pass the bill before you, 
or to legislate at all further on the subject, than 
they have done by the act of 1792: o eo ees 

. I suppose it will hardly yet be denied, that the 
people are the common fountain of authority to: 
both the Federal and State Governments; that 
the Constitution reposes exclusively in the State 
Legislatures for the formation of a part of t 
Federal Government, and in the people for anc 
ther part; and that in the appointment or forma+:: 
tion of their part, the rights of: the: State Legisla-. 
tures and people are exclusive: that the State Gov- 
ernments are the pillars upon which the Federal. 
Government must rest, and that without a cordial . 
and active performance of their duty, the latter 
could not proceed or exist. That, in the forma- 
tion of the Federal Government, the people found” 
that their safety consisted in giving certain exclu-~ 
sive rights to the State Legislatures, in the election: 
of Senators and of their President—the first to- . 
insure to the State Governments their existence 


Representatives in any manner they think proper: 
Let us for a moment’ compare this with the di- ` 
rections of the Constitution respecting the Elect- 
ors of a President, and then permit me to ¢all your 
attention to the remarkable difference there is bes ` 
tween them, and the reasons for this difference. 


measures, and the exclusive right of the State Legis- | State Legislatures refuse to make these directic 
latures and people to elect the Supreme Executive, | there is no power to compel them ; there is nota . 
Congress have no authority to interfere. They | single word in the Constitution which can, by. the 
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most torturéd: construction, be extended to give 
ny branch or part of our Federal 
aright to make or alter the State 
s’ directions on this subject. The right 
nese directions is commie and conclu- 
siyé subject to no control or revision, and placed: 
‘entirely with them, for the best and most unan- 
‘swerable reasons. It was intended to give your 
“Président the command of your forces, the dispo- 
sal of all the honors and offices of your Govern- 
‘ment, the management of your foreign concerns, 
‘and the revision of your laws. Invested with 
these important powers, it was easily to be, seen 
that the honor and interest of your Government 
required he should execute them with firmness 
and impartiality; that, to do this, he must be iu- 
‘dependent of the Legislature; that they must have 
no control over his election; that the only mode 
to prevent this was to give the exclusive direction 
to the State Legislatures in the mode.of choosing 
Electors, who should be obliged to vote secretly; 
and that the vote should be taken in such manner, 
‘and on the same day, as to make it impossible for 
the different States to know. who the Electors are 
for, or for improper domestic, or, what is of much 
more consequence, foreign influence and gold to 
interfere; that by doing this the President would 
really hold. his office independent of the Legisla- 
ture; that'instead, of being the creature, he would 
be the man ofthe people; that he would have to 
look to them, and to the confidence which he felt. 
his own meritorious actions would inspire, for ap- 

_ plause or subsequent appointments. 
Instead. of this, what is the mode proposed by 
this bill?. ‘That the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives. of the United States shall each of them 
elect six members, who with a chairman, to be ap- | count over the votes in a convention of both 
pointed by the latter from a nomination of the ; Houses, and for the President of the Senate to de- 
former, would forma grand committee, whoshould, | clare who. has the majority of the votes of the 
sitting with closed doors, haye a right to examine Electors so transmitted. It never was intended, 
all the votes given by the Electors in the several | nor could it’ have been safe, in the Constitution, 
States for President and Vice President, and all | to have given to Congress thus assembled in con- 
the memorials and petitions respecting them ; and | vention, the right to object to any vote, or even 
have power finally to decide respecting them, and | to question whether they were constitutionally or 
to declare what votes of different States shall be | properly given. This right of determining on the 
rejected, and what admitted; and, in short, that | manner in which the Electors shall vote; the in- 
this committee, thus chosen, and sitting with closed | quiry into the qualifications, and the guards neces- 
doors, shall possess complete, uncontrollable, and | sary to prevent disqualified or improper men vo- 
irrevocable power to decree, without appeal from | ting, and to insure the votes being legally given, 
their decision, who has been returned, and who | rests and is exclusively vested in the State Legis- 
shall be proclaimed President of the United States. |latures. If it is necessary to have guards against 
As long and as much as I have been accustom- | improper elections of Electors, and to institute 
ed to examine this bill, and consider its contents, | tribunals to inquire into their qualifications, with 
I cannot recapitulate its objects and extent with- | the State Legislatures, and with them alone, rests 
out new emotions of surprise. I am astonished | the power to institute them, and they must exer- 
` that a measure so completely calculated to deprive | ciseit. To give to Congress, even when assembled 
the State Legislatures of their most important and | in convention, a right to reject or admit the votes 
exclusive rights in the election of the Chief Magis- | of States, would have been so gross and dangerous 
trate, should be at once brought forward, without | an absurdity, as the framers of the Constitution 
paving the way by some milder preparatory mea- | never could have been guilty of. How could they 
sure, of the same tendency, Itis true, the sedition | expect, that in deciding ‘on the election of a Pre- 
law, by giving to the Federal Courts a power to sident, particularly where such election was strong- 
decide on libels, a right which we contend belongs | ly contested, that party spirit would not prevail, 
exclusively to the State Courts, and of which we | and govern every decision? | Did they not know 
think they cannot constitutionally be divested ; | how easy it was to raise objections against the votes 
and the untenable doctrine, avowed by the Federal | of particular elections, and that in determining 
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| Judges, that there is a common law, such as is in 
force in Great Britain, common to the courts of 
the United States, maybe considered as prepara- 
‘tive. Had the people quietly acquiesced in these 
doctrines, and generally expressed no disapproba- 
tion of them, there might have been some reason 
to suppose they had determined silently to submit 
to everything, and even without a murmur put up 
with this diminution of the authority of the State 
Legislatures. But, when we recollect the unan- 
swerable arguments that have been used through- 
out every part of the Union against them; when 
we see not only individuals but Legislatures of 
important States, using the mild and. Constitu- 
tional mode of remonstrance and argument ; when 
we have found not only the tables of the State 
Legislatures, but of Congress itself, covered with 
memorials against. them, lamenting in the most 
affecting language their adoption and execution ; 
I cannot, under these circumstances, suppose that 
we. ate authorized to believe the public mind so 
much under the influence of implicit confidence 
as to think that a measure which strikes so forci- 
bly at the reserved rights of the States, can be re- 
ceived by them without particular emotions. Itis 
my duty, however, to examine it with freedom, 
and this I shall do with candor and deference to 
other gentlemen’s opinions, who differ from me 
on the subject. 
Knowing that it was the intention of the Con- 
stitution to make the President completely iude- 
endent of the Federal Legislature, I well remem- 
er it was the object, as it is at present not only 
the spirit but the letter of that instrument, to give 
to Congress no interference in, or control over the 
election of a President. It is made their duty to 
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Was not the last election as much contested as the 
ensuing, or any one can be, and were not the votes 
regularly given? Why this anxiety, why these 
unnecessary efforts to take from the State Legis- 
latures their exclusive and most valuable right? 
Why should we be afraid that our ¢itizens should 
be so forgetful of their safety, as. to “vote for men 
holding offices under the United ‘States, or memi- 
bers of Congress; men who are not only disqual- ~ 
ified, but who must, from their connexions with 
the Government, be always. unsafe depositari 
this trust. ; ees ees 
Who, when he reflects on the immense power 
the President possesses, can suppose that any man, 
honorably selected by his fellow-citizens’ as a 
Elector, could for a moment: be. so. lost to a sensi 
‘of his own and his country’s welfare, as t 
for a man as the Supreme Executive, whosé citi- 
zenship or residence were doubtful, and who were 
not of sufficient age? Gentlemen. who support 
the bill have confessed they thought it improbable, 
and that it may not happen once in a century; but 
still they say it is possible, and olight to be guard- 
ed against. I consider both as so’ extremely im- 
probable, that I am astonished they are mentioned. 
So far from having any apprehension of this sort, 
we may be assured that while the office of Presi- 
dent is accompanied by so much power and patro- 
nage, while it is so honorable to its holder and 
influential to his friends, there can be no doubt that 
only such men will ever be spoken of, o 


thought of or nominated as candidates, as ‘ate 
the most conspicuous for talents, and whose’ ex- 
erience of our public affairsis generally acknow- 
edged. Nor need we ever be afraid that in this 
country too young men will be brought forward as 
candidates. There is a jealousy against young 
men, or men not much advanced in years, which 
will forever forbid their being nominated for. this 
office with much hope of success. Men do notlike 
to see their juniors, or even those of the same ages, 
taking the lead, or being more conspicuous for 
talents or knowledge than themselves. They er- 
roneously consider it as a reflection on their own 
deficiencies; they will therefore invariably unite 
in preferring a man much advanced in years, 
whose honors would occasion them no invidious 
sensations, and whose age and long employment 
in public life have accustomed them to his eleva- 
tion. Regardless of his errors, or capacity to gov- 
perience and attachment to the country, they have | crn, they will more cordially unite in promoting 
determined that no man who is not a natural born | him, than one whose rise they will consider as too 
citizen, or citizen at the adoption of the Constitu-| rapid, and whose political exertions have given 
tion, of fourteen years residence, and thirty-five | them pain. Be assured, sir, there can never be any 
years of age, shall be eligible. fear of too young men being promnioted to this sit- 
These are all the provisions in the Constitution, | uation. The danger is entirely on the other side 
and being specifically defined and clearly marked | of the question; that none but men too ‘old will be 
out, where is the necessity of this bill? Is not | brought forward; men whose minds have lost their . 
the Constitution the supreme law of the land, and | energy, and whose age and infirmities render them 
must not the State Legislatures conform their di-| incapable of sustaining the great and il i 
rections in the appointment of Electors to the direc- | weight of an important, and arduous si 
tions of the Constitution? Have they not always| To prevent, therefore, candidates 
determined, that persons qualified as the Consti-| residence or citizenship, or under 
tution directs shall be chosen as Electors; and in being elected as President, can neve 
the three elections which have taken place, has | reasons with the House for adopting this} 
there been a single mistake or error in the vote ? | the face of the Constitution, even if they: 


upon these, it was more than probable, the mem- 
bers would recollect their sides, their favorite can- 
didate, and sometimes their own interests? Or 
must they not have supposed, that, in putting the 
ultimate and final decision of the Electors in Con- 
gress, who were to decide irrevocably and with- 
out appeal, they would render the President their 
creature, and prevent his assuming and exercising 
that independence in the performance of his duties 
upon which the safety and honor of the Govern- 
ment must forever rest? 

But it is said, are Congress bound to receive 
every vote of an Elector, whether it is constitu- 
tionally given or not? Suppose votes are sent for 
a person not a citizen or fourteen years a resident 
of the United States; or under thirty-five years of 
age; or that the Legislature of a State has not 
authorized by their act the votes of the Electors, 
or that double returns are made: who are then to 
decide? Or has not Congress, under these cir- 
cumstances, a power to determine which of the 
votes shall be received or rejected 2 

These being the avowed reasons for introducing 
this bill, I answer them by observing, that the 
Constitution having directed that Electors shall 
be appointed in the manner the Legislature of 
each State shall direct, it is to be taken as granted 
that the State Legislatures will perform their du- 
ties, and make such directions as that only quali- 
fied men shall be returned as Electors. The dis- 
qualifications against any citizen being an Elec- 
tor, are very few indeed; they are two. The first, 
that no officer of the United States shall be an 
Elector; and the other, that no member of Con- 
gress shall, The first, an indispensable one, be- 
cause every officer of the United States is nomi- 
nated by the President, and (except Judges) remoy- 
able at his pleasure. The latter, that no member 
of Congress shall, is a provision which goes un- 
answerably to prove the solidity of my objections 
to this bill, and to show how extremely guarded 
the Constitution is in preventing the members of 
Congress from having any agency in the election, 
one merely in counting the votes. 

They well knew, that to give to the members 
of Congress a right to give votes in this election, 
or to decide upon them when given, was to de- 
stroy the independence of the Executive, and make 
him the creature of the Legislature. This there- 
fore they have guarded against, and to insure ex- 
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‘Lsuppose there must be: more weight in 
asons, or they would not agree toit. 
1esé are, that suppose a State Legislature 
d-so far forget its duty, as not to pass some 
legislative act or resolution, directing the manner 
in which, within the proper time, Electors of a 
President should be elected, and the people should, 
notwithstanding, assemble. and elect under a dif- 
ferent authority ; would the votes of the Electors, 
‘ander. these circumstances, be receivable? Or 
suppose that two different sets of Electors should 
insist that they were constitutionally elected, and 
that double returns should be transmitted, one 
certified by the Governor of the State, and the other 
not ; which are to be received, and who is to have 
the power to decide to which the preference is to 
be given? 
On this subject I am to remark, that the Con- 
stitution supposes a mutual confidence to exist 
between the Federal and State Governments; that 
not only in its formation, but in the strict and hon- 
orable performance of their relative duties, there 
will be-the greatest punctuality and exactness ; 
that neglect, and particularly refusal, on the part 
of either, must endanger the existence of both; and 
that until the*case does actually arise, it is ex- 
tremely impolitic in either to suspect it, and particu- 
larly to adopt ‘measures in anticipation, on sus- 
picions unsupported by proofs, to meet situations 
that have never yet occurred, or probably never 
will. That it ought to bea federal principle, and 


a rule with the Government, never to doubt the 
attachment of the States, in the performance of 
‘their Canstitutional duties.. That as they have 
hithertoregularly appointed Hlectors.and Senators, 
and members of the other branch, that they, wil 
continue to do’so, and. cheerfully to contribute to 
the general expenses; that in return’ they “will 
expect from the Government complete and ade- 
quate protection in their public and private rights, 
and a Constitutional attention to such as are ex- 
plicitly reserved to the people and the State Le- 
gislatures.. That they will govern themselves by 
the Constitution, and suffer no suspicions, jeal- 
ousies, or unfounded reports, to hurry them into acts 
invading the State right. That, as it is so much 
the interest of the States to exercise their right in 
the election-of a President, it is to be presumed that 
every State Legislature will seek with avidity each 
returning opportunity of doing so. That whatever 
they may surmise or threaten, that when the time 
arrives no few men will dare to oppose numerous 
and important States expressing their opinion, or 
giving their votes on so interesting an election ; 
particularly where the opinion has been so recently 
and decidedly expressed on questions of the same 
political tendency. That there was no doubt of 
every State fairly and. honorably voting, and of 
every Executive constitutionally discharging the 
duties of his station. That we had no more right 
to suppose, from what has hitherto happened, that 
an Executive or State Government would break 
the Constitution, than they had to think that Con- 
gress and the President would do so. That if the 
General Government wentinto meastirestorestrain 
or control the States in the exercise of their duties, 


might it not unnecessarily give: rise to a spirit of 
discord, destructive to the harmony which ought 
ever to exist between them ?- That, in every view 
in which the subject presents itself, it is certainly 
most wise to suffer things to remain as they are, 
and to be content with the regulations of the act 
of 1792, which go.as far, and perhaps. in. one or 
two particulars of no importance, even ` farther 
than the Constitution warrants. a 

To show the extreme impropriety of adopting 
this bill, I will, for argument sake, suppose that 
there might be some irregularities in the votes of 
Electors, or even in the conduct of the Executive 
of a State on this subject; and ask, whether, even 
under these circumstances, it would not be safer 
and less. injurious to the interests of the people, 
that these few irregular votes, if transmitted and 
certified by an Executive, should be received and 
counted, than that a new and unknown power like 
this should be created, under whose control not a 
few, but every vote that is given, must be reviewed, 
and received or rejected as they decree? 

If the bill is not passed, we are to depend, as we 
have hitherto done, on the attachment of the 
States, and the good sense and integrity of their 
Executives. We have, particularly on the Execu- 
tive of a State, the strong hold of public opinion. 
He will recollect that his character is at stake, 
and that if he suffers party views or private inter- 
est or resentment to govern his conduct, that he 
standsalone,and isindividually responsible. That 
so far as respects his agency in the authentication 
of the election of the Electors, he has no body of 
men under the cover of whose advice he can shield 
himself; but that in case of misbehaviour, he must 
alone. meet the public censure. That to deserve 
the. confidence of his country, he ought never to 
submit to temporary expedients, or court the fleet- 
ing breath of popular applause; he must recollect 
what are his Constitutional ‘duties, and to those, 
and those only, he must conform. ‘That this has 
always been the conduct of the Executives of the 
States, and under that conduct we have been safe. 
That the Constitution makes this dependence on 
the States necessary, and as we have never yet 
been disappointed, we are to hope we never shall. 
But, surely, its friends never could have considered 
the extent and danger of giving to this committee, 
or even to Congress, the right to decide on double 
returns, or they must immediately have seen the 
extreme impropriety of attempting it. It is, in 
short, nothing less than holding out to the minor- 
ity in all the States, a temptation to dispute every 
election. and to always bring forward double re- 
turns. In every State where the election is strong- 
ly contested, there will of course be a minority. 
It will be easily known by the measures of Con- 
gress, to which candidate the majority of that body 
inclines, and whose friends will compose the com- 
mittee that are to be thus packed and selected. If 
a minority in a particular State find that the can- 
didate they have unsuccessfully supported is the 
favorite one with the majority of Congress, or their 
committee, they will easily discover the means of 
raising objections to the validity of the return of 
the Electors, insist that they themselves are elected, 
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proceed to the length of meeting and voting, and 
transmit to Congress a double return. 

It will not be difficult for them to accompany 
their return with plausible reasons, and perhaps 
with such unfounded assertions, and specious al- 
though false documents, as to give to the commit- 
tee some colorable reason for rejecting the return 
of the Electors, certified by the Governor, and ad- 
mitting the other. Knowing the situation of the 
Union; how differently some States think from 
others on political questions; how divided’ Con- 
gress have been for some years, on certain great 
and trying subjects; who that is a friend to har- 
mony and the Constitution, and to that easy, tran- 
quil mode of deciding these elections which has 
hitherto prevailed, can wish to go into a measure 
so calculated to produce unceasing disputes, and 
to throw almost every State into scenes which can 
never arise but from this bill ? 

Can there be any one who would thus hazard 
the reserved rights of the State Legislatures and 
the people, and commit them.to.a body unknown 
to and unauthorized by the Constitution? Why 
should we suppose that the Congresses which have 
preceded us did not understand this subject as well 
as we do, or any that may succeed us? 

In 1792, being the first time the exercise of this 
power was necessary, Congress passed a law, enti- 
tled “ An act relative to the election of President 
and Vice President,” &c.,directing how the States 
should appoint Electors for the election; when 
they should meet and vote; that they should sign 
three certificates of all the votes given; directin 
how the votes should be disposed of; detailing the 
duty of the Executive of each State in certifying 
the lists of Electors chosen; of the Secretary of 
State on the non-receipt of votes; that Congress 
shall always be in session on the second Wednes- 
day in February in every fourth year, for the pur- 
pose of opening and counting the votes, and declar- 
ing a President elected agreeably to the Constitu- 
tion; ascertaining the duties, allowances to, and 
penalties on persons sent with the votes ; and mak- 
ing provision in case of the death of both Presi- 
dent and Vice President, or their. refusal to serve, 
and fixing the time-when their service commences. 

Itis very important in deciding on the bill be- 
fore you, to peruse this act with great attention; 
to recollect by whom, and when, and under what 
circumstances, it wasmade. This law was passed 
in 1792, when a number of able and well informed 
men, who have been since appointed to some of 
your most respectable situations at home and 
abroad, and many who have voluntarily retired 
with deserved and well-earned honor to private 
life, filled the seats of both Houses of Congress: 
when the Executive authority was held by Gen. 
Wasuineron, for whom your whole nation at 
. present mourns; by him who had no rival in the 
public affection, whose honors no man envied, and 
whose re-election to office as long as he pleased, 
he well knew, would always have been without 
contest; in him was placed the revision of your 
laws. And here, sir, let me ask, whether from 
a Congress thus ably formed, and from an Exe- 
cutive thus discerning and independent, as much 


| knowledge of the Constitution, its precise direc- 
tions, and the agency it intended Congress to have 
in the counting the votes and declaring the Pres- 
ident, were not to have been expected, as from the 
present? Were not the then Executive, and a 
number of the members of both Houses, members 
of the Convention which framed the Constitution; 
and if it intended to give to Congress, or :to au- 
thorize them to delegate to.a committee of their 
body, powers contemplated by this bill, could:the 
Congress or the President of 1792, have been so 
extremely uninformed, and indeed ignoraiit ofits 
meaning and of their duty, as not to have known 
it? I have heard many motions and measures 
which have been introduced ‘here, termed-as,in- 
tended reflections on the present President; bat 
surely no more severe reflections on the mistakes 
or ignorance of the Congress and Presidentof that 
day can be passed than this bill. It will exhibit 
to the world our decided opinion, that ‘they were 
both ignorant of the powers of their respective de- 
partments, and both neglected to declare and assert 
them. An impartial public will, however, feel 
themselves interested on this very important occa- 
sion to recollect the circumstances under which the 
act of 1792 was passed, and those under which the 
present attempt has been made, and upon compar- 
ing them, to examine. and. decide for. themselves. 
They will find, that in that year they possessed 
as able and independent a Congress as they.can 
ever reasonably expect to see again; that. they 
were then in perfect peace ; no treaty had been 
made with Britain, or alliance dissolved with 
France ; no depredations vexed their commerce; 
no improper partialities for contending: nations 
divided their councils; respecting and alike re- 
spected by the whole family of the civilized world, 
their country was the residence of peace and in- 
dustry, and the asylum of the oppressed of every 
nation. Their Constitution was universally ad- 
mired ; it was drawing to them‘a great share of 
wealth, the arts and information of Europe: no 
rival candidates contended for the chair, it was 
filled by him who had no opponent, and who was 
in the succeeding year again unanimously sum- 
moned to occupy it. Under circumstances so fa- 
vorable to the impartial exercise of those legisla- 
tive duties, will not our citizens be inclined to 
| suppose that the act of 1792 was a proper one, and 
that there was more probability of its provisions 
being in a temperate and unbiassed conformity to 
the Constitution, than any act which could be 
passed at this time? A time when no man can 
say we are at peace, or that our commerce is free 
from depredations; or that strong contending par- 
ties do not divide our councils and citizens; as well 
with respect to foreign politics, as to him who is 
hereafter to fill the Executive department ; a time, 
when itis out of the question not to suppose that 
each party will use every means to-secure their 
favorite object. 

. If, after comparing these ciréumstanees, our eit- 
izens should carefully peruse the express directions 
of the Constitution, they will have but little doubt 
to which act to give the preference, as the proper 
and Constitutional one. By viewing the Ist sec- 
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tion of the:2dzařrticle of the Constitution, it is to 
‘be seen; that:on-the day fixed by law, which is the 

nesday in February, the President of 
the:Senate:shall, in the presence: of the ‘Senate 
and. Housé of Representatives, open ‘all:the:certifi- 
cates, atid the votes shall then be counted; the per- 
‘Son having the greatest number of votes shall be 

President, if such number be:a majority: of the 
whole number of Electors. appointed; and if there 
be more than one who-have such majority, and 
have an equal number of. votes, then, the House 
of Representatives shall. immediately choose by 
ballot one of them for President ; and if no person 
have a majority, then, from the five highest.on the 
list, the said House shall in like manner choose 
the President. From this part of the Constitution 
it is evident that no power or authority is given 
to Congress, even when both Houses are assem- 
bled:in convention, further than to open andcount 
the votes, and declare who are the President and 
‘Vice. President, if an election has been:made ; but 
that.in case no election is made by the Electors, 
or no.candidate:has.a majority, then: the House of 
Representatives are (voting: by States) immediate- 
dy.to choose, out of the'five highest on the list, the 
President; &e: > > : : 

- In order that every: man may understand what 
is here. meant: by.the Constitution, and what is its 
express directions and letter as to this election, let 
us:examine what is the literal meaning of the 
word immediately, and why it was introduced here. 
‘The. best and ‘most generally admired expounders 
of the English language, give this explanation of 
the word immediately; ‘they say it means “instant- 
ly”atthe present time—without-delay. Thisis 
the meaning the framers of the Constitution in- 
tended: to.give‘it; and it admits of no other.: The 
plain; express, literal: direction of that instrument 
therefore is, that in case-of no election, the: House: 
of Representatives, voting by States; are immedi- 
ately, that is instantly, and on the spot, without 
leaving the House in which they are then assem- 
bled, and ‘without adjournment, to choose, out of 
the: five highest candidates that have been voted 
for by the Electors, the one who is to. be the Ex- 
ecutive.: 3 

:- The reasons for this immediate election are, in 
my jadgment, unanswerable; they show very 
clearly the foresight.and caution of the Convention, 
and, if not strictly attended to, may be productive 
of the most serious calamities to our country. The 
reasons are these: ‘that from our rapidly increasing 
strength and commerce, from the enterprise of our 
citizens, ànd our particular maritime situation as 
itrespects the West Indies, South America, and the 
Powers having possessions. in both, it was easily 
to be seen, that in any conflict between these Pow- 
ers, our: friendship. or hospitality must be of the 
greatest importance; that they therefore would 
never cease to. interfere in our politics and endea- 
vor to direct: them: inthe manner most suitable 
to their own interests; that-from the difficulty of 
influencing so large a. body as Congress, and from 
the immense power of the President, not only over 
the laws, but foreign connexions of the Union, that 
their principal effort would be always to have one 


of their.own friends chosen; and to effect this, no 
influence would. be.left untried.: To prevent this 
therefore, and to make the Executive independent 
of Congress, the election has beén given exclusively 
to the States, under the: direction of the State: Le- 
gislatures. If an election is made by the Electors, 
and subject to no future control or revision.on: the. 
part. of Congress, then the end intended by. the 


` Constitution, of preventing ‘the interference of for- 


eign influence, is completely answered: for, elec- 
ed as they are, and voting as the Electors must, 
the interference of foreign gold, or influence, is 
impossible. Butit was to besupposed, that instances 
would occur, where two candidates, having a.ma- 
jority, may be equal in their number of votes ; or 
where no candidate had a majority of the.whole 
of the Electors appointed, and an election must take 
place by the: National. Legislature, or a branch of 
it; the question then.arose, how was this election 
to.be guarded to prevent, as.far as human prudence 
could, improper domestic combinations, or, what. 
is infinately worse, foreign interference? It was 
a difficult thing, and required much deliberation. 
The Constitution directs that the Electors shall 
vote by ballot,and seal up and transmit their votes 
to the President of the Senate. _ It is expected and 
required by the Constitution, that the votes shall 
be secret and unknown, until opened in the pre- 


. sence of both Houses. To suffer them to be known, 


as heretofore, has been the practice, is unconstitu- 
tional and dangerous, and goes to defeat in some 
measure, the wise provisions of that instrument, 
in declaring, that when the House of Representa- 


‘tives are to elect, that it shall be done immediately. 
.The Electors, therefore, ought never to divulge 
‘their votes. 
-would be impossible in most instances to say who 
“were elected or who had the five highest numbers 
‘on the list: “The leaders of domestic intrigue and 
foreign emigsaties would be ata loss how to direct 
‘their influence,and the election by the House. of 


The votes being.thus unknown, it 


Representatives ‘taking ‘placé immediately. after 
the votes have been opened:and counted, that body 
would go to the election free and uninfluenced, as 
they ought.. And is not this, sir, safer; is it not 
better than that thesmallest delay should take place 
in determining it? You are to choose, out of the 
five highest candidates on the list of the Electors? 
votes; it never can be supposed, that men thus 
deliberately chosen as Electors, would vote for any 
but the most distinguished amongst our citizens, 
or point the attention of the public, or of the House 
of Representatives, to obscure or improper char- 
acters. The five having the highest number of 
votes, will all be such men as that either of them, 
if chosen, will be well qualified to fill the office ; 
and it will be less dangerous to the public interest, 
that even one who may not -bethe most qualified 
of the five, should be elected, than that Congress 
should adjourn to deliberate on it, and thus expose 
themselves, and the best interests of their constit- 
uents, to the secret and artful attacks that will be 
made on their integrity. 

It is to be remembered; that around. the:seat of 
Congress will be placed all the open and accredited 
Ministers, as-well as'secret emissaries, of foreign 
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Powers. Here top will be assembled the concealed | 


leaders of domestic faction; all the arts -and in- 
trigues that have been used in Elective Govern- 
ments in the Old World, will soon find their way 
among us; andif the Electors do not conceal their 
votes until the day appointed by- law for opening 
them, and in: case of no election by them, an im- 
mediate one by the House of Representatives does 
not take place, we shall soon have the scenes of 
Polish Diets and elections: re-acted here, and in 
not many years the fate of Poland may be that of 
United America. Ri 

Wisely foreséeing this, the Constitution expressly 
orders that the Electors shall vote by ballot; and 
we all know, that to-vote by ballotis to vote secret- 
ly; that the votes shall be sealed up, and not opened 
until the day appointed by law, and that ifno elec- 
tion has been made by the Electors, an immediate 
one shall take place by the House of Representa- 
tives; that so far from appointing committees to 
receive memorials or petitions respecting the elec- 
tion, or decide-upon it, or so far from having any 
right to delegate an authority on this subject, that 
Congress shall not themselves, even when in con- 
vention, have the smallest power to decide ona 
single vote; that they shall not have authority to 
adjourn for one moment, but shall instantly and 
on the spot, in case of no election by the Electors, 
proceed to the choice of a President, and not sep- 
arate until it is determined. 

I have intentionally gone into repetitions on 
this subject, in order to impress on the House the 
full meaning and intent of the word immediately; 
and to show how utterly unconstitutional it would 
be for Congress, either acting in their separate 
chambers or in convention, to attempt to assume to 
themselves the power to reject a single vote; and 
how inadmissible must be the idea that they could 
delegate it to.a small packed committee, chosen 
by the prevailing majorities in both Houses, and 
sitting with closed doors, authorized irrevocably 
to decree who shall be proclaimed President; a 
committee not even to be appointed by lot, as was 
proposed, in imitation of the election committee 
of Great Britain—a measure which might have 
had the appearance of giving to the friends of all 
the candidates some chance of being on it; not 


limited, as was afterwards moved, in imitation of 


that part of the Constitution which respects the 
making of treaties, to the number of two-thirds be- 
ing necessary for every decision; but to a com- 
mittee, chosen by the majorities of both Houses, 
just as their own political opinions and prejudices 
shall prompt. 

Extraordinary and unconstitutional as this mode 
of choosing a committee must appear, and new 
and unknown as are the powers intended to be 
given to it, perhaps no- part of the bill strikes us 
with mote astonishment, than that the delibera- 
tions on all these great and important questions 
are to be in secret, and that the committee are to 
sit with closed doors. We have hitherto been 
taught to believe, that only on Executive business, 
or communications deemed by the Executive of 
either branch to be ofa secret nature, that our citi- 
zens were to be denied the right of being present 
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if they please; but that:on all legislative subjects, 
most particularly on all questions respecting elec- 
tions, the deliberations of the body .who are to have. 
power finally to decide, must,from, the nature of 
our Government, be open and uncovered. 

I have heard that at a time when upon all other 
questions the doors of the Senate were shut, yet 
that when the right of a Senator to keep his. seat: 
was discussed, they were ordered to-be: thrown 
open. If then, on a subject in which-the rights of 
asingle State Legislature were investigated, you. 
deemed it proper the debates and decisions-should. 
be in public, how much more important‘is.it that 
every. eye should be entitled to inspect the con- 
duct, and every ear to listen to the decisions of 
a body,on whose decree, without appeal, are:to 
depend the rights of every Legislaturein the Union % 
Can it be supposed that this extraordinary mea~ 
sure will meet the public approbation? “Can 
we be ignorant of the jealous temper of our. citi- 
zens, their general information, and their persever- 
ing andlaudable endeavors to be acquainted with 
our measures? Do we not suppose that the State- 
Legislatures will feel particularly alive on this sub- 
ject, and that they who by their perseverance have, 
formerly unbarred the doors of the Senate; and 
opened your legislative deliberations to the pub- 
lic view, will scarcely suppose that an investiga- 
tion so much more important than any legislative: 
act, should be veiled from a jealous inspection? 
Will they not remember, that in all contested elec- 
tions of members of either. House; the debates -arë 
in public; and by concealing these, will-it not be: 
a reason with them to believe you: doubt. your 
right to act at all? - If upon elections ina State 
Legislature, or the National one, petitioners havea: 
right to be heard openly and by counsel, ought not: 
the same right to exist in an election where all: 
the Legislaturesand all the people are coñcerned& 
It is no answer, or no reason. for’ sitting: with: 
closed doors, to say that: the. testimony.-is ‘to be: 
entered in writing on -the journals ofthe commit- 
tee, and the members are to enter ‘their reasons. 
and sign them for rejecting a vote. It is not-to: 
know the result of their deliberations, or what laws. 
they pass, that creates the necessity for delibera- 
tive bodies in free countries sitting with open doors; 
it is, that the public eye may be constantly: upon: 
them; that all their movements may: be seen,and: 
all opinions they give on public questions:or in des 
bate carefully attended to. When.a'single-mem- 
ber in the House.of Representatives may: repres 
sent the interests of above thirty thousand citizens, 


7 
S, ¢ or integrity of ‘a, 
body should be vigilantly attended to, it must be-of 
one who are to possess full and irrevocable power to: 
reject or receive the votes of the Electors as they: 
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be destroyed by any means, the Constitution gives 


to that House theelection of the President; if, there- 
fore, their favorite candidate has not the majority 
of votes; but come so near, that the rejecting a few 
of the rival’s votes will prevent an election and 
bring it to their House, how easy is it for them 
to elect six..members, whose opinions they have 
previously: known, and that Senator out of the 
three nominated by the Senate whom they can 
most depend upon, as fitted for their purpose, and 
with these to destroy the election, and assume to 
themselves the power.of deciding who is to be your 
Supreme Executive? . Considering the influence 
and-authority of this officer, how much he will 
have it in his power to reward such. tried friends 
as these; friends. who, have-proved themselves so 
valuable-to him: as to.have set. aside: the election 
of his opponent, who. ought to have been the suc- 
cessful candidate, and placed himself in the Chair, 
T ask, if it is not a temptation too great to offer to 
any single body, like the House of Representatives? 
And if the Constitution, by the most sacred con- 
struction, had ever permitted or intended such an 
event, whether it would have deserved the enco- 
miums it has hitherto received? Whether, instead 
of having a really. independent Executive, chosen 
under the direction of the State Legislatures, in a 
manner to prevent: the influence of foreign gold, 
or domestic. faction, whose election, in order that 
he may be firm in the exercise of his revisionary 
power, and honest in the disposition of the public 
honors, was not to be subject to the control or in- 
terference of Congress; one who could be really 
called the man of the people, and on whom they 
could depend: whether, instead of having an offi- 
cer like this, you would not havea fettered, depen- 
dent creature of the Legislature, the production 
of their little packed committee, a thing with a 
chain on his pen, anda curb-in his mouth, that 
could neither write, speak, or even sign his name, 
but at the will of his creator; and whether this 
thing, when presented, however he might be called 
and obeyed, would deserve to be considered such 
a President of the United States as the Constitu- 
tion intended ? 


it become a law, it appears to me that insuperable 
difficulties would arise, and this is the section 
which respects testimony. By the 13th section it 
is said, that persons petitioning against the votes. 
given by any of the Electors of President or Vice 
President of the United. States, and persons desi- 
rous of.supporting such contested votes, may re- 
spectively obtain testimony in the same manner, 
and under the same rules and regulations, which. 
are provided by the act, entitled “an act to pre- 
scribe the mode of taking evidence in cases of con- 
tested elections for members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, and to compel 
the attendance of witnesses.” And the rules, regu- 
lations, and penalties of the said act, are and shall 
be extended to. cases arising under this act, as 
fully as if the same were herein fully recited and 
enacted. : 

By the act to which this alludes, any Judge of 
the Courts of the United States or of a State, or, 
if they cannot be conveniently obtained, two jus- 
tices of the peace, are, on application of the parties 
contesting elections, to issue a warrant or summons 
to witnesses, to attend at some convenient time 
and place; if they are not at their usual place of 
residence, service of a copy is sufficient; and 
for non-attendance the fine is only twenty dollars. 
The party whose election is opposed, is to be served 
with notice of this intended opposition, and of the 
time and place when these witnesses are to be ex- 
amined. If it is said he was not at home, proof 
of a copy of the notification being left is sufficient, 
and the judge or justices are to proceed, ex parte, 
to take the testimony. It does not appear by the 
most attentive perusal of the act, that the officers 
or persons who are to serve the noticeare to depend 
on.the judge or justices, or known public officers: 
but may be any persons the party opposing the 
election may. choose; they may be some of his own 
particular. friends.or dependents, or persons he can 
direct as he pleases. Sie Baal 

In examining this act, we must immediately per- 
ceive that it is extremely defective, even as it re- 
spects the election of members of the House of 
Representatives; but that should it ever be relied 
upon in the decision of the election of a President 
of the United States, and the choice of this im- 
portant officer, thi® intended man of the people, 
was to depend upon the testimony, which, under 
the cover of this act, fraud, or force, or bribery, 
might produce, the evils to this country would be 
monstrous indeed. i 

By this act we are prevented from the viva voce 
examination of witnesses before Congress or the 
committee ; that examination which, on the trial 
of the meanest culprit and for the smallest offence, 
your just and equitable laws render indispensable ; 
that mode which allows you to look a witness 
steadily in the face, to view in it the calmness of 
conscious innocence, or the agitation of falsehood 
and the fear of detection; in the presence of an 
anxious and inquiring public to probe his state- 
ments to the bottom, and if they are false to còn- 
front him with the truth, How far superior, sir, 
is this, to the regulations of the act, where exami- 


Inow come toa part of the bill, on which, should | nations are to be taken by commission, in a manner 
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that must for ever open a door for the grossest im- 
positions. Ifa judge of some superior ‘or inferior 
court is not to be conveniently found—and in the 
interior and frontier parts of a number of the States 
this will frequently be the case—the whole man- 
agement of this business is to depend upon two jus- 
tices of the peace, who are to issue-the warrant or 
summons, and examine and reduce the testimony 
to writing and transmit it to the seat of Govern- 
ment. I trust Ishall be believed when I say, that 
few men have, indeed that no man has, a higher 
respect or affection for the people of the United 
States than I have; that I believe them to be 
the most immaculate, and easily governed, and at 
the same time the best intentioned people in the 
world. I cannot therefore be suspected of the 
most distant reflection, in supposing that in some 
of the States, where objections may be made to 
the elections or qualifications of Electors, and 
it may by this bill be necessary to take testi- 
mony, that some judge, or chancellor, or justice 
of the peace, may be found, who may not be men 
of good character, or men of sufficient know- 
ledge or technical skill to be entrusted with the 
taking of the testimony, or the cross-examination 
of witnesses, on whose assertions may depend so 
importantan election. Recollecting that there are 
some thousands of judges, chancellors and justi- 
ces of the peace, resident in so extensive and popu- 
lous a country as the United States, it would be 
wonderful indeed, if some of them were not men 
of letters, or not sufficiently informed to manage 
so difficult and delicate an examination as this is, 
with sufficient acuteness and ability ; but if we ex- 
tend the idea, and suppose that amidst so numer- 
ous a body of men itis possible some of them may 
bg tampered with, and made subservient to the 
purposes of party, to reduce testimony to writing 
in a mangled or partial manner, to omit or add, as 
they may be tempted, the alarming consequences 
that might flow from their misconduct scarcely 
need to be mentioned ; they must strike the most 
superficial observer. How easy, too, is it under this 
act, for the contesting party to employ dependents 
of his own, who may so manage the transmission 
or delivery of the notices, as that the Elector, or 
person whose qualifications or election is contest- 
ed, may not receive them at all or receive them so 
late as to make his appearance in time before the 
justices impossible? In short, if we view the diffi- 
culties that must attend the attempt to obtain tes- 
timony on this subject that can be at all depended 
upon, the door that it will open to bribery, and 
perjury, and fraud of every description, 1t must.at 
once appear that the Constitution could never 
have contemplated giving Congress any authority 
on the subject. They knew it was impossible, from 
the great distance of some of the States, that viva 
voce examinations could take place before that 
body ; that on this occasion all others were inad- 
missible ; they therefore determined, that the in- 
quiry into the election and qualifications of the 
Electors, and the constitutionality of their votes, 
should be given to and rest exclusively with the 
State Legislatures; and that the certificate of the 
Executive of a State, of the Electors appointed, 


and the votes of such Electors regularly transmit- 
ted, must be received and counted. If this was 
not to be the case, and the bill before you was to 
become law, as you have now determined that the 
7th section should be struck out; and that the com- 
mittee shall have power, finally, to decide without 
restrictions, I wish to be informed, where are the 
committee to stop their inquiries? In States 
where the Electors are chosen by a general vote, 
or by districts;and where thousands of voters may 
ballot for a candidate, are the committee to exa- 
mine into the return of every Elector, and into 
the qualifications of every vote? Or in others, 
where the Electors are chosen by the Legislature, 
are the committee to inquire. into the legality of 
thereturnof every member of a State Legislature? 
Or how is it possible for this committee, or for 
Congress itself, either to have the time or means 
to make these inquiries, so as to be able to de- 
termine with exactness, or with justice to the 
parties? 

But let us suppose that this committee, or even 
Congress ‘itself, are determined to exercise this 
power, and should receive memorials and peti- 
tions, and collect testimony, and should be of opin- 
ion that one or more Electors of a State have not 
been duly elected, or are not constitutionally qual- 
ified; how are Congress then to proceed to find how 
these unduly or disqualified Electors voted, particu- 
larly if they should belong toa State having a num- 
ber of Electors? As the Constitution directs they 
are to vote by ballot, the votes of the election ought 
to be secret. You have no right to require from 
an Elector how he voted, nor will you be able to 
know for whom he did vote, particularly if in the 
return from that State different candidates have 
been voted for. In this dilemma, I ask, what is to 
be done? You cannot discover for whom this 
disqualified or improperly returned Elector voted; 
and you would not certainly, iwa State having six- 
teen or twenty-one votes, reject the whole, because 
one or two illegal votes have been supposed to be 
given. 

From the most attentive consideration of this 
part of the subject, I believe no satisfactory answer 
can ever be given to the question I ask; that the 
objection I have stated can never be removed; 
thatif there was no other good reason for supposing 
the Constitution did not intend to give to Con- 
gress any control or examination into the elec- 
tion, this of itself is sufficient, and proves the wis- 
dom of that instrument’s vesting it exclusively in 
the State Legislatures. 

Another serious objection to this bill, or to the 
exercise of this power, either by Congress or a com- 
mittee, is, that the Executives of the States andthe 
State Legislatures are equally bound with Con- 
gress, by oath, “to support the Constitution;” it is 
an oath they all take at. the commencement of 
each new Legislature. If therefore a number of- 
the Legislatures of the most important States in 
the Union should be of opinion, with me, that this 
is a right exclusively vested in them by the Consti- 
tution, which they have solemnly sworn to pre- 
serve, and that consistently with their oaths they 
cannot quietly acquiesce in a diminution of it, or 
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ôn: by a body having no Consti- | those really national powers which can alone be 
tity to interfere, might not such sen- | safely exercised by the General Government, for 
ly expressed and adhered to, unneces- | the purposes of national defence and protection, 
i rise to a conflict of opinions, at least, | that Government is in its turn checked from over- 
that. Had better always be avoided?. We know | stepping the boundaries of the Constitution, by the 
the force of religious opinions in this country, and | reserved powers to the States and the people, and 
how:tenaciously oaths are An general adhered to; | by their exclusive rights of election, as [have fully 
and:surely, nothing but some strong and pressing | stated to you. Instead of injuring, let it be our’ 
necessity could ever excuse, if anything. can ex- | care to preserve unimpaired this valuable system. 
cuse, an interference on so delicate asubject. And | I should be sorry that any part of the Government 
where, sir, is this necessity at present? Have not | should be chargeable with a wish to violate it; but 
the States, and their Legislatives and Executives, | feeling,as we must always do, a particular affection 
always punctually and faithfully executed- every | for that branch of it to which we belong, I should 
duty the Constitution required of them? Have | be extremely sorry indeed that this bill should pass 
you any documents. before you to prove some of | the Senate. ef 

them mean to misbehave, or any proofs to justify | ` Let us remember that the election is intended 
your adopting a measure of this kind? Are the | py the Constitution, once in every four years, as 
opinions of individuals, or perhaps unfounded an- | an appeal tothe people for their opinions respecting 
onymous publications, to precipitate you into dif- | the preceding Administration. If the conduct of 
ferences with the States, at a time when harmony | the Executive has. been wise, disinterested, and 
is so essential to our general welfare? Do you | impartial, there can be no doubt that the good 
recollect the contests that are now prevailing in | sense and virtue of our citizens will continue him 
the Old World on the subject of Government and | jy office, or, if he wishes to decline, elect a succes- 
its principles, and how important it is to us to | sor of similar principles. On the contrary, if he 
avoid a clashing of opinions between Congress and | has not proved himself able and judicious, and 
the States on the subject of their reserved rights, | the measures of his Administration do not accord 
at a time when not only this but every Constitu- | with the public sentiment, they will have an op- 
tional peop should be touched with the great- | portunity, mildly and gently, through the force of 
est delicacy ?, We should recollect that it is also | the elective principle, to remove him, and place in 
highly necessary at this time to impress our citi- | his stead some man of different political conduct - 
zens with the most favorable opinions of the in- | and opinions. This appeal, however, can never 
tegrity of the Government, particularly as it re- | be fairly and independently made to the people, if 
spects the election of their President; they now | Congress are to-have the smallest control or revi- 
know that chosen by Electors, elected under the | sion of the election, because, the majority of them 
exclusive direction of the State Legislatures, with- | must always be intimately connected with the 
in only a shortdime of the election, and voting on | measures of Administration. The President can 
one day throughout the Union, it is impossible | never proceed without the support of Congress; 
for foreign or domestic gold, or factions, to influ- | their approbation must sanction all the laws and 
ence the election; as it stands now, corruption | 91) the supplies which his views have occasioned; 
must ever keep at a distance; it can never assail | and the people, in:expressing by the election their 
your Electors, or sully the purity of their choice. | sentiments of the conduct of the Executive, must, 
Give, however, the power of deciding on their | 3t the same time, necessarily give an opinion on 
votes, and of rejecting or receiving them, as they | that of the Legislature. This is another reason 
please, to thirteen men, all of the same political de- | for rejecting the bill; and as it appears, since the 
scription, all wishing the same men, sitting with | 7th section has been struck out, several gentlemen 
closed doors, and whose deliberations are removed | haye altered their opinions, I am not without hopes, 
from the public eye, and you will find it difficult to | when the question is taken, we shall find ourselves 
avoid just suspicion; your jealous citizens will rê- | jy a majority, that it will not pass, and that the 
member that secrecy always accompanies COrrup- | exclusive rights of the State Legislatures will be 
tion, and that even if this committee were to act preserved inviolate. 

in the most honorable manner, yet still that the When Mr. P. had concluded, the question was 
friends of the candidate whose votes have been re- | ken on the passage of the bill, and it was deter- 
fused, if such refusal cost him his election, will | +g in the affirmative — yeas 16 nays 12, as 
never. cease to suspect that all has not been fair, follows: 


i influenced the ; ; 
and that some improper reason had in Yras—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dexter, 


isi iety of other objec- : j 
aeiio inst this bills but Tam afraid I have al. | Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Billhouse, Latimer, Lloyd, 
ready too long trespassed on your patience. I will Paie Read, Ross, Semurana, palain, Bloo deoii; 
therefore here conclude my remarks, wiih Si ea Brown, Cocks Franklin, Langdon, Livermore, Mar- 
ing the House not to destroy the beautiful har- shall, Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


miody and aater eee ce cid he Geen So it was Resolved, That this bill pass, that it 


i nd the General nat 3 
sent insures, both to the States a fe engrossed and R ThE sale thereof be “ Anact 


Government; a safety which must depend on a TOSSE i oy j lecti 
i i inci d to the judi- | prescribing the mode of deciding disputed elections 
Ue eae aoc eer i rf President and Vice President of the United 


cious distribution of its authorities; that while the K 
States are wisely prohibited from interfering with | States. 


147 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


148 


SENATE. 


Proceedings. 


Apri, 1800. 


Mownpay, March 31. 


Mr. Lanepon, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill authorizing Seth Harding to 
locate certain lands in the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the river Ohio, reported amend- 
ments; which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “An act. to discharge Robert 
Sturgeon from his imprisonment,” again reported 
the amendment ; which was read and adopted. 

Resolved, That this bill pass as amended. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill for the relief of Ithamar Canfield, 
reported the bill with an amendment. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 
titled “An act to continue in force ‘An act con- 
cerning certain fisheries of the United States, and 
for the regulation and government of the fishermen 
employed therein, and for other purposes, as there- 
in mentioned.” 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing. 

Rr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill further to amend the act, entitled 
“An act to establish the Judicial Courts of the 
United States,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 
titled “An act to prevent the interference of any 
military force in certain elections.” 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed until to-morrow. ~ 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act to extend the privilege of 
franking letters and packages to Martha Wash- 
ington;” a bill, entitled “ An act fixing the rank and 
pay of the commanding officer of the corps of 
marines;” and a bill, entitled “An act to divide 
the Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
Ohio into two separate governments;” in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bills were read and ordered to the second 
reading. i 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 
titled “An act for the relief of Thomas Arnold;” 
and on the question to agree to the third reading 
of this bill, it passed in the negative. ` 

So the bill was lost. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee to whom was referred the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States of the 
Sth day of January last, together with the report 
of the Director of the Mint, of the first of the said 
month, and, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration of 


the said reports be postponed until Wednesday 
next. 


Tuespay, April 1. T 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives 
entitled “An act to extend the privilege of frank- 
ing letters and packages to Martha Washington,” 
was read the second time; and, by unanimous con- 
sent, it was read the third time and passed. 

The bill, sent from thie House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to divide the Territory of the 
United States Northwest of the Ohio into two sep- 
arate governments,” was read the second time and 
referred to Messrs. Brown, Ross, and Gunn, to 
consider and repért thereon to the Senate. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act fixing the rank and -pay of the 
commanding officer of the corps of marines,” was 
read the second time and referred to Messrs. Gunn, 
Dayton, and Binenam, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. : 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill aü- 
thorizing Seth Harding to locate certain lands in 
the Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
river Ohio. 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed until Wednesday, the 9th inst. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a “Resolution respecting the copper mines on the 
south side of Lake Superior,” in which they desire 
the concurrence of the Senate. ; 

The bill for the relief of Ithamar ‘Canfield was 

read the third time and.passed. °° 5 82 
_ The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “ An act to continue in force an act con- 
cerning certain fisheries of the United States, and 
for the regulation and government of ‘the fisher- 
men employed therein, and for the purposes there- 
in mentioned,” was read the third time; and, being 
amended, 8 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. ` : 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to lay before the Senate the amount of 
duty collected upon salt imported into the States 
of the Union, severally and annually, from 1793 
to 1798, both inclusively ; and, also, the amount of 
allowances made to fishing vessels, and draw- 
backs allowed to the exportation of salted provi- 
sions and pickled fish, in those States, annually, 
during that period. A ET 

Mr. Mason, notified the Senate that he would, 
to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to amend 
the act, entitled “An act for the better organizing 
of the troops of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” 


Wenpwnespay, April 2. X 

Mr. Bincuam, from the managers at the con- 
ference on the amendments to the bill, entitled “An 
act to allow a drawback of duties on goods exported 
to New Orleans, and therein to amend. the act, 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the collection of duties 
on imports and tonnage,” made report. ve 
Mr. Goopuue, from the committee to whom 


was referred the bill, sent from the House of Rep- 
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entitled “ An act for the relief of John 
Collet,” reported the bill without amendment. . 

Agreeably ‘to the order of the day, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the report of the com- 
matttee:to whom was referred the Message of the 
President of the United States of the 8th of Janu- 
aiy last; together with the report of the Director of 
the’Mint of the first of the said month; and, after 
debate, it was ordered ‘that the further considera- 
tion thereof be postponed. 
` Ordered, That a committee be appointed to ex- 
amine the Mint Establishment of the United States, 
and the operation thereof, and report to the Senate 
what reform may, in their opinion, be requisite in 
the same, and whether it wilkbe proper to remove 
the Mint to the city of Washington; with liberty 
to report by bill or otherwise; and that Messrs. 
HiLLROUSE, Goopxus, and Livermore, be the 
committee. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill, entitled “An act providing for the sale of the 
lands of the United States in the Territory North- 
west of the Ohio, and above the mouth of Kentucky 
river,” in which they desire the concurrence of 
the Senate. They recede from their disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill, en- 
titled “An act to allow a drawback of duties on 
goods exported. to New Orleans, and therein to 
amend the act, entitled ‘An act to regulate the 
collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” and 
agree thereto, with an amendment to their second 
amendment, in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment to the bill:‘last mentioned.“ 

Resolved, That they do concur therein. 

The bill first mentioned in the message was read 
and ordered to the second reading. ao 

Agreeably to notice given yesterday, Mr. Mason 
asked leave to bring in a bill to amend the act, en- 
titled “ An act for the better organizing the troops 
of the United States, and for other purposes;” and, 
on. the question to give leave, it passed in the neg- 
ative, : 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, entitled “An act to establish'a general 
stamp office,”.reported the bill with amendments; 
which were read. : 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

Mr. Mason notified the Senate that he should, 
to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill supplement- 
ary to the act to suspend part of an act, entitled 
“ An act to augment the Army of the United States, 
and for other purposes.” 


resentatives, 


Tuourspay, April 3. 


The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An act 
providing for the sale of the lands of the United 
States in the Territory Northwest of the Ohio, and 
above the mouth of Kentucky river,” was read 
the second time and referred to Messrs. Ross, 


Brown, and MarsnaLt, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. - : 

Mr. Greenz, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, sent from the House of Represent- 
atives entitled “An act for the relief of the Corpo- 
ration of Rhode Island College,” reported the bill 
without amendment: a 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, sent from the House of Representatives, en- 
titled “An act respecting the Mint.” 

Ordered, That it pass to the third reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill, enti- 
tled “An act to establish a general stamp office;?? 
and, having agreed thereto in part, 

Ordered, That the bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. : 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, further to amend the act, entitled “An act.es- 
tablishing the Judicial Courts of the United States.” 

On motion to postpone the further consideration 
thereof until the first Monday in December next, 
it passed in the negative—yeas 2, nays 23, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Livermore.and Read. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, Chip- 
man, Cocke, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, Franklin, Good- 
hue, Gunn, Hillhouse, Langdon, Latimer, Lloyd, Mar- 
shall, Mason, Nicholas, Paine, Pinckney, Ross, Tracy, 
and Wells. 


On the question to agree to the third reading of 
this bill, it passed in the negative—yeas 12, nays 
14, as follows: 

Yxas— Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Gunn, Langdon, Marshall, 
Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

Nays—Messrs. Chipman, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, . 
Goodhue, Greene, Hillhouse, Latimer, Lloyd, Paine, 
Read, Ross, Tracy, and Wells, 

So the bill was lost. . , 

The Vice Presipenr communicated a report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, agreeably to 
the order of first instant, stating the drawbacks 
allowed on salt; which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

Agreeably to notice given yesterday, Mr. Mason 
asked leave to bring in a bill supplementary to 
the act to suspend part of an act, entitled “An act 
to augment the Army of the United States, and for 
other purposes.” 


Fripay, April 4. 


Agreeably to the order of the day, the resolution 
of the House of Representatives, for. adjournment, 
on the first Monday in May next, was considered. 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed until Friday the 18th instant. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday, that leave be given to 
bring in a bill supplementary to the act to suspend 
part of an act, entitled An act to augment the 
Army of the United States, and for other purposes; ” 
and on the question to agree to this motion, it 

assed in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 9, as 
ollows: 
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Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bingham, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Cocke, Dexter, Foster, Franklin, Greene, 
Gunn, Langdon, Livermore, Marshall, Mason, Nich- 
olas, Paine, and Pinckney. 

Nays—Messrs. Chipman, Dayton, Hillhouse, Lati- 
mer, Lautance. Lloyd, Read, Ross, and Tracy. 

So the bill was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to establish a general stamp 
office,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass as amended. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill “to prevent the interference of any military 
force in certain elections ;” and, having agreed to 
an amendment, on the question to agree to the third 
reading of this bill, it passed in the negative—yeas 
12, nays 17, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Foster, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, 
Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Dex- 


ter, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laur- 
ance, Livermore, Lloyd, Paine, Read, Ross, Tracy, 
and Wells. 

So the bill was lost. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill “for the better government of the Navy of 
the United States;” in which they desire the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read, and ordered to the second reading. 

Mr. Nicuo.as, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill “to alter and to establish sun- 
dry post roads,” reported amendments. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 


Monpay, April 7. 


The bill “for the better government of the Navy 
of the United States” was read the second time 
and referred to Messrs. Bincuam, Goopuup, and 
Lanapon, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 

The bill supplementary to the act to suspend 
part of an act, entitled “An act to augment the 
Army of the United States,” was read the second 
time and referred to Messrs. Mason, Gunn, and 
Tracy, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill “to alter the form of certain oaths 
and affirmations, ” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill “to make further provision for the removal 
and accommodation of the Government of the 
United States ;” a bill “to repeal the act laying 
duties on mills and implements employed in the 
manufacture of snuff;” and a bill “to authorize 
the defence of the merchant vessels of the United 
States;” in which they desire the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The bills were read and ordered to the second 
reading, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act to continue in force an act 
concerning certain fisheries of the United States, 
and for the regulation and government of the fish- 
ermen employed therein, and for other purposes, 
as therein mentioned.” , ; 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amendment, 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 24th December last, the petition of 
Thomas Burling and others, inhabitants of certain 
lands on the borders of the Mississippi, made re- 
port; which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
also referred a letter signed John Henderson, per 
order, directed to Winthrop Sargent, Governor, to- 
gether with an extract of a letter from said Gov- 
ernor Sargent to the Secretary of State, made re- 
port; which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 

Mr. Laurance, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 28th of March last, sundry 
petitions respecting those articles, reported a bill 
permitting the exportation of some gunpowder; 
also, a number of muskets and cutlasses; and the 
bill was read and ordered to the second reading. ` 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill for the relief of John Collet. 

On motion, to agree to the third reading of this 
bill, it passed in the negative; so the bill was lost. 

The Senate considered the amendments reported 
by the committee to the bill “establishing sundry 
post roads;” and, having in part agreed thereto, 
then adjourned 


Tusspay, April 8. 

The bill for the defence of the merchant vessels 
of the United States was read the second time 
and referred to Messrs. Gooduvug, Nicwotas, and 
Tracy, to consider and report thereon to the Sen- 
ate. : 

The bill “for the removal and accommodation 
of the Government of the United States” was 
read the second time and referred to Messrs. Ross, 
Luioyp, and Hittuovuss, to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. 

The bill to repeal the “Act laying duties on 
mills and implements employed inthe manufacture 
of snuff,” was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. BINGHAM, Livermore, and LAURANCE; to 
consider and report thereon to to the Senate. 

The bill permitting the exportation of some gun- 
powder, also, a number of muskets and cutlasses, 
was read the second time and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. Curpman, from the committee to whom 
was referred on the 12th March last, to inquire what 
amendments are necessary in the act to establish 
the Judicial Courts of the United States, reported 
a bill on the subject; which was read and ordered 
to the second reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee on the petition of Thomas Bur- 
ling and others, inhabitants of the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory; and the report was adopted, as follows: 
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: itioners solicit an act of Congress for the 
confirmation of grants of land made by the Spanish Gov- 
o the treaty of April, 1796; and like- 


priority of right to lands in that Territory ; and a grant 
of head rights to all who are now, or may hereafter be- 
come, settlers. 

` « By the act of Congress for an amicable settlement 
of limits with the State of Georgia, and authorizing the 
establishment of a Government in the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory, a method is’ provided to settle all interfereing 
claims to said lands, which settlement has not yet been 
effected. It is also declared, by said act, that the rights 
of the State of Georgia and of any other persons claim- 
ing in that Territory, shall remain unimpaired by said 
act. ; 
“The committee are of opinion it will be improper for 
the Legislature of the Union to do anything upon the 
subject of said petition, while the interfering. claims to 
the lands in said Territory remain unsettled. “They 
therefore report. that the prayer of said petition is un- 
reasonable.” 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the same committee, on the letter of John Hen- 
derson to Winthrop Sargent, and the extract of a 
letter:from:Governor Sargent; and the report was 
adopted, as follows: 

‘That the inhabitants of the Mississippi Territory, re- 

quest an appropriation of lands in the Territory, by Con- 
gress, for the support of “clergymen and seminaries of 
learning, and such like purposes,” in the same ‘manner 
that appropriations have been made in the Northwestern 
Territory. o o o ; 
‘The committee are of opinion that the unsettled con- 
dition’ of claims to lands inthe Mississippi Territory 
renders it improper at this time to make appropriations 
of lands for any purposes. ; A 

They therefore report that the request of said inhabit- 
ants is unreasonable. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to 
the first amendment of the Senate to the bill to 
establish a general stamp office, and disagree to the 
other ‘amendments; desire a conference on the 
subject, and have appointed managers on their 
‘part. : i 
; The Senate tookinto consideration the resolution 
of the House of. Representatives last mentioned; 
and agreed to the conference, and that Messrs. 
Tracyand Curpman be the managers on their part. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to extend the privilege of obtaining patents 
for useful discoveries and inventions; and, after 
progress, 

“Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. ` 

Mr. Gunn, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill to fix the compensation of the 
Paymaster General, -and assistants to the Adju- 
tant General, reported amendments. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
‘amendments reported by the-committee-to the bill 
to alter’ and establish sundry post roads; and, 


having agreed thereto in part, and adopted other 
amendments, the bill was ordered to the third read- 
ing, as amended. Choe 

The Senate took into consideration the report of 
the committee to whom was'referred, on the 11th 
of enor, the petition of Joseph Russell, jr., and 
others. j 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof, 
at this time, be postponed. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, entitled “ An act to alter the form of certain 
oaths and affirmations directed to be taken by the 
act, entitled ‘An act providing for the second cen- 
sus or enumeration of the inhabitants of the Uni- 
ted States.” 

On motion, it was agreed, by unanimous con- 
sent, to dispense with the rule, and that this bill 
be now read’the third time. — 

Resolved, That this bill pass. 


Weonespay, April 9. 


Mr. Tracy presented the petition of Benjamin 
G. Bulcke, stating that he hath sustained injury 
by the interception of his letters in the Post Office, 
and praying redress ; and the petition was read. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. ` 

The bill, entitled “An. act to alter and establish 
sundry post roads,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

Mr. GUNN, from the committee tò. whom was 
referred the bill providing for an amicable settle- 
ment of limits with the State of Georgia, reported 
amendments; which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported by the committee to the bill 
to extend the privileges, of obtaining patents for 
useful discoveries and inventions to certain per- 
sons therein mentioned; and, having adopted the 
amendments, °° TOYA ee 

Ordered, That this bill pass to'the third reading 
as amended. f 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee on the petition of Joseph 
Russell and others. : ; 

On the question to agree to the report, it passed 
in the affirmative—yeas 22, nays 4, as follows: 

Yeas — Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, . Bloodworth» 
Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, Foster, Franklin, 
Goodhue, Gunn, Hillhouse, Langdon, Latimer, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Marshall, Nicholas, Paine, Pinckney, 
Ross, and Tracy. 

Naxs—Messts, Dexter, Greene, Laurance, and Read. 

So the report was adopted, as follows: 

That the petitioners, as holders of certain bills of 
credit, (commonly called new emission: bills,) emitted 
agreeably to a resolution’ of Congress of the 18th of 
March, 1780, pray of the United States payment of the 
interest on those bills; the parts of that resolution ilus- 
trating the principles upon which they were emitted, 
are as follows : Pea 

« Resolved, That the several States continue to-bring 
into ‘the Continental Treasury, by taxes or otherwise, 
their full quotas of fifteen- million dollars monthly, as 


„assigned them by the resolution of the 7th of October, 
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1779; a clause in the resolution of the 23d of February 
last, for relinquishing two-thirds of the quotas, to the 
contrary notwithstanding ; and that the States be fur- 
ther called on to make provision for continuing to bring 
into the said treasury their like quotas monthly, to the 
month of April, one thousand seven hundred and eighty- 
one, inclusive. 

“That silver and gold be receivable in payment of 
the said quotas, at the rate of one Spanish milled dollar, 
in lieu of forty dollars of the bills now in circulation. 

“That the said bills as paid in, except for the months 
of January and February past, which may be necessary 
for the discharge of past contracts, be not re-issued but 
destroyed. 


“ That as fast as the said bills shall be brought in to be 
destroyed and funds shall be established, as hereafter men- 
tioned, for other bills, other bills be issued, not to exceed, 
on account, one twentieth part of the nominal sum of 
the bills brought in to be destroyed. 


“That the bills which shall be issued be redeemable 
in specie, within six years after the present, and bear 
an interest at the rate of five per centum per annum, 
to be paid also in specie, at the redemption of the bills, 
or at the election of the holder, annually, at the respec- 
tive Continental loan offices, in sterling bills of exchange, 
drawn by the United States on their Commissioners in 


Europe, at four’ shillings and six pence sterling per 
dollar. 


“That the said new bills issue on the’ funds of indi- 
vidual States for that purpose established, and be signed 
by persons appointed by them, and that the faith of the 
United States be also pledged for the payment of said 
bills, in case any State on whose funds they shall be 
emitted, should, by the events of war, be rendered in- 
capable to redeem them; which undertaking of the 
United States, and that of drawing bills of exchange 
for payment of interest as aforesaid, shall be endorsed 
on the bills to be emitted, and signed by a commis- 
sioner to be appointed by Congress for that purpose. 
` “That the face of the bills to be emitted read as fol- 
lows, viz: 

“ The possessor of this bill shall be paid Spanish 
milled dollars, by the thirty-first day of December, 1786, 
with interest in like money, at the rate of five per cent. 
per annum, by the State of , according to an act of 
the legislature of the said State, of the —— day of ——, 
1780. i 

“ And the endorsement shall be as follows, viz: i 

“The United States insure the payment of the with- 
in bill, and will draw bills of exchange for the interest 
annually, if demanded, according to a resolution of 
Congress of the 18th day of March, 1780. 

“ That the said new bills shall be struck under the 
direction of the Board of Treasury, in due proportion for | 
each State, according to the said monthly quotas, and | 
lodged in the Continental loan offices in the respective 
States, where the Commissioner to be appointed by Con- 
gress, in conjunction with such persons as the respect- 
ive States appoint, shall attend the signing of said bills, 
which shall be completed no faster than in the afore- 
said proportion of one to twenty of the other bills 
brought in to be destroyed, and which shall be lodged 
for that purpose in the said loan offices. 


“That, as the said new bills-are signed and com- 


the accounts whereof shall be adjusted agreeably to the 
resolution of the 6th of October, 1779. 
“That whenever interest on the bills to be emitte 
shall be paid prior to their redemption, such bills shall 
be thereupon exchanged for others of the like tenor, to 
bear date from the expiration of the year for which such 
interest is paid. ; 
“ That the several States be called on to provide funds 
for their quotas of the said new bills, to be so productive 
as to sink or redeem one-sixth part of them annually 
after the first day of January next.” TEYA 


Conformably to which all the States, excepting North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia, then invaded, 
were furnished with their several proportiotis of bills 
for emission, and, excepting Connecticut; and Dela- 
ware, did issue various sums of them, which passed in- 
to circulation at a considerable discount fiom the nom- 
inal value, and which in circulation continued to de- 
preciate. Cr 

Provision for redemption of bills of the‘above descrip- 
tion, has been made by the States which issued them 
at different periods and rates of value: but those. pro- 
visions seem not to have given satisfaction to all the 
creditors, as, under the act of Congress, passed Febru- 
ary 12th, 1793, entitled “An act relative to claims 
against the United States not barred by any act of lim- 
itation, and which have not been already adjusted,” 
claims were lodged against the United States for payment 
of bills issued by the individual States as aforesaid, to 


amount of dollars - - - 90,642 
Since withdrawn - - - 58,222 
Remaining, - - = 32,420 


Upon any of which interest has not been paid by the 
United States, nor is proof shewn that demand for it 
was made, agreeably to said resolution. Stich of the 
petitioners whose names are entered as claimants undér 
said act of February 12th, 1793, appear to be holders 
of bills issued chiefly by the States of New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, and Rhode Island. 

The committee are informed that New Hampshire 
has provided for the redemption of those issued by that 
State, at the rate of one silver dollar for five dollars of 
their nominal amount. 

Massachusetts, by the act funding the debt of that 
Commonwealth, passed February Ist, 1794, provided for 
receiving on loan new emission bills of that State, “ at 
the rate of one dollar silver for four dollars of those bills, 
calculating the interest due on their face up to July Ist, 
1794, and issuing a certificate for the principal and in- 
terest at five per cent., payable semi-annually,” 

Rhode Island, by act of Assembly, passed July (second 
session) 1780, providing for emitting bills conformably 
to the above resolution, ordered an annual tax for six 
years, as a fund for their redemption: a considerable 
sum of them has been paid into that State’s treasury by 
tax; for those outstanding, no further provision has 
been made. 

Upon this general-view of the subject which presents 
itself, in considering the description of debt upon which 
interest is demanded, the committee are of opinion that 
the United States cannot be holden to make payment 
of interest on said bills, when there has not been de- 
mand made for such payment, agreeably to the teris 
of said resolution of Congress, and the endorsement on 


pleted, the States, respectively, on whose funds they | them. 


issue, receive six-tenths of them, and that the remain- 
der be subject to the orders of the United States, and 


credited to the States on whose funds they are issued, | 


The committee do not decide what would be the con- 
sequence, had such demand for payment of interest 
been proved; that subject not having been committed 
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to them ; but xo such demand being proved, they are of 
opinion thatthe prayer of the petitions committed to 
them is ‘unreasonable. : Poft 


T 


we pd Tuurspay, April, 10. 
> MrteGunn, from the committee to whom was 
referred: the bill “ fixing the rank and pay of the 
commanding officer of the corps of marines,” re- 
ported it without amendment. 
. The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported by the committee to the bill 
authorizing Seth Harding to locate certain lands; 
which were in part agreed to; and, 

Ordered, That the original committee on. this 
bill be revived; and that the bill be recommitted 
to them, further to consider and report thereon. 

The bill, sent from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to extend the privileges of ob- 
taining patents for useful discoveries and inven- 
tions to certain persons therein mentioned; and to 
enlarge and define the penalties for violating the 
rights of patentees,”.was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

Ordered, That the petition of Benjamin G. 
Bulcke be referred to Messrs. Tracy, Bioop- 
wortu, and Foster, toconsiderand report thereon. 

The Senate considered the amendments reported 
by the committee to the bill for an amicable set- 
tlement of limits with the State of Georgia. 

On motion -to strike out from the 10th section, 
reported as an amendment, these words: “Provi- 
ded, That the said Commissioners shall not con- 
_tract forthe payment of any money from the Trea- 
sury of-the United States, other than the proceeds 
of the same lands:” it passed- in the negative— 
yeas 3, nays 22, as follows: 


Yeas— Messrs: Baldwin, Gunn, and Read. ’ 


Naxys—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth,. 


Browne, Chipman, Cocke, Dexter, Foster, Franklin, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Lloyd, Marshall, Nicholas, Paine, Pinckney, Ross, 
and Tracy. 


And having agreed to the amendments reported, 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. 

Mr. Lanapon, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the bill, authorizing Seth Harding to 
locate certain lands, reported amendments; which 
were adopted. ‘ . 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. 

Mr. Parne, form the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of Elijah Brainard, made 
report. ; 

On motion it was agreed that this report be 
adopted as follows: — _ 

That the petitioner asks pecuniary relief for a wound 
he states to have received in the Revolutionary war. 

Although there are some circumstances attending this 
claim which are peculiar to itself, and would plead in 
the petitioner’s favor, yet your committee do not see suffi- 
cient in it to distinguish it from other claims which are 
barred by the statute of limitations; your committee 
are therefore of opinion that the petitioner ought to have 
leave to withdraw his petition. 


: Sarurpay, April 12. 

Mr. Goopuus, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill authorizing the defence of 
the merchant vessels of the United States, reported 
amendments, which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to enable the President of the United States 
to borrow money for the public service; and agreed 
that the consideration thereof be postponed. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill for the relief of the.Corporation of Rhode Is- 
land College. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

.. A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, to authorize the President of the United 
States to accept for the United States a cession of 
the Western Reserve of Connecticut, in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill was read and ordered to the second 
reading. 

The bill, supplemental to the act for an amica- 
ble settlement of limits with the State of Georgia 
was read the third time. 

On motion further to amend the bill, it was 
agreed, that the consideration thereof be postponed 
until Wednesday next. 

Mr. Hitiyouss, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill supplemental to the act to 
regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian 
tribes, reported amendments; which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The bill authorizing Seth Harding to locate 
certain lands was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engros- 
sed, and that the title thereof be, “An act author- 
izing Seth Harding to locate certain lands in the 
Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
river Ohio.” eee Oe ai 

Mr. Ross, from the the committee to whom 
was referred the bill to make further ptovision for 
the removal and accommodation of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, reported amendments ; 
which were read. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The Senate considered the report of the com- 
mittee on the bill fixing the rank and pay of the 
commanding officer of the corps of marines. 

Ordered, That the original committee on this 
bill be received; and that the bill be recommitted 
to them, further to consider and report thereon. 


Monpay, April 14. 

The bill authorizing the President of the United 
States to accept, for the United States, a cession 
of the Western Reserve of Connecticut, was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. Ross, 
Laurance, Tracy, Reap,.and MARSHALL, to con- 
sider and report thereon..." = 

The bill, sent from the Hote of Representa- 
tives, entitled “An-act for the relief of the Cor- 
poration of Rhode Island College,” was.read the 
third time and passed. `- 

The second reading of the bill to enable the 
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President of the United States to borrow money 
for the public service, was resumed, and the bill was 
ordered to the third reading. 

The amendments reported by the committee to. 
the bill supplementary to the act to regulate trade 
and intercourse with the Indian tribes, were con- 
sidered and adopted. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. : 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill making appropriations for the support of Gov- 
ernment forthe year 1800; a bill to make appropria- 
tions for the Navy of the United States during 
the year 1800; a bill to authorize the sale and con- 
veyance of lands in certain cases, by the marshals 
of the United States; a bill to continue in force 
“ An act prescribing the mode of taking evidence 
in cases of contested elections ;” and a bill to pro- 
vide for rebuilding, erecting, and supporting cer- 
tain light-houses; in which bills they desire the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The bills were read-and ordered to the second 
reading. 

Mr. HiLLHOUSE, from the committee to whom 
the subject was referred, zeporied a bill in addition 
to the act prohibiting the slave trade; which was 
read and ordered to the second reading. 

The amendments reported by the committee to 
the bill for the defence of the merchant vessels of 
the United States were considered and adopted. 

Ordered, That the bill pass to the third reading 
as amended, 

The Senate considered the resolution respecting 
the copper mines on the south side of Lake Su- 
perior. 

Resolved, That they do concur therein. 

The bill permitting the exportation of some gun- 
powder, muskets, and cutlasses, was read the sec- 
ond time and ordered to the third reading. 

The bill to amend the act establishing the Judi- 
cial Courts of the United States was read the sec- 
ond time: and, after debate, the Senate adjourned. 


Tvusspay, April 15. 


The bill providing for the rebuilding, erection, 
and support of certain light-houses,.was read the 
second time and referred to Messrs. Goopuue, 
Hitiyouss, and Lanepon, to consider and report 
thereon. 

The bill to continue in force an act prescribing 
the mode of taking evidence in cases of contested 
elections was read the second time. 

Mr. Bineuam, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill for the better government of the 
Navy, reported amendments. 

The bill to authorize the sale and conveyance of 
lands by the marshals was read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. Brown, Dexter, and 
Ross, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill making appropriations for the support 
of Government for the year 1800; also, the bill 
making appropriations for the Navy of the United 
States, during the year 1800; were severally read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. Tracy, 


-Bineuam, and Reap, to consider and report 


thereon. n D 

The bill in addition to the act prohibiting the 
slave trade was read the second time. 

The bill entitled “An act to continue in force 
an act, entitled ‘An act authorizing the defence of 
the merchant vessels of the United States against 
French.depredations,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amendment. 

The bill entitled “An act supplementary: to the 
act to regulate trade and intercourse with the In- 
dian tribes, and to preserve peace on the: frontiers,” 
was read the third time. tthe VER 

Resolved, That this pill pass with amendments. 

The bill to enable the President of the United 
States to borrow money for the public service was 
read the third time. ae 

Ordered, That it be recommitted.to the com- 
mittee, this day appointed, on the bills making: ap- 
propriations for the year 1800, to report thereon. 

A message from the House-of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill 
in addition to the act for the punishment of cer- 
tain crimes, in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. : 

The bill last mentioned was read, and ordered 
to the second reading. 

The bill permitting the exportation of some 
gunpowder, muskets, and cutlasses, was read the 
third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, that.it be engros- 
sed, and that the title thereof be “An act-permit- 
ting the exportation of certain parcels of gunpow- 
der, muskets, and cutlasses.” SRT 

Mr. Tracy, from the managers at the .confer- 
enceon the bill to establish a general stamp office, 
made report; whereupon, : T 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on some, and 
recede from other amendments to the säid bill, as 
reported. 

The report of the committee on the bill.to fix 
the compensation of the Paymaster. General, and 
assistants to the Adjutant General, was considered 
and adopted. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. 

The bill making further provision for the remo- 
val and accommodation of the Government of the 
United States, was considered; and, after progress, 
the Senate adjourned. : 


Wepnespay, April 16. 


The bill in addition to the act for the punish- 
ment of certain crimes was read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. Dexter, Reap, and Day- 
Ton, to consider and report thereon. 

The second reading of the bill to prescribe the 
mode of taking evidence in cases of contested 
elections was resumed. 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 


The amendments reported by the committee to. 
the bill for the better government of the Navy of 


the United States were read and adopted.  ; 
Ordered, That the bill pass to the third reading 
as amended, ae: Ns 


: 
t 
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Mr. Gunn, from the committee on the bill fix- 
ing the rank and pay of the commanding officer 
of the corps'of ‘marines, reported an amendment. 

The:second reading of the bill to amend. the act 
establishing the Judicial Courts of the, United 
States: was resumed. ‘ 

Ordered, That it be recommitted to Messrs. 

Nicnotas, Dayton, and Tracy, further to con- 
sider and report thereon. 
«A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House so far recede 
from their disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill to establish a general stamp of- 
fice, as to agree thereto with amendments; in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 
They have passed a bill for the regulation of the 
public arsenals and magazines; in which they de- 
sire the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill to divide the Territory of the Uni- 
ted States Northwest of the Ohio into two-separate 
goveramenm reported amendments; which were 
read.. Ro 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives, on their 
amendments to the bill establishing a general 
stamp office. : 

Resolved, That they so far recede therefrom as 
to agree to the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to their amendments. 

The bill to fix the compensation of the Paymas- 
ter General, and assistants to the Adjutant Gene- 
ral, was read the third time. 

“Ordered, That it be recommitted to Messrs. 
Gunn, DAYTON, and ANDERSON, to consider and 
report thereon... ; 

The bill last- brought up from the House. of 
Representatives. for concurrence was read, and 
ordered to the second reading. ~~ 

Mr. Mason notified the Senate that he should, 
to-morrow, move for leave to bring in a bill to re- 
peal in part the act, entitled “An act in addition to 
the act, entitled ‘An act for the punishment of cer- 
tain crimes against the United States.” 

The third reading of the bill providing for an 
amicable settlement of limits with the State of 
Georgia was resumed. 

On motion, to agree to amend the 10th section 
reported as an amendment, by adding after the 
word “reasonable:” 

“And also, that the said Commissioners on the part 
of the United. States, or any two of them, after such 
settlement with the State of Georgia shall be made, be 
authorized to settle, by compromise, with the parties 
interested, any claims which are or shall be made by 
settlers, or any other persons whatsoever, to any parts 
of the aforesaid lands, which may be relinquished by the 
State of Georgia. Provided, That the settlement with 
Georgia and the claimants aforesaid shall be made and 
completed before the 4th day of March, 1803 :” 

It passed in the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 8, as 
follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Chipman, Day- 
ton, Dexter, Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, 
Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, Lloyd, Read, Ross, 
Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

6th Con.—6 


- . Nays-—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, 
Franklin, Marshall, Mason, and Nicholas. 


_Resolved, That this bill pass as amended. 


THURSDAY, April 17. . 


The bill for the regulation of arsenals and mag- 
azines was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Tracy, DAYTON, and ANDERSON, to COn- 
sider and report thereon. 

The Senate considered the amendment report- 
ed to the bill fixing the rank and pay of the com- 
manding officer oF the corps of marines; which 
was adopted, and it was agreed that the bill be read 
the third time as amended. f 

Mr. Goopuus from the committee on the bill 
for rebuilding and supporting certain light-houses, 
reported the bill without amendment. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act to make further provision 
for the removal and accommodation of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

On motion to strike out the first section, agreea- 
bly to the report of the committee, it passed in 
the negative—yeas 8, nays 21, as follows: 


Yras—Messrs Bingham, Brown, Goodhue, Latimer, 
Laurance, Livermore, Ross, and Wells. f 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, Franklin, 
Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Langdon, Lloyd, Marshall, 
Mason, Nicholas, Pinckney, Read, Schureman, and 
Tracy. 

On the question to agree to the third reading of 
the bill as amended, it passed in the affirmative—- 
yeas 20, nays 9, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, 
Franklin, Greene, Gunn, Langdon, Lloyd; Marshall, 
Mason, Nicholas, Pinckney, Read, and Tracy. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Goodhue, Hillhouse, Lat- 
imer, Laurance, Livermore, :-Ross, Schureman, and 
Wells. : i es 

On the question to agree to the final passage of 
the bill, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 
9, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, Chip- 
man, Cocke, Dexter, Foster, Franklin, Greene, Gunn, 
Langdon, Lloyd, Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, Pinckney, 
Read, and Tracy. 

Nayrs—Messrs. Bingham, Brown, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Ross, Schure- 
man, and Wells. 

So it was Resolved, That the Senate concur in 
this bill as amended. ; 

The bill entitled “An act to continue in force, 
for a limited time, the act entitled an act to pre- 
scribe the mode of taking evidence in cases of 
contested elections for members of the House of 
Representatives of the United States, and to com- 
pel the attendance of witnesses,’ was read the 
third time. i 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in this bill. 

The bill, entitled “ An actfor the better. govern- 
ment of the Navy. of the United States,” was read 
the third time. - - : 

Resolved, That this bill pass as amended. 
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The Senate restimed the third reading of the 
bill, entitled “An act to fix the compensation o 
the Paymaster General, and assistants to the Adju- 
tant General; and it being further amended, 

Resolved, That thisbill do pass with amendments. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill making appropriations for the Military Estab- 
lishment of the United States for the year 1800: 
also, a bill supplementary to the laws now in force, 
fixing the compensation of the officers of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives; in which they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill first mentioned in the message was 
read, and by unanimous consent it was read the 
second time. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed the 15th instant, on the bills making 
appropriations for the support of Government, and 
for the Navy, for the year 1800, to consider and 
report thereon. 

The bill last mentioned in the message was read 
and ordered to the second reading. 

The Vroe Presipent communicated a letter 
from Samuel Meredith, Treasurer of the United 
States, with his specie account ending the 31st of 
December 1799. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred the 
bill to divide the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the river Ohio into two separate 
governments; and having agreed thereto, 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended. 


Fripay, April 18. 


The bill supplementary to the laws fixing the 
compensation of the officers of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, was read the second 
time, and referred to Messrs Livermore, LATIMER, 
and AnpErRson, to consider and report thereon. 

Ordered, That the committee appointed the 
12th of March last on the bill “to alter and estab- 
lish sundry post roads,” be revived, and that they be 
instructed to bring ina bill supplementary thereto. 

Mr BINGHAM, from the committee on the bill 
to repeal the act laying duties on mills, andthe 
implements employed in the manufacture of snuff, 
reported it without amendment. 

The second reading of the bill to provide for 
the rebuilding, erecting, and supporting, certain 
light-houses, was resumed. 

Ordered, That it pass toa third reading. 

The billentitled “An act to dividethe Territory 
of the United States Northwest of the Ohio into 
two separate governments,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, That the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed until Monday next. 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the resolution 
of the House of Representatives, for an adjourn- 
ment.of the two Houses on the first Monday in 
May next, was considered. 

Resolved, That the Senate concur therein, with 
this amendment: strike out the Ist Monday, 
and insert the 2d Monday. 


The bill, entitled “An act fixing the rank and 


f| pay of the commanding officer of the corps of ma- 


rines,” was read the third time. 
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 
The second reading of the bill to_prohibit the 
carrying on the slave trade from the United States, 
was resumed. o 
Ordered, That it pass to a third reading., ; 
Mr. Ross, from the committee on the bill au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to 
accept a cession of the jurisdiction of the Western 
Reserve of Connecticut, reported an amendment. 


Satorpay, April 19. 


The bill, entitled “An act to repeal the act lay- 
ing duties on mills, and implements employed in 
the manufacture of snuff;” also, the bill, entitled 
« An act to provide for rebuilding the light-house 
at New London; for the support of a light-house 
at Clerk’s Point; and for the erection and support 
of a light-house at Wigwam Point, and for other 
purposes;” were severally read the third time 
and passed. 

The bill to prohibit the carrying on the slave 
trade from the United States was read the third 
time. ve 
Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engrossed, 
and that the title thereof be “ An act, in addition 
to the act entitled ‘An act to prohibit the carrying 
on the slave trade from the United States to any. 
foreign place or country.” 

Mr. Dexter, from the committee on the bill for 
the punishment of certain crimes against the 
United States, reported it without amendment. ` 

Ordered, That the bill pass to a third reading. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee on the bill pro- 
viding for the sale of the lands in. the Territory 
Northwest of the Ohio, reported amendments. 

Ordered, That Mr, Ross be added to the com- 
mittee, appointed the 28th of February last, on. the 
subject ofunappropriated lands claimed by the Uni- 
ted States in the State of: North Carolina. 


Monpay, April 21. 


The bill, entitled “An act to continue in force 
the act, in addition to the act for the punishment 
of certain crimes against the United States,” was 
read the third time and- passed. 

The bill, entitled “ An act to divide the Territory. 
of the United States Northwest of the Ohio into 
two separate governments,” was read the third 
time, amended, and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill to 
continue the duty on salt, in which they desire the © 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read and ordered 
to the second reading. -a 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments to the bill for the sale of lands northwest of 
the Ohio; and having agreed thereto, 

Orderéd, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. . ‘ 
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“The bill éntitled “An act respecting the Mint,¥| And the question on the final passage of the bill 


was read the third time and passed. 


. : Turspay, April 22. 

“The bill laying additional duties on salt was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. Brown, 
Goopnuz, and ANDERSON, to consider and report 
thereon. ; 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee on the petition 
of Benjamin G. Bulcke, reported that the prayer 
thereof is unreasonable. 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the Senate 
took into consideration the amendment to the bill 
to authorize the: President of the United States 
to accept, for the United States, a cession of juris- 
diction of the’ territory west of Pennsylvania, 
commonly called the Western Reserve of Con- 
necticut; and agreed thereto. RE 

On motion,to agree to the third reading of this 
bill, as amended, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 
15, nays 10, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Cocke, Dayton, Dexter, 
Foster; Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Livermore, 
Marshall, Read, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

Nars — Messrs. Baldwin, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Franklin, Latimer, Laurance, Mason, Nicholas, 
and Ross. 

Mr. Livermore, from the committee on the bill 
fixing the compensations of the officers of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives, reported amend- 
ments ; which were read. 

The bill, entitled’ “An act to amend the act, 
entitled * An act providing for the sale of the lands 
of the United. States in the Territory Northwest 
_ of the. Ohio, and above the mouth of Kentuck 
river,” was. read the third time, and passed wit 
amendments. ` l 


WepnesDay, April 23. 

The bill to authorize the President of the Uni- 
ted States toaccept, for the United States, a cession 
of jurisdiction of theterritory west of Pennsylvania, 
commonly called the Western Reserve of Connec- 
ticut, was read the third time. 

On motion, to amend section Ist, line 2d, after 
the word “that,” to strike out to the word “ to,” in 
third line, and insert: . 

“Tt shall. be lawful for the Attorney General of the 
United States, with such agent or attorney as the State 
of Connecticut. may appoint for that purpose, to insti- 
tute a suit, or make up an issue, in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, to try and decide the title of the 
said State of Connecticut to that tract of land commonly 
called the Western Reserve of Connecticut. And should 
the decision of the said Court be in favor of the claim of 
the said: State of Connecticut, that then the President 
of the United States shall be authorized :” 

It passéd in the negative—yeas 10, nays 15, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Frank- 
lin, Langdon, Laurance, Mason, Nicholas, Ross, and 
Schureman. 

WNaxs—Messrs. Anderson, Cocke, Dayton, Dexter, 
Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Latimer, 
Livermore, Marshall, Read, Tracy, and Wells. 


as amended, was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 15, nays 10, as follows: 

Yzas—Meésrs. Anderson, Cocke, Dayton, Dexter, 
Foster, Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Livermore, 
Marshall, Read, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Frank- 
lin, Langdon, Latimer, Laurance, Mason, Nicholas, and 
Ross. i i 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill to establish the district of Kennebunk, and 
other places therein mentioned; also, the bill for 
equalising the valuations of unseated lands; in 
which they desire the ¢oficurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. Mason, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill supplementary to the act to sus- 
pend part of the aet providing for the augmenta- 
tion of the Army, reported an amendment ; which 
was read. 

The bills last brought up for concurrence were 
read, and it was agreed that they be severally read 
the second time. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill fang 
the compensations of the officers of the Senate an 
House of Representatives ; and, having agreed 
thereto, 

Ordered, That the bill pass to the third reading - 
as amended. 


Tuorspay, April 24. 


The bill for equalising the valuations of unseated 
lands was read the second time and referred to 
Messrs. Laurance, Livermore, and Brown, to 
consider and report thereon, 

The bill to establish the district of Kennebunk, 
and other places therein mentioned, was read the 
second time, and ‘referred to Messrs. GOODHUE, 
Nicuotas, and HıLLHOUSE, to consider.and report 
thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
laws now in force fixing the compensations of the 
officers of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, was read the third time, and passed with 
amendments. “ 

The Senate considered the report of the com- 
mittee on the bill supplementary to the act to sus- 
pend part of the act, entitled “An act to augment 
the Army of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” which is as follows: Line 2, after the word 
“that,” strike out to the end of the bill, and insert: 


«Jt shall be lawful for the President of the United 
States to suspend any further military appointments 
under the act to augment the Army of the United States, 
and for other purposes, and under the ninth section of 
the act for the better organizing of. the troops of the 
United States, and for other purposes, according to his 
discretion, having reference to economy and the good 
of the service.” ; 

On motion to adopt the report, a division was 
called for, and the question was taken on striking 
out: which passed in the affirmative—yeas 14, 
nays 11, as follows: 

YVuas—Messrs. Bingham, Dexter, Foster, Goodhue, 
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Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, Read, 
Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Livermore, Marshall, 
Mason, and Nicholas. ; 


‘And the amendment was adopted, and the bill 


ordered to be read a third time as amended. , 
Mr. Nicwouas, from the committee appointed 
the 18th instant, reported a bill supplementary to 


the act to alter and establish sundry post roads; 


which was read. 


On the question to agree to the second reading 
of the bill, it was determined in the negative. So 


the bill was lost. 


Frivay, April 25. 


The bill supplementary to the act to suspend 
part of the act, entitled “An act to augment the 
Army of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
was read the third time, and postponed to Tuesday 


next. 


Monpay, April 28. 


_Mr. Tracy, from the committee, reported the 
bill regulating public arsenals and magazines, 
without amendment; and it was agreed that it 


pass to a third reading. 


Mr. Brown, from the committee on the bill to 
authorize the sale of lands, in certain cases, by the 
marshals, reported amendments; which were read. 

A message from the House of Representatives 


informed the Senate that they disagree to some, 


and agree to other, amendments to the bill provi- 


ding for the sale of the lands northwest of the 
Ohio: they agree to some, and disagree to other, 
amendments to the bill for a settlement of limits 
with the State of Georgia. They disagree to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill to divide the 
Territory Northwest of the Ohio into two separate 
governments. They have appointed a committee, 
with such as the Senate may join, on the subject 
ofa public library. They have passed a billauthor- 
izing a credit to William Tazewell; a bill allowing 
payment to the militia commanded by Major 
Thomas Johnson, in the year 1794; a bill author- 
izing the sale of certain lands between the Great 
and Little Miami rivers; in which bills and 
yesolutions they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The Senate considered the resolution of the 
House of Representatives on the amendment to 
the bill providing for the sale of the lands north- 
west of the Ohio. . 

Resolved, That they ask a conference thereon, 
and that Messrs. Ross and Brown be managers 
on the part of the Senate. 

The Senate considered the resolutions of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments to 
the bill for the settlement of limits with the State 
of Georgia; and ordered that they be committed 
to Messrs. Ross, DEXTER, and LIVERMORE, to re- 
port thereon. 


The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 


tions of the House of Representatives, on the 
amendment to the bill for dividing the Territory 


Northwest of the Ohio into two separate govern- 
ments. 

Resolved, That they insist on their amendments. 

The resolution of the House of Representatives 
for the appointment of a joint committee on the 
subject of a public library, was considered and 
adopted. i 

Resolved, That Messrs, DEXTER, Bincuam, and 
Nicuoas, be the committee on the part-of the 
Senate. Lea gii 

The bill authorizing a credit to William Taze- 
well was twice read, by unanimous: consent, and 
referred to Messrs. Brown, Anperson, and Litver- 
morg, to consider and report thereon. : 

The bill directing the payment of militia under 
Major Thomas Johnson, in the year 1794, was 
twice read, by unanimous consent, and referred to 
Messrs. Tracy, AnpeRson, and Davron, to.con- 
sider and report thereon. i 

The bill to authorize the issuing of patents was 
twice read, by unanimous consent, and referred'to 
Messrs. DEXTER, MARSHALL, and GREENE, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The bill last mentioned in the message was 
read, and ordered to the second reading. 

Mr. Goopnus, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill to establish the district of 
Kennebunk, and certain other districts, reported 
amendments. 

A motion was made that a committee be ap- 
pointed to inquire into the propriety of passing an 
act to authorize the meeting of Congress at an 
earlier period than the time directed by the Con- 
stitution, and that they report by bill or otherwise ; 
and it was agreed that the consideration thereof be 
postponed. 

Mr. Nicuotas, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill to amend the act to establish 
the Judicial Courts of the United States, reported 
amendments. >. 

Ordered, That Messrs. HILLHOUSE, BINGHAM, 
and DexEr, be a committee to consider whether 
any, and what, alteration ought to be made in the 
act, entitled “ An act to establish the Treasury 
Department ;” and whether it would not be expe- 
dient to make it the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to digest, prepare, and report to. Con- 
gress, at the commencement of every session, plans 
for improving and increasing the revenue, and 
raising such sum or sums of money as shall be 
necessary for the public expenditures; and report 
by bill or otherwise. 


Tuespay, April 29. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill to promote the manufacture of sheet copper 
within the United States; in which they desire 
the concurrence of the Senate. They agree to 
the conference on the bill providing for the sale 
of the lands northwest of the Ohio, and have ap- 
pointed managers on their part. They ask a cona 
ference on the amendment to the bill to divide the 
Territory Northwest of the Ohio into two separate 
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their parti 

2 The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tiot-6f the House of Representatives on the bill 
last: mentioned. 

“Resolved, That they agree to the proposed con- 
ference, and that Messrs. Ross and Brown be 
managers at the same on the part of the Senate. 

The bill first mentioned in the message was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 

The bill providing for the sale of lands between 
the Great and Little Miami rivers, was read the 
second time, and committed to Messrs. Ross, 
Brown, and LIVERMORE, to consider and report 
thereon. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee on the bill to 
authorize the President of the United States..to 
borrow money, reported it without amendment. 

The bill, entitled “ An act for the regulation: of 
public arsenals and magazines,” was read the third 
time, and passed. 

A motion was made, 

« That a committee be appointed to inquire into and 
make a statement of theexpenditure of public money 
for —— years past, and that they be authorized to in- 
spect all public records, books, and papers, or to re- 
quire copies thereof, when, in their opinion, the same 
may be necessary, and to make a report at the next ses- 
sion of Congress :” 

And it was agreed that the motion lie for con- 
sideration. 

‘Mr. Brown, from the committee on the bill lay- 
ing.duties on imported salt, reported an amend- 
ment. - 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill supplementary to the act to suspend the. act 
for augmenting the Army. . 

And the question on the final passage of the bill 
was determined in the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 6, 
as follows: 

Yuas—Mesers. Anderson, Baldwin, Bingham, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Cocke, Dexter, Foster, Franklin, Good- 
hue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, 
Livermore, Mason, Nicholas, and Schureman. 

Naxs—Messrs. Dayton, Latimer, Read, Ross, Tracy, 
and Wells. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass, that it 
be engrossed, and that the title thereof be “ An act 
supplementary to the act to suspend part of an act 
entitled ‘An act to augment the Army of the Uni- 
ted States and for other purposes.” 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee on the bill to amend the act to 
establish the Judicial Courts of the United States; 
the first clause of which is as follows: 

‘Strike out the whole of the bill after the word “ serve,” 
in the third line, and insert “ in the Courts of the United 
States, shall be designated by lot, or otherwise, in each 
State or district’ respectively, according to the mode of 
forming juries, to serve in the highest courts of law 
therein, now practised ; so far as the same shall render 
such designation practicable by the Courts and Mar- 
shals of the United States.” 

On motion to strike out all that follows the 
word “otherwise,” in the fourth line of the report, 


for the purpose of inserting the following: 


md have appointed managers on | - “Summoned or procured in each State respectively, 


according to the mode: directed and ‘prescribed by the 

laws of each State respectively, so faras such laws shall 
render the same practicable by the Courts or Marshals 

of the United States; and where the State mode cannot 
be used in the Courts of the United States, the Marshal 
attending such Courts shall, every day the Court sits, 
summon a sufficient number of persons to attend the 

Court that day, that out of them may be impannelled 

sufficient juries for the trial of all causes (except cases 
punishable with death) depending in such Courts; and 

if any person so summoned shall fail to-attend the Court 

accordingly, he shall be fined eight dollars, to the use of - 
the United States.” 


A division of the motion was called for, and the 
question was taken on striking out, which passed 
in the negative—yeas 9, nays 16, as follows: 

Yesas—Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, 
Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, and Nich- 
olas. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, 
Livermore, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

And it was agreed that the bill pass to the third 
reading as amended. 


Wenonespay, April 30. 


The bill to promote the manufacture of sheet 
copper within the United States was read the 
second time, and committed to Messrs. DEXTER, 
Gunn, and Livermore, to consider and report 
thereon. 

The bill to establish the Judicial Courts of the 
United States was read the third time. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engrossed, 
and that the title thereof Pa “An act to amend an 
act, entitled ‘An act to establish the Judicial Courts 
of the United States.” 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill, entitled “An act to enable the President of 
the United States to borrow money for the public 
service.” 

On motion, to strike out these words: “and upon 
such terms and conditions as he shall judge most 
advantageous for the United States ;” and insert 
“at a rate of interest, not exceeding 6 per cent. per 
annum :” 

A division of the motion was called for, and the 
question was taken on striking out; which passed 
in the negative—yeas 11, nays 14, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Brown, Cocke, 
Foster, Franklin, Gunn, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, and 
Nicholas. 

Nays-—Messrs. Bingham, Dayton, Dexter, Goodhue, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Livermore, Read, 
Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. : 

On motion to strike out “fifteen years,” the term 
limited for reimbursement of the joan, and insert 
“eight years:” 

A division of the motion was called for, and the 
question was taken on striking eut; which was 
passed in thenegative—yeas 10, nays 15, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Brown, Cocke, 
Franklin, Gunn, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, and 
Nicholas. 
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Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, 
Goodhue; Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Liver- 


more, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

And the question on the final passage of the bill 
was determined in the affirmative—yeas 15, nays 
10, as follows : os 

Yeas—Messrs. Bingham, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, 
Livermore, Read, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

Nayvs—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Brown, Cocke, 
Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, and 
Ross. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment reported by the committee to the bill to au- 
thorize the sale and conveyance of lands by the 
Marshals of the United States: and it was agreed 
that the bill pass to the third reading as reported. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to continue “An act laying additional duty on 
salt imported ;” and it was agreed that it pass to 
the third reading. 


Tuurspay, May 1. 


The bill, entitled “An act to authorize the sale 
and conveyance of lands in certain cases, by the 
Marshals of the United States, and to confirm 
former sales,” was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill allowing a credit to William Taze- 
well, reported it without amendment, and it was 
agreed that the bill be read the third time. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee appointed to con- 
sider the amendments disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, to the bill providing for a set- 
tlement of limits with the State of Georgia, reported 
that a conference be desired thereon; and the re- 
port was agreed to; and Messrs. Ross and DEXTER 
were appointed managers on the part of the 
Senate. 

The bill, entitled “An act to continue in force 
‘An act laying an additional duty on salt imported 
into the United States, and for other purposes,” 
was read the third time; and the question toagree 
to the final passage of the bill was determined in 
the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 8, as follows: 


Yuas-——Messrs. Bingham, Dexter, Foster, Goodhue, 
Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, Latimer, 
Livermore, Marshall, Read, Schureman, Tracy, and 
Wells. 

Naxs-~Messrs. Anderson, Bloodworth, Brown, 
Cocke, Franklin, Mason, Nicholas, and Ross, 


The amendments reported to the bill respecting 
the district of Kennebunk, and other districts there- 
in mentioned, were adopted, and the bill passed 
to the third reading as amended. 

Mr. Hittuouss, from the committee appointed 
the 28th of April last, on the subject of the Trea- 
sury Department, reported a bill, which was twice 
read by unanimous consent. 

Mr. Tracy notified the Senate that he should, 
to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill continuing 
in force after the 25th day of June next the act 
concerning aliens. 


Fray, May 2. 


Mr. Hitiuovss, from the committee to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill supple- 


mentary to the act establishing the Mint; which 


was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The bill, entitled “ An act to authorize the al- 
lowance of a credit to William Tazewell,” was. 
read the third time and passed. 

The bill respecting the district of Kennebunk, 
and other districts therein mentioned, was read the 
third time. 

Ordered, That the original committee be re- 
vived, and that the bill be recommitted to their fur- 
ther consideration. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill making appropriations. for’ the 
support of Government for the year 1800, reported: 
the bill without amendment; and it was agreed 
that the bill be read a third time. 

A message from the House. of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to the 
proposed conference on the bill for an amicable 
settlement of limits with the State of Georgia, and 
have appointed managers on their part. They 
have passed the bill for deciding disputed elec- 
tions of President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States, with amendments; in which they de~ 
sire the concurrence of the Senate. They con- 
cur in the amendment to the bill authorizing the 
sale and conveyance of lands by the Marshals. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill supplementary to the act to establish the Trea~ 
sury Department; and agreed that it pass to the 
third reading. . 

The Senate took into consideration the: amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
for deciding disputed elections of President and 
Vice President of the United States, and they were 
referred to Messrs. Ross, DEXTER, and Livermore, 
to report thereon. l 


Saturpay, May 3. 


Gouverneur Morris,appointed a Senator by the 
State of New York, for the remainder of the term 
for which their late Senator, James Watson, was. 
appointed, produced his credentials, and took his 
seat in the Senate; and the oath required by law 
was administered to him. j 

The bill supplementary to the act establishing 
the Mint was read the second time, and postponed 
until Monday next. 

The motion made on the 28th of April, respect- 
ing the next meeting of Congress, was considered: 
and, 

Resolved, That Messrs. BLoopworts, LIVER- 
more, and Tracy, be a committee to inquire into. 
ihe expediency of passing an act to authorize the 
next meeting of Congress at the city of Washing- 
ton,in the District of Columbia, and whether it, 
will not be advisable to meet at an earlier period 
than the time directed by the Constitution; and 
that the committee report by bill, or otherwise. 

Mr. Dexrer, from the committee to whom was. 
referred the bill authorizing the issuing certain 
patents, reported it without amendment. 
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Ordered, hat the original: committee be. re- | was read the second time, and referred to the com- 


vived,.and that the bill be recommitted, for their 


further-¢onsideration. 


The bill; entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions forthe support of Government, for the year 
1800,”was read the third time, and passed with an 


amendment. F 
The bill supplementary to the act to establish 
the Treasury Department was read the third time. 
Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engrossed, 
and that the title thereof be “An act to establish 
the Treasury Department.” 
Mr. Tracy notified the Senate that on Monday 


he would ask leave to bring in a bill concerning 


aliens. 


Monpay, May 5. 


Mr. ‘Laurance, from the committee appointed 
to consider the bill for equalising the valuations 
of unseated lands, reported it without amendment; 
and it was agreed that it be read a third time. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill supplementary to the act establishing the Mint; 
and it was agreed that it-be read a third time. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed.the Senate that they have passed the bill 
prohibiting the slave-trade, with an amendment, to 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

They recede from their disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill to divide the 
Territory Northwest.of the Ohio into two separate 
governments, so far as to agree thereto with an 
amendment. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee on. the. bill last 
mentioned; made reports; and it was: 

Resolved, That the Senate so far recede from 
their amendment thereto, as to agree.to the amend- 
ment to their amendment. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
prohibiting the slave trade. : 

Ordered, That the original committee be re- 
vived, and thatthe amendment be referred to them, 
to consider and'report thereon. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill supplementary to the act to establish the com- 
pensation of the officers of the customs, in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read and passed to 
the second reading. 

Mr. Ross, from the managers at the conference 
. on- the amendments to the. bill to amend the act 


providing for the sale of lands northwest of the ` 


Ohio, made.report. Whereupon, x ; 

Resolved, That the Senate recede from their 
amendments to the sixth section, so far as respects 
the forty days, in both instances, and insist on all 
their other amendments. `` 


Tuespay May 6. 
The bill supplementary to the act to establish 


the compensation of the officers employed in- the 
collection of the duties on impost and tonnage, 


mittee appointed the 12th of March last on that 
subject. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee on the bill 
making appropriations for the Military Establish- 
ment for the year 1800, reported it without amend- 
ment; and it was agreed that the bill be read the 
third time. 

The bill supplementary to the act establishing 
the Mint was read the third time. f 

Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engrossed, 
and that the title thereof be “ An act supplemen- 
tary to the act establishing the Mint, and regula- 
ting the coins of the United States.” 


The bill, entitled “ An act to provide for equal- 
ising the valuations of unseated lands,” was read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. Goopuuzg, from. the committee on the bill, 
entitled “An act to establish the district of Ken- 
nebunk, and to annex Lyme to New London, and 
to alter the district of Bermuda Hundred and City 
Point, and therein to amend the act, entitled ‘An 
act to regulate the collection of duties on imports 
and tonnage,” reported an amendment, which was 
adopted; and the bill passed as amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill to enlarge the powers of the surveyors of the 
revenue; a bill to ascertain the compensation of 
public Ministers ; a bill making appropriations for 
Indian treaties; and a bill respecting the lands 
granted to the inhabitants and settlers at Vincen- 
nes, and the Illinois country ; in which they desire 
the concurrence of the Senate. The House of 
Representatives so far recede from their disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
providing for the sale of the lands in the Territor 
Northwest of the Ohio, as to agree thereto with 
amendments. : mee a 

The resolution of the House-of Representatives 
last mentioned was considered. a 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments to the amendments. 

The bill first mentioned in the message was 
twice read by unanimous consent, and referred to 
Messrs. LiverMorE, WELLS, and Goopxus, to 
consider and report thereon. 

The second bill mentioned in the message was 
twice read by unanimous consent, and referred to 
Messrs. Morris, Bincuam, and Mason, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The third bill mentioned in the message was 
twice read by unanimous consent, and referred to 
Messrs. Gonn, Hittuouse, and ANDERSON, to 
consider and report thereon. 

The fourth bill mentioned in the message was 
twice read by unanimous consent, and referred to 
Messrs. Ross, Brown, and Latimer, to consider 
and report thereon. i 

Mr. Dexter, from the committee on the bill to 
promote the manufacture of sheet copper, reported 
amendments. 

And, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 


175 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


176. 


SENATE. 


Proceedings. 


May, 1800s: 


WEDNESDAY, May 7. 


Mr. Livermore, from the committee on the bill 
to enlarge the powers of the surveyors of the rev- 
enue, reported an amendment, which was agreed 
to; and the bill passed to the third reading as 
amended, 

Mr. Ross, from the managers at the conference 
on the amendments disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives to the bill providing for a settle- 
ment of limits with the State of Georgia, reported 
sundry modifications ; which were agreed to. 

Mr. Hitiaovss, from the committee to whom 
was referred the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill prohibiting the slave trade, 
reported amendments to the amendment; which 
were adopted. 

Mr. Goopunug, from the committee on the bill 
establishing the compensations of the officers em- 
ployed in the collection of the duties on imports 
and tonnage, reported an amendment. 

Mr. Bioopwortn, from the committee të whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill providing 
for the next meeting of Congress; which was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Morais, from the committee on the bill to 
ascertain the compensation of public Ministers, 
reported an amendment; which was agreed to, 
and the bill passed to the third reading as amended. 

The bill entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the Military Establishment of the United 
States, in the year 1800,” was read the third time 
and passed. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee on the bill to establish the com- 
pensations of the officers employed in the collec- 
tion of the duties on imports and tonnage. 

On motion, to strike out the following from the 

2d section: 
- “To the collector for the district of Boston and 
Chazlestown, and to the collectors of Baltimore and Phil- 
adelphia, three-eighths of one per centum ; to the col- 
lectors of Charleston, South Carolina, Salem, and Nor- 
folk, three-quarters of one per centum ; to the collector 
of the district of Portland, one per centum :” 

It passed in the negative—yeas 7, nays 17, as 
follows: 

Yras——-Messrs. Greene, Howard, Latimer, Read, 
Ross, Tracy, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bingham, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Cocke, Foster, Franklin, Goodhue, Hill- 
house, Laurance, Livermore, Marshall, Mason, Morris, 
Nicholas, and Schureman. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. 


Tuurspay, May 8. 


Mr. Ross, from the committee to whom was 
referred the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill prescribing the mode of de- 
ciding disputed elections of President and Vice 
President of the United States, reported amend- 
ments thereto. 

_ A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House do not concur 
in the bill to permit the exportation of certain 


parcels of gunpowder, muskets, and cutlasses. They 
have passed a bill making provision for the chil 
dren of Colonel John Harding, and Major Alex: 
ander Trueman; in which they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate. They agree to the modifi- 
cations reported by the managers at the conference 
on the bill for an amicable settlement: of limits 
with the State of Georgia, with an amendment to 
the amendment of the first section of the: > 


Ie 
Mr. Tracy, from the committee on‘th i 
recting the payment of the militia under t 
mand of Major Thomas Johnson, reported'amend- 
ments. He also reported, from the committee, 
amendments to the bill making appropriations for 
the Naval Department. fee ae 
The Vice Presibent communicated a letter 
from the Treasurer of the United States, with 
his War and Navy accounts, ending the 31st of 
March, 1800; which was read. Me eee 
The bill, entitled “ An act.suppleméntary to an 
act, entitled ‘An act to establish the compensation 
of the officers employed in the collection of the 
duties on imports and tonnage, and for other -pur- 
poses, ” was read the third time, further amended, . 
and passed. ae 
Mr. Dayvon, from the joint committee of both 
Houses, appointed the 19th December last, on the 
receipt of the intelligence of the death of General 
Gerorce WasuineTon, reported that the com- 
mittee have agreed to report to their ‘respective 
Houses sundry resolutions; which were-read.”", 
The Senate took into consideration the message _ 
of the House of Representatives, on the amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate to: the bill 
providing for a settlement of limits with the State 
of Georgia; and agreed to the amendment to’the 
amendment of the 1st section, line Ist. D 
A message from the House of .Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill to lay additional duties on certain articles-im- ' 
ported; also, a bill to. retain a further sum: on 
drawbacks, ` i 
The bills last mentioned were read, andseveral- 
ly passed to the second reading. “ata 
The Senate considered the amendments report- 
ed by the committee to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives on the bill prescribing 
the mode of deciding disputed elections of. Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States. :°. 
On motion, to agree to the following amend- 
ment reported by the committee: re on 
Section 8, line 49, strike out the word “reject- 
ing,” and insert “admitting "—it passed in the 
affirmative—yeas 15, nays 11, as follows: 
_ Yxas—Messrs. Bingham, Dayton, Dexter, Goodhue, 
Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Latimer, Livermore, Morris, 
Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. : 
Nars—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Foster, Franklin, Marshall, Mason, 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


On motion, to strike out the following words 
from the 1st section of the amendment of. the 
House of Representatives, viz: “other than such 
as may merely question the number of votes by 
which the electors may have been appointed: it 
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passed in the negative—yeas 11, nays 16, as 
follows:. : i 
Messrs. Dayton, Dexter, Goodhue, Greene, 
Hillhoüse, Latimer, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, 
and: Wells. l ; 
*Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bingham, Blood- 
‘worth, Brown, Cocke, Foster, Gunn, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Marshall, Mason, Morris, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 
On motion, to agree to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives, with the amendments 
reported, it passed in the affirmative—yeas. 16, 
nays 11, as follows: 
Yras—Messrs. Bingham, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, 
Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Latimer, Laurance, 


Livermore, Morris, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. |, 


Nays—Messrs, Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, Marshall, Mason, Nicholas, 
Pinckney, and Read. 


Fripay, May 9. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate pay 
to Hugh McKinley, for his labor and attendance 
on the Senate, the last session, fifty dollars, over 
and above what he hasalready received; and one 
dollar and a half per day for his labor and attend- 
ance on the Senate during the time he may be 
employed the present session; to be paid out of the 
money appropriated for the contingent expenses 
of the two Houses of Congress. 

The bill making provision for the children of 
Colonel John Harding and. Major Alexander 
Trueman was read the second time, and commit- 
ed to Messrs MARSHALL, Tracy, and Brown, to 
report thereon. 

The bill.to lay additional ‘duties on certain ar- 
ticles imported was read the second time, and com- 
mitted to Messrs. Bincnam, Goopuvus, and Lav- 
RANCE, to report thereon. 

The bill to retain a further sum on drawbacks, 
in lieu of stamp duties on debentures, was read 
the second time, and referred to the last mentioned 
committee, to report thereon. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill 
to permit the bringing of slaves into the Missis- 
sipppi Territory, in certain cases ; a bill allowing 
rations to certain Indians; and a bill to make fur- 
ther appropriations for the year 1800. 

The bills last brought up for concurrence were 
read, and severally passed to the second reading. 

The bill last mentioned in the message was, by 
unanimous consent, read a second time, and com- 
mitted to Messrs. Nicnotas, Livermore, and 
Tracy, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill to allow rations to certain Indians was 
- read the second time, by unanimous consent, and 
referred to the committee last mentioned, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

Mr. Dexter, from the committee on the bill to 
authorize the issuing certain patents, reported 
amendments; which were agreed to, and the bill 
passed to the third reading as amended. 

Mr. ANDERSON, from the committee to whom 
was referred the resolution authorizing an inquiry 
into the situation and extent of the vacant and 


unappropriated lands claimed by the United States 
ander the cession of the State of North Carolina, 
and the expediency of making provision for the 
disposition thereof, reported sundry resolutions. 

Ordered, That they be printed for the use of 
the Senate; and that the consideration thereof be 
postponed to the next session of Congress. 

The bill to permit the bringing of slaves into the 
Mississippi Territory, in certain cases, was read a 
second time, by unanimous consent, and referred 
to Messrs. Dexter, Reap, and Brown, to consider 
and report thereon. : 

The bill, entitled “ An act to enlarge the pow- 
ers of surveyors of the revenue,” was read the 
third time, and passed as amended. 

The bill, entitled “ An act to ascertain the com- 
pensation of the public Ministers,” was read the 
third time and passed as amended. 

The bill appointing the time and place of the 
next meeting of Congress was read the third time, 
and passed. 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee on the bill ieee 3 appropriations 
for the Navy for the year 1800, which was adopt- 
ed; and, by unanimous consent, the bill was read 
the third time, and passed with an amendment. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they agree to the amend- 
ments to the bill to enlarge the powers of survey- 
ors of the revenue, with amendments. They have 
passed a bill to continue trading houses for the 

ndians; also, a resolution relative to the laws‘of 
the Mississippi Territory; in which bill and reso- 
lution they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 
They disagree to the amendments of the Senate 
to the amendment of the bill prescribing the mode 
of deciding disputed elections of President and 
Vice President of the United States. 

The bill and resolution were severally read and 
passed to the second reading. 

On motion, the consideration of the amend- 
ments disagreed to on the bill last mentioned was 
postponed until to-morrow. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill directing the payment of the militia, under 
the command of Major Thomas Johnson; agreed 
to the amendments reported by the committee; 
and the bill passed to the third readingas amended. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee on the bill to 
provide for the sale of lands between the Great 
and Little Miami rivers, reported the bill without 
amendment. 


Saturpay, May 10. 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to their 
amendments to the bill to enlarge the powers of 
the surveyors of the revenue; and disagreed 
thereto. : 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill 
for erecting a mausoleum for Grorce Wasuine- 
TON; also, a bill to regulate grants of land to the 
refugees of Canada and Nova Scotia; in which 
bills they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 
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The bills last mentioned were read, and sever- 
ally passed to the second reading. ; 

Mr. Dexter, from the committee on-the bill to 
admit, in certain cases, slaves into the Mississippi 
Territory, reported it without amendment. ` 

Mr. Binauam, from the committee on the bill to 
lay additional duties on certain imported articles, 
reported the bill without amendment; and it was 
agreed that it pass to the third reading. 

Mr. Gunn, from the committee on the bill to 
defray the expense of holding treaties with Indians, 
reported an amendment. 

The bill for establishing trading houses with 
the Indians was read the second time, and com- 
mitted to Messrs. Ross, LIVERMORE, and ÅNDER- 
son, to report thereon. 

Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, of the 21st day of April 
last, authorizing the President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives to 
adjourn their respective Houses, on Monday the 
12th of May instant, be repealed, and that the said 
President and Speaker do adjourn their respective 
Houses on Wednesday the 14th instant. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution of the House of Representatives on the 
amendments of the Senate to their amendment to 
the bill prescribing the mode of deciding disputed 
elections of President and Vice President of the 
United States; and, on motion to recede from 
the amendments to the amendment, it passed in 
the negative—yeas 11, nays 16, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Foster, Franklin, Marshall, Mason, 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Dayton, Dexter, Greene, 
Gunn, Hilthouse, Howard, Latimer, Laurance, Liver- 
more, Morris, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and 
Wells. 

Resolved, That the Senate adhere to their said 
amendments. 

-A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they insist on their 
amendment to the amendment to the bill to enlarge 
the powers of the surveyors of the revenue; ask 
a conference thereon, and have appointed mana- 
gers on their part. They adhere to their disgree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate to their 
amendment to the bill prescribing the mode of 
deciding disputed elections of President and Vice 
President of the United States. They have pass- 
ed the bill supplementary to the act establishing 
the Mint, with an amendment; in which they de- 
sire the concurrence of the Senate. They disa- 
gree to the resolution of the Senate extending the 
time of adjournment of the two Houses. 

The Senate agreed tothe proposed conference on 
the amendment to the amendments to the bill to 
enlarge the powers of the surveyors of the revenue ; 
and appointed Messrs. LIVERMORE and LAURANCE 
managers on their part. - 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the committee on the bill 
making provision for the children of Colonel John 
Hardin and Major Alexander Trueman, reported 
an.amendment. 

The bill, entitled “ An act to authorize the is- 


suing certain patents,” was read the third time, 
amended, and passed. ; 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
supplementary to the act establishing the Mint, 
and disagreed thereto. ae 

The bill, entitled “ An act directing the pay- 
ment of a detachment of the militia under the 
command of Major Thomas Johnson, in the year 
1794,” was read the third time and passed with an 
amendment. hes e 

Mr. Nicuoas, from the committee to` whom 


| was referred the bill to authorize certain expendi- 


tures, and to make certain appropriations for the 
year 1800, reported an amendment. He also re- 
ported from the committee the bill to make ‘pro- 
vision relative to rations for Indians, without 
amendment. neg 

Mr. Binguam presented the remonstrance and 
petition of a number of “citizens of the Republic 
of America, resident in the city and county of 
Philadelphia,” praying the Senate “to reconsider 
the resolutions by them adopted on the subject of 
privilege, in the case of William Duane ;” which 
were read. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to provide for the sale of lands between the 
Great and Little Miami rivers. f 

Resolved, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. Bincuam, from the committee to" whom 
was referred the bill to retain'a further sum on 
drawbacks, and in lieu of stamp duties on deben- 
tures, reported amendments, which were disagreed 
to, and the bill passed to a third reading. 

On motion, that all questions respecting the 
clection of President and Vice President of the 
United States ought to be decided by the House 
of Representatives, the votes being taken by States, 
and each State having one vote; it was agreed 
that the motion lie for consideration. 

The Senate considered the amendments report- 
ed on the bill to promote the manufacture of sheet 
copper within the United States; and on the ques- 
tion to agree to the third reading of the bill, it 
passed in the negative; so the bill was lost. 


Monpay, May 12, 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in 
the bill to suspend the act to augment the Army 
of the United States, with amendments. They 
have passed a bill for the relief of persons im- 
prisoned for debts due to the United States ; 
in which bill they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read and passed. to 
a second reading. 

The Senate considered the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill to suspend 
the act for the augmentation of the Army; and 
referred them to Messrs. Tracy, Dayron, and 
Gunn, to report thereon. 

The resolution relative to the laws of the Mis- 
sissippi Territory, was considered and referred to 
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Messrs. AnpeRson, Ross, and MARSHALL, to re- 
port thereon. > : 

A messäge from the House. of Representatives 
informed the Senatethat they insist on theiramend- 
ment:to'the bill relative to the Mint, and ask a 
conférence thereon, and have appointed managers 
on their part. They have passed a resolution 
prolonging the present session of Congress to 
the 14th, in which they desire the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives desiring a 
conference on the amendments to the bill respect- 
ing the Mint, and agreed thereto, and that Messrs. 
Hittnouss and Bingaam be managers on the 
part of the Senate. 

The bill entitled “ An act laying additional du- 
ties on certain. articles imported,” was read the 
third time and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act to retain a further 
sum on drawbacks, for expenses incident to the 
allowance and payment thereof, and. in lieu of 
stamp duties on debentures,” was read the third 
time and passed. 

Mr. LIVERMORE 
ference on the bill 
Whereupon, ; 

Resolved, That the Senate agree to the modifi- 
cations of the amendments, agreeably to the report 
of the managers. 

The bill regulating grants of land-appropriated 
for the. refugees from the. provinces of Canada 
and Nova Scotia, was read the second time, and 
referred to: Messrs. Ross, Brown, and MARSHALL, 
to report thereon.: 

The bill for erecting a mausoleum for GEORGE 
WasHINGTON was read the second time, and the 
further consideration thereof postponed until.the 
next session of Congress. 

The Senate considered the amendment re- 
ported by the committee on the bill to appro- 
priate a certain sum of money to defray the ex- 
pense of treaties with the Indians, agreed thereto, 
and the bill then passed to the third reading as 
amended. 

The Senate considered the amendment reported 
by the committee on the bill making certain ap- 
propriations for the year 1800; which was agreed 
to, and the bill passed to the third reading as 
amended. 


The Senate resumed the second reading of | 
the bill to make provision relative to rations for 
Indians; and agreed that it pass to the third 
reading. : 

Mr. ANDERSON notified the Senate that he should 
to-morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to author- 
ize the proper officer to settle the claim of John 
Pitchlyn. 


The Senate considered the amendments report- 
ed to the bill making further provision for the 
children of Colonel John Harding and Major Al- 
exander Trueman, deceased ; and, having amend- 
ed the report, it was adopted, and the bill passed 
to the third reading as amended. 

And, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 


from the managers at the con- 
last mentioned, made report. 
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The bill making provision for persons impris- 
oned for debts due the United States was read the 
second time, and postponed to the next session of 
Congress. 

The bill entitled “An act appropriating a cer-. 
tain sum of money to defray the expense of hold- 
inga treaty or treaties with the Indians,” was read 
the third time and passed with an amendment. 

The bill entitled “An act to authorize certain 
expenditures, and to make certain appropriations 
for the year 1800,” was read the third time and 
passed with an amendment. 

The bill entitled “An act making provision re- 
lative to rations for Indians, and for their visits to 
the seat of Government,” was read the third time 
and passed. 

The bill entitled “An act making further pro- 
vision for the children of Colonel John Harding 
and Major Alexander Trueman, deceased,” was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. Hitiuovsse reported from the managers at 
the conference on the amendment to the bill to es- 
tablish the Mint: Whereupon, : 

Resolved, That the Senate do insist on their 
said amendment. 

The second reading of the bill to permit the in- 
troduction of slaves, in certain cases, into the Mis- 
sissippi Territory, was resumed ; and it was agreed 
that it pass to the third reading. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they adhere to their 
arnendments to the bill to establish the Mint. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made the 10th of May, instant, respecting 
the election of President and Vice President of the 
United States; and, after debate, the further con- 
sideration thereof was postponed until the next 
session of Congress. 

Mr. ANDERSON, from the committee to whom 
was referred the resolution repealing certain laws 
passed by the Governor and Judges of the Mis- 
sissippi Territory, reported an amendment, which 
was disagreed to, and the resolution postponed to 
the next session of Congress. 


The Senate considered theresolution of the House 
of Representatives, adhering to their amendment 
to the bill supplementary to the act establishing 
the Mint. Whereupon, rae 

Resolved, That they do recede from their dis- 
agreement, and: agree to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the amendment ofthe House of Represent- 
atives to the bill supplementary to the act to sus- 
pend part of an act to augment the Army of the 
United States, reported amendments thereto; 
which were read. ; 

Ordered, That the committee be revived, and 
that the bill be recommitted for further consid- 
eration. ; 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee, reported fur- 
ther amendment to the bill supplementary to the 
act for augmenting the Army ; and the reported 
amendment to the amendment was adopted. 
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Wepnespay, May 14. 

The Vice Presipent having, by letter, intimated 
his desire to be excused from further attendance, 
as it would probably be the last day of the session, 
the Senate proceeded to the choice of a President 
pro tempore, as the Constitution provides, and 
Urtan Tracy was duly elected. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee on the bill, en- 
titled “An act regulating the grants of land appro- 
priated for the refugees from the British provinces 
of Canada and Nova Scotia, reported an amend- 
ment, which was adopted; and it was agreed, by 
unanimous consent, that the bill be now read the 
third time, and passed. 

The bill entitled “An act to permit, in certain 
cases, the bringing of slaves into the Mississippi 
Territory,” was read the third time. On the ques- 
tion to agree to the final passage thereof, it passed 
in the negative—yeas 5, nays 14, as follows: 

Yxsas—Messrs. Anderson, Cocke, Marshall, Pinckney, : 
and Read. Mr. Biıncuam reported, from the joint committee 

Nays—Messrs. Baldwin, Bingham, Bloodworth, | last mentioned, that the President of the United 
Brown, Dayton, Foster, Franklin, Greene, Hillhouse, | States had no further communication to make to 
Laurance, Livermore, Mason, Morris, and Ross. Congress at this time than his best wishes for their 

A message from the House of Representatives | safe return to their respective places of abode. 
informed the Senate that the House disagree to] On motion that it be a 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill regulating | Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
the grants of land for the refugees from the British | requested to instruct the proper law officer to commence 
provinces of Canada and Nova Scotia. and carry on a prosecution against William Duane, 

The Senate considered the resolution of the | editor of the newspaper called the Aurora, for certain: 
House of Representatives on the amendment of | false,defamatory, scandalous, and malicious publications, 
the Senate to the bill last mentioned. . | in the said newspaper, on the 19th of February last past, 

Resolved, That they adhere to their amendment. | tending to defame the Senate of the United States, and 

Mr. Ross, from the committee onthe bill making to bring them into contempt and disrepute, and to excite. 
grants of lands to the inhabitants of Vincennes, |@82inst them the hatred of the good people of the. 
and Illinois country, reported the bill without | United States : ; 
amendment; and it was agreed to postpone the | . It passed in the affirmative—yeas 13, nays 4, as 
bill to the next session of Congress. follows: 

Ordered, That the committee to whom was Yxras—Messrs. Bingham, Dayton, Foster, Greene, 
referred the bill to establish trading-houses with | Gunn, Latimer, Laurance, Livermore, Morris, Read, 
the Indians, be discharged; and that the bill be | Ross, Tracy, and Wells. Hea 
postponed to the next session of Congress. Narys—Messrs. Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, Franklin. 

A message from the House of Representatives} Ordered, That the Secretary lay an attested 
informed the Senate that they have appointed | copy of the foregoing resolution before the Presi- 
a committee on their part, with such as the Senate | dent of the United States. 
may join, to wait on the President of the United} Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate of the 
States and notify him that, unless he hath any | United States be presented to the Commissioners 
farther communications to make to the two Houses | of the City and County of Philadelphia, for the con- 
of Congress, they are ready to adjourn; and they | venient and elegant accommodations furnished 
desire the appointment of a committee on the part | by them for the use of the Senate, during the resi- 
of the Senate. f dence of the National Government in the city; 

Mr. Bineuam presented an additional remon- | and that the President of the Senate be requested 
strance and petition of a number of “ citizens of | to convey this resolution in a letter to the said 
the Republic of America, residing in the city and | Commissioners. 
county of Philadelphia,” praying the Senate to| The PRESIDENT, agreeably to the joint resolution 
reconsider the resolutions by them adopted on | of the 12th instant, adjourned the Senate, to meet 
the subject of privilege, in the case of William | again on the third Monday of November next, as 
Duane.” the law provides. 


And on motion that the remonstrance be read, 
it passed in the negative—yeas7, nays 12,as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Baldwin, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, Franklin, and: Mason. 

Nars—Messrs. Dayton, Foster, Greene, Gunn, Lati- 
mer, Laurance, Livermore, Morris, Read, Ross, Tracy, 
and Wells. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to pay to James 
Mathers, acting as Sergeant-at-Arms to the Sen- 
ate, out of the contingent fund, the sum: of one 
hundred dollars, for extra services during thesesion. 

The Senate agreed to the resolution of the House 
of Representatives appointing a committee, jointly 
with such as the Senate may appoint, to wait on 
the President of the United States, and. notify 
him of the proposed adjournment of the two Houses 
of Congress ; and it was ordered that Messrs. BING- 
nam and WELLS be the committee on the part of 
the Senate. 
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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES | 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE FIRST SESSION OF THE SIXTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 
PHILADELPHIA, MONDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1799. 


- Monpay, December 2, 1799. 


This being the Constitutional day for the annual 
meeting of Congress, the following members of the 
House of Representatives appeared, produced their 
credentials, and took their seats, viz: 

From New Hampshire—ABIEL Foster, JONA- 
THAN FREEMAN, and WILLIAM GORDON. 

From Massachusetts—BAiLEY BARTLETT, PHAN- 
veL Brsnor, Dwicat Foster, Harrison G. OTIS, 
SiLas Les, SAMUBL LYMAN, Joun Reep, SAMUEL 
SEWALL, THEopoRE Sepewick, WILLIAM SHEP- 
ARD, GEORGE. THATCHER, JOSEPH B. VARNUM, 
Perec Wavsworts, and LemueL WILLIAMS. 

“From Connecticut—JonaTHan BRACE, SAMUEL 
W. Dana, Joan Davenport, WILLIAM EDMOND, 
Cuauncey Goonricn, Exizur GOoDRICA, and 
Roger GRISWOLD. : 

From Rhode Island—Jonn Brown, and Curis- 
TOPHER G. CHAMPLIN. 

From Vermont—MATTHEW 
R. Morris. ; 

From New York—Tusoporus BAILEY, Joun 
Birp, Wiiiam Coorer, Lucas ELMENDORP, 
Henry Quen, Epwarp LIVINGSTON, Jonas 
Pratt, Jonn Taompson, and Puike Van Cort- 
LAND. 

From New Jersey—Joun Condit, FRANKLIN 
Davenport, James H. IMLAY, Aaron KITCHELL, 
and James Linn. 

From Pennsylvania—Rozert Brown, ANDREW 
GREGG, ALBERT GALLATIN, JOHN A. HANNA, 
Josepa Hzister,JoHN WILKES KITTERA, MICHAEL 
LEIB, PETER MUHLENBERG, JOHN SMILIE; RICH- 
arp Tuomas, Rossrt Warn, and Henry 
Woops. 

From Maryland—Gerorce BAER, WILLIAM 
Crarx, GABRIEL CHRISTIE, GEORGE DENT, JosEPH 
H. Nicnotson, Samus Smir, and Joun CHEW 
Tuomas. 

From Virginia—Joun Dawson, Tuomas Evans, 
Davin Hotes, GEORGE JACKSON, JOHN Mar- 
SHALL, Joan NicnoLas, ANTHONY New, LEVEN 
PoweLL, Jonn RanpoLpH, ABRAM Trice, and 
Jonn TRIGG. 

From North Carolina—Wituis Auston, Jo- 
SEPH DICKSON, ARCHIBALD HENDERSON, WILLIAM 
H. Hinz, NarnanieL Macon, RICHARD STANFORD, 
and Davip STONE. 

From South Carolina—Rozert GoopLor 


Lyon, and Lewis 


Harrer, Asranam Nort, Joan RuTLEDGE, Jr., 
and Tuomas SUMTER. 
From Georgia—James Jones, BENJAMIN TAL- 
IAFERRO. = 
From Tennessee— WILLIAM 
CLAIBORNE 


A quorum of the whole number of members 
being present, the House proceeded to the election 
of a Speaker; when, on counting the ballots, the 
tellers reported that Mr. Sepewrcx had 42 votes; 
Mr. Macon, 27; Mr. Dent, 13; Mr. RUTLEDGE, 
2; Mr. SUMTER, 1. ‘ 

That the whole number of votes were 85, and 
the rules of the House requiring a majority of the 
members present to constitute a choice, neither of 
the above gentlemen were elected. 

The House then proceeded to a second trial; 
when Mr. Sepewick had 44 votes; Mr. Macon, 
38; Mr. Dent, 3; Mr. RUTLEDGE, 1. 

Whereupon Mr. Sepewick was declared duly 
elected, and conducted to the Chair accordingly. 

Mr. Sevewrox, upon taking the Chair, addressed 


Cuaries Coup 


-the House in the following words: 


«“ Genrriemen : Although I am:conscious ofa deficien- 
cy of the talents which are desirable to discharge with use- 
fulness and dignity the important duties of the high 
station to which I am raised, by the generous regard of 
the enlightened and. virtuous representatives of my 
country, yet, reposing myself on the energy oftheir candid 
support, I will not shrink from the attempt. 

“Accept, I pray you, gentlemen, my grateful ac- 
knowledgment of the honor you are pleased to confer ; 
and, with it, an assurance, that no consideration . shall 
seduce me to deviate, in the least degree, from a direct 
line of impartial integrity.” 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that a sufficient number of 
members appearing to form a quorum, they had 
proceeded to the choice of a President pro tempore, 
when Hon. SAMUEL LIVERMORE was elected. 

The House proceeded to the choice of a Clerk ; 
when it appeared Jonathan W. Condy had 47 
votes, John Beckley, 39. 

Whereupon Mr. Conpy was declared by the 
Speaker to be duly elected. 

Ordered That a message be sent to the Senate, 
to inform that body of the election of the Hon. 
Tpropore Sepewick, as Speaker of the House of 


Representatives. 
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On motion of Mr. Macon, the House proceeded 
to the choice of a Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, 
and Assistant Doorkeeper; when Josera WAEA- 
Ton, Tuomas Craxton, and Tuomas Dunn, were 
unanimously elected. 

The oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States, as prescribed by the act, entitled 
“ An act to regulate the time and manner of ad- 
ministering certain oaths,” was administered by 
Mr. Rurvepes, one of the Representatives for the 
State of South Carolina, to the Speaxer, and then 
the same oath of affirmation was administered by 
Mr. Speaker to each of the members present. 

Wituiam Henry Harrison having also ap- 
peared, as a Representative for the Territory of 
the United States Northwest of the River Ohio, 
the said oath was administered to him by Mr. 
SPEAKER. 

The same affirmation, together with the affirma- 
tion of office prescribed by the said recitéd act, 
were also administered by Mr. Speaxer to the 
Clerk. 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House, that they had passed a resolu- 
tion, appointing a joint committee to wait on the 
PRESIDENT. OF THE Uniten States, and inform 
him that Congress had met and were ready to re- 
ceive any communications he might think proper 
to make ; and, in case of concurrence, that Messrs. 
Reap and Bincuam were appointed a committee 
on behalf of the Senate. 

The House concurred in the resolution, and 
Messrs. MARSHALL, RUTLEDGE, and Sewatt, 
were appointed to wait on the Presivent, in con- 
junction with the committee from the Senate. 

The following letter was read by the SPEAKER: 

f 72 WELBECK-STREET, LONDON, 
September 20, 1798. 

Sin: I beg leave, through you, to offer to the House 
of Representatives of the United States, impressions of 
the two prints of the American Revolution, which I 
have lately caused to be published.* 

The importance of the events, and the illustrious char- 
acters of the two great men to whose memory they are 
particularly devoted, give to these works their best claim 
to your notice; and the patriotism of my countrymen, 
I trust, will give them a kinder reception than their in- 
trinsic merit might entitle me to hope. 

With great respect, I have the honor to be, sir, your 
most obedient, humble servant, 

JNO. TRUMBULL. 
The Seraxer of the House of Reps. U. S. 


Resolved, That the rules and orders of proceed- 
ing established by the late House of Representa- 
tives, shall be deemed and taken to be the rules and 
orders of proceeding to be observed in this House, 
until a revision or alteration of the same shall 
take place. 

Resolved, That each member be furnished with 
three newspapers, printed in this city, during the 
session, at the expense of this House. 


*The prints referred to by Mr. Trumbull, in his letter to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, are, firat, a representation 
of the Battle of Quebee, and death of General Montgomery ; second, 
the Battle of Bunker's Hill—both elegant engravings. They are 
placed on the right and left of the Speaker’s chair, and are highly 

Tnamental to the Representatives’ Chamber. 


Mr. Marsuatt, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed to wait on the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES, reported, that théy had performed that ser- 
vice; and that the Presipent had appointed to- 
morrow forenoon, 12 o'clock, to meet both Houses 
in the Representatives’ Chamber. 

The House then adjourned, till to-morrow morn- 
ing at eleven o’clock. 


Tusspay, December 3. 
James A. Bayarp, from Delaware, appeared 
produced his credentials, was qualified, and took 
his seat in the House. 


PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


Ordered, That a message be sent to the Senate 
to inform them that’ this House is now ready to 
attend them in receiving the communication from 
the President of the United States, agreeably to 
his notification to both Houses yesterday. 

The Senate attended and took seats in the 
House; when, both Houses being assembled, the 
PRESIDENT oF THE Unirep States came into the 
Representatives’ Chamber, and addressed them as 
follows: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen. of the House of Representatives : 

It is with peculiar satisfaction that I meet the sixth 
Congress of the United States of America. Coming 
from all parts of the Union, at this critical and inter- 
esting period, the members must be fully possessed of 
the sentiments and wishes of our constituents. 

The flattering prospects of abundance, from the la- 
bors of the people, by land and by sea; the prosperity 
of our extended commerce, notwithstanding interrup- 
tions occasioned by the belligerent state of a great part 
of the world; the return of health, industry, and 
trade, to those cities which have lately been afflicted 
with disease; and the various and: inestimable advan- 
tages, civil and religious, which, sécured urider our hap- 
py frame of Government, are continued to us uhim- 
paited, demand, of the whole American people, sin- 
cere thanks to a benevolent Deity, for the merciful dis- 
pensations of his providence. 

But, while these numerous blessings are recollected, 
itis a painful duty to advert to the ungrateful return 
which has been made for them, by some of the people, 
in certain counties of Pennsylvania, where, seduced by 
the arts and misrepresentations of designing men, they 
have openly resisted the law directing the valuation of 
houses and lands. Such defiance was given to the civil 
authority as rendered hopeless all further attempts, by 
judicial process, to enforce the execution of the law; 
and it became necessary to direct a military force to be 
employed, consisting of some companies of regular 
troops, volunteers, and militia, by whose zeal and activ- 
ity, in co-operation with the judicial power, order and 
submission were restored, and many of the offenders 
atrested. Of these, some have been convicted of mis- 
demeanors, and others, charged with various crimes, 
remain to be tricd. 

To give due effect to the civil administration of Gov- 
ernment, and to insure a just execution of the laws, a 
revision and amendment of the judiciary system is in- 
dispensably necessary. In this extensive country it 
cannot but happen that numerous questions respecting 
the interpretation of the laws, and the rights and duties 


189 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


190 


Decemper, 1799. 


President's Speech. 


H. or R. 


of officers atd- é zens, must arise. On the one hand, 
ioi -executed ; on the other, individuals 

| bé; guarded from oppression. - Neither of these 
objects is sufficiently assured under the present organi- 
zation of the Judicial Department. I therefore earnest- 
ly xecommend the subject to your serious consideration. 

Persevering in the pacific.and humane policy which 
had been invariably professed.and sincerely pursued by 
the Executive authority of the United States, when in- 
dications were made on the part of the French Repub- 
lic, of a disposition to accommodate the existing differ- 
ences between the two countries, I felt it to be my duty 
to prepare for meeting their advances, by a nomination 
of Ministers upon certain conditions, which the honor 
of our country-dictated, and which its moderation had 
given a right to prescribe. The assurances which were 
required of the French Government, previous to the 
departure of our Envoys, have been given through their 
Minister of Foreign Relations, and I have directed 
them to proceed on their mission to Paris. They have 
full power to conclude a treaty, subject to the. Constitu- 
tional advice and consent of the Senate. The charac- 
ters of these gentlemen are sure pledges to their coun- 
try that nothing incompatible with its honor or interest, 
nothing inconsistent. with our obligations of good faith 
or friendship to any other nation, ‘will be stipulated. 

It appearing probable, from thé information I received, 
that our commercial intercourse with some ports in the 
island of St. Domingo might safely be renewed, I took 
such steps as seemed tome expedient to ascertain that 
point. The result being satisfactory, I then, in con- 
formity. with the act of Congress on the subject, direct- 
ed. the restraints and prohibitions of that intercourse to 
be discontinued, on terms which were made known by 
proclamation. - Since the renewal of this intercourse, 
our citizens, trading to those ports, with their property, 
have been. duly respected, and -privateering from: those 
ports-has ceased: Psat Mia Ta ; 

In examining the claims of British subjects, by the 
Commissionérs at Philadelphia, acting ‘under'the sixth 
article of the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, arid Naviga- 
tion, with Great Britain, a difference of opinion, on 
points deemed essential, in the interpretation of that 
article, has arisen between the Commissioners appoint- 
ed by the United States and the other members of that 
Board; from which the former have thought it their du- 
ty to-withdraw. It is sincerely to be regretted that the 
execution of an article produced by a mutual spirit of 
amity and justice, should have been thus unavoidably 
interrupted. It is, however, confidently expected that 
the same spirit of amity, and the same sense of justice 
in which it originated, will lead to satisfactory expla- 
nations. In consequence of the obstacles to the pro- 
gress of the commission in Philadelphia, His Britannic 
Majesty has directed the Commissioners appointed by 
him under the seventh article of the Treaty, relating to 
British captures of American. vessels, to withdraw from 
the Board sitting in London: but with the express de- 
claration of his determination to fulfil, with punctuality 
and good faith, the engagements which His Majesty 
has contracted by his Treaty with the United States; 
and that they will be instructed to resume their func- 
tions, whenever the obstacles which impede the progress 
of the conimission at Philadelphia shall be removed. It 
being, in like manner, my sincere determination, so far 
as the same depends on me, that, with equal punctu- 
ality and good faith, the engagements contracted by the 
United States in their treaties with His Britannic Ma- 
jesty shall be fulfilled, I shall immediately instruct our 


Minister at London to endeavor to obtain the explana- 
tions necessary to a just performance of those engage- 
ments, on the part of the United States. With such 
dispositions on both sides, I.cannot entertain a doubt 
that all difficulties will soon be removed, and that the 
two boards will then proceed and bring the business 
committed to them, respectively, to a satisfactory con- 
clusion. 

The act of Congress relative to the seat of the Gov- 
ernment of. the United States, requiring that, on the 
first Monday of December next, it should be transferred 
from Philadelphia to the district chosen for its perma- 
nent seat, itis proper for me to inform you that the 
Commissioners appointed to provide: suitable buildings 
for the accommodation of Congress and of the Presi- 
dent, and for the public offices of the Government, have 
made a report of the state of the buildings designed for 
those purposes in the city of Washington; from which 
they conclude that the removal of the seat of Govern- 
ment.to that place, at the time required, will be practi- 
cable, and the accommodations satisfactory. Their re- 
port will be laid befora you. ` 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I shall direct the estimates of the appropriations ne- 
cessary for the service of the ensuing year, together 
with an account of the revenue and expenditure, to be 
laid before you. During a period in which a great por- 
tion of the civilized world has been involved in a war 
unusually calamitous and destructive, it was not to be 
expected that the United States could be exempted 
from extraordinary burdens. Although the period is 
not arrived when the measures adopted to secure our 
country against foreign attacks can be renounced, yet 
it is alike necessary to the honor of the Government 
and the satisfaction of the community, that an exact 
economy should be maintained. I invite you, gentle- 
men, to investigate the different branches of the public 
expenditure; the examination will lead to beneficial re- 
trenchments, or produce.a conviction of the wisdom of 
the-measures to which the expenditure relates. 


Gentlemen of the Senate; and : 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: 

At a period like the present, when momentous 
changes are occurring, and every hour is preparing new 
and great events in the political world, when a spirit 
of war is prevalent in almost every nation with whose 
affairs the interests of the United States have any con- 
nexion, unsafe and precarious would be our situation 
were we toneglect the means of maintaining our just 
rights. The result of the mission to France is uncer- 
tain; but, however it may terminate, a steady persever- 
ance in a system of national defence, commensurate 
with our resources and the situation of our country, is 
an obvious dictate of wisdom: for, remotely as we are 
placed from the belligerent. nations, and desirous as we 
are, by doing justice to all, to avoid offence. to any, 
nothing short of the power of repelling aggressions will 
secure to our country a rational prospect of escaping the 
calamities of war, or national degradation. As to my- 
self, it is my anxious desire so to execute the trust re- 
posed in me, as to render the people of the United 
States prosperous and happy; I rely, with entire con- 
fidence, on your co-operation in objects equally your 
care; and that our mutual labors will serve to increase 
and confirm union among our fellow-citizens, and an 
unshaken attachment to: or Government. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unrrep Stares, December 3, 1799. 
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The President of the United States then with- 
drew and the two Houses separated. 

A copy of the speech being delivered by the 
Presrpent to the Speaker, and read by the Clerk, 
it was ordered, that it be committed toa Committee 
of the whole House to-morrow. 


Wepnespay, December 4, 


Mr. Livineston said he conceived some notice 
ought to be taken of the letter received from Mr. 
Trumbull, and therefore moved that it be referred 
toa select committee. Agreed to, and Messrs. Liv- 
INGSTON, TALIAFERRO, and Hii, were appointed. 


THE PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


The House went intoa Committee of the Whole 
on the President’s Speech, Mr. RutLepaez in the 
Chair. The Speech having been read, 

Mr. Marsa moved the following resolution, 
which was agreed to by the Committee, viz: 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, 
that a respectful Address ought to be presented by the 
House of Representatives to the President of the Uni- 
ted States, in answer to his Speech to both Houses of 
Congress, on the opening of the present session, con- 
taining assurances that this House will duly attend to 
the important objects recommended by him to their con- 
sideration. 

The Committee rose, and the resolution having 
been agreed to by the House, Messrs. MARSHALL, 
RUTLEDGE, SEWALL, Livineston, and NICHOLAS, 
were appointed acommittee to draught the Address. 


CHAPLAIN TO THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Senate announced that they 
had passed a resolution for the appointment of two 
Chaplains to Congress, to which they requested 
the concurrence of the House. 

The resolution having been concurred in, Dr. 
Green was chosen on the part of this House. 


Tuurspay, December 5. 


The Spraxer laid before the Housea letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, enclosing a report 
from the Commissioners appointed to superintend 
the public buildings in the City of Washington. 

On motion of Mr. Bayar, the following reso- 
lution was agreed to by the House: 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to prepare 
and bring in a bill for the establishment of an uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States.” 


Messrs. BAYARD, MARSHALL, C. Goopricn, 
SewaLL, and HARPER, were appointed. 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that the Right Rev. Bishop 
Wurms had been chosen on their part, as Chap- 
lain to Congress. 

Mr. Oris moved the following resolution, which 
was agreed to by the House: 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to con- 
sider whether it be expedient to make any and, if any, 
what provision for persons confined for debt, and that 
they report by bill or otherwise.” 

Messrs, Oris, Bird, and STONE, were appointed. 


STANDING COMMITTEES, 


On motion of Mr. Livineston, the House or- 
dered the appointment ofthe following Standing 
Committees, viz: 

Committee of Elections—Mr. Dana, Mr. Sum- 
TER, Mr. Krrrera, Mr. New, Mr. HENDERSON, 
Mr. Gorpon, and Mr BAILEY. ets 

Committee of Claims—Mr. D..Fosrer, Mr. 
Macon, Mr. Brace, Mr. Morris, Mr. Imay, Mr. 
Hanna, and Mr. Joun Cuew Tuomas. ° 

Committee of Commerce—Mr. Smita, Mr. 
Sewa, Mr. Warn, Mr. Rutiepes, Mr. Joun 
Brown, Mr. FRANKLIN Davenport, and Mr. Tat- 
IAFERRO. oy 

Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Business 
—Mr. Griswoxp, Mr. Evans, and Mr. Dent. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and l 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I herewith transmit to Congress certain documents 
which relate to the late insurrection in Pennsylvania, 
the opening of trade and intercourse with the island of 
St. Domingo, and the mission to the French Republic ; 
promised in my address to both Houses of Congress, on 
Tuesday last. ‘JOHN ADAMS. 

Unrrep Srares Dec. 5, 1799. Page es i 


The Message and documents were read, and 
ordered to lie on the table. aga 
[The following are the documents which ac- 
companied the above Message: (See Appendix.) 
I—Insurrection in Northampton; fee < 

A letter from the Hon. Richard Peters to the Secre- 
tary of State, enclosing a declaration of William Nich- 
ols, Esq., Marshal of the district of Pennsylvania; a dé~- 
position of Valentine ; and the deposition. of 
Jacob Eyerly, Esq. pei 

A proclamation ofthe President relative to the North- 
ampton insurrection. iee 

A letter from the Secretary of War.to-the Governor 
of Pennsylvania, designating the different companies of 
troops required from that State to march upon the expe- 
dition. i Ss ak 

Instructions from the Secretary at War, to Brigadier 
General Macpherson, commanding the expedition.. 

IL—St.. Domingo. ` : 

A proclamation of the President of the United States, 
for opening trade and intercourse with the island of St, 
Domingo. : ; 

TI.— Mission to the French Republic. ... 

A letter from Patrick. Henry, Esq. to the Secretary 
of State, declining the appointment of Envoy, owing to. 
his indisposition, and the distance of the scene at which 
the negotiations are contemplated to take place. | 

Copy of a letter from Citizen Talleyrand, dated Paris, 
11th Fructidor, to the Citizen Pichon, Secretary of the 
French Legation at the Hague, approving the conduct 
of that agent, in communicating to Mr. Murray the pa- 
cific disposition of the French Republic towards the 
United States. e 

Another letter from Talleyrand to Pichon, dated Par- 
is, 28th September, 1798, authorizing him to. communi- 
cate the pacific sentiments contained in the preceding 
to Mr. Murray; and of the sincere disposition of the 
Directory to accelerate an amicable adjustment of all 
existing differences; and the respect. with which an 
American Envoy would be received. © = 
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Secretary of State to Mr. Murray, 
pointent as Envoy to the French Re- 

jutiction with Mr. Ellsworth, Chief Jus- 
nited States, and P. Henry, Esq. of Virgin- 
e condition (to be expressed to the Directory) 
or which the Envoys would repair to Paris: or, if more 
agteeable to the Directory, a Minister from the French 
Republic would be received at Philadelphia. j 

A letter from Mr. Murray to the Secretary of State, 
accepting the appointment of Envoy to the French Re- 
public. E 

“A letter from Mr. Murray to the Minister of Foreign 
Relations, dated at the Hague, acquainting him with 
the nomination of the Envoys, and the stipulations ex- 


pressed in the letter from the Secretary of State to Mr. 


Murray. i 

A letter from the Minister of Foreign Relations, in 
answer to the above, dated 12th May, 1799; containing 
assurances that they shall enjoy all the prerogatives at- 
tached to the mission by the laws of nations, and a 
Minister of equal quality be appointed to treat with them ; 
and that passports would be granted for their safe con- 
veyance to Paris.] ; 


Faway, December 6. 


Epwin Gray, from Virginia, and Wuitiiam 
Barry Grove, from North Carolina, appeared this 
day were qualified, and took their seats. 

Mr. Harrison mioved the following resolution, 
which was ordered to lie on the table, to wit: 

_ © Resolved, That a committee bé appointed to inquire 
and report, by bill or otherwise, whether any, and what, 
alterations.are necessary to be made in the judicial es- 
tablishment of the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the river Ohio.” 

Mr. Marsuact, from the committee appointed 
to draught an Address in answer to the Speech of 
the President of the United States, at the com- 
mencement of the present ‘session, reported the 
same, which. was committed to a Committee of 
the. Whole on Monday next, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. Livineston, from the committee to whom 
was referred the letter of Mr. Trumbull, reported 
the. following resolution, which was adopted by 
the House: | 

“ Resolved, That the two elegant prints offered by 
Mr. Trumbull, be accepted; and that the Speaker be 
instructed to write an answer, expressive of the pleas- 
ure with which this House has observed his genius and 
talents exerted in the patriotic task of celebrating the 
events which led to his country’s independence, and 
dedicated to the memory of those heroes who fell in its 
defence.” 


On motion of Mr. Bayarp, the President’s 


Speech was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


Monpbay, December 9. 


Josian Parker and Rozgert. Pace, from Vir- 
ginia, appeared, produced. their. credentials, were 
qualified, and took their seats. : ;: 

ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT. 

The House. resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the Address to be presented to the 

6th Con.—7 


President of the United States, in answer to his 
Speech to both Houses, at the commencement of 
the present session. TAN, aor oe 

Mr. Grece moved, that the words distinguished 
by italics, in the third and fourth lines of the second 
paragraph of the Address, be struck out, and that 
the words “act in” be inserted in their stead; which 
produced a short debate, and was finally negatived. 

The Committee then rose,and the Address was 
reported without amendment; and was agreed to 
by the House, in the words following, viz: 


To the President of the United States : 


Sre : While the House of Representatives contemplate 
the flattering prospects of abundance from the labors of 
the people, by land and by sea, the. prosperity of our èx- 
tended. commerce, notwithstanding the interruptions oc-. 
casioned by the belligerent state of a great part of the 
world, the return of health, industry and trade, to those 
cities which have lately been afflicted with disease, and the 
various and inestimable advantages, civil and religious, 
which, secured under our happy frame of Government, 
are continued to us unimpaired, we cannot fail to offer 
up to the benevolent Deity our sincere thanks for these 
the merciful dispensations of his protecting Providence. 

That any portion of the people of America should per- 
mit themselves, amid such numerous blessings, to be 
seduced by the arts and misrepresentations of designing 
men into an open resistance of a law of the United States, 
cannot be heard without deep and serious regret. Under 
a Constitution where the public burdens can only be 
imposed by the people themselves, for their own benefit, 
and to promote their own objects, a hope might well 
have been indulged that the general interest would have 
been too well understood,-and the general welfare too 
highly prized, to have produced in any of our citizens 
a disposition to hazard so much felicity, by the criminal 
effort of a part, to oppose with lawless violence the will 
of the whole. While we. lament that depravity which 
could produce: a. defiance of the civil authority, and ren- 
derindispensable the aid of the military force of the nation, 
real consolation is to-be derived from the promptness and : 
fidelity with which that aid was afforded. |. That zealous 
and active co-operation with the judicial power, of the 
volunteers and militia called into service, which has re- 
stored order and submission to the laws, is a pleasing 
evidence of the attachment of our fellow-citizens to their 
own free Government, and of the truly patriotic alacrity 
with which they will support it. X 

To give due effect to the civil administration of Gov- 
ernment, and to insure a just execution of the laws, are 
objects of such real magnitude as to secure a proper at- 
tention to your recommendation of a revision and amend- 
ment of the judiciary system. ; 

Highly approving, as we do, the pacific and humane 
policy which has been invariably professed and sincerely 
pursued by the Executive authority of the United States, 
a policy which our best interests enjoined and of which 
honor has permitted the observance, we consider as the 
most unequivocal proof of your inflexible perseverance 
in the same well chosen system, your. preparation to 
meet the first indications on the part of the French Re- 
public, of a disposition to accommodate the existing dif- 
ferences between the two countries, by a nomination 
of Ministers on certain conditions; which the honor of 
our country unquestionably dictated, and which its mo- 
deration had certainly givenit aright to prescribe. When 
the assurances thus required of the French Government, 
previous to the departure.of our Envoys, had been given 
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through their Minister of Foreign Relations, the direc- 
tion that they should proceed on their mission, was, on 
your part, a completion of the measure, and manifests 
the sincerity with which it was.commenced. We offer 
up our fervent prayers to the Supreme Ruler of the Uni- 
verse for the success of their embassy, and that it may 
be productive of peace and happiness to our common 
country. The uniform tenure of your conduct, through 
a life useful to your fellow-citizens and honorable to 
yourself, gives a sure pledge of the sincerity with which 
the avowed objects of the negotiation will be pursued on 
your part, and we earnestly pray that similar dispositions 
may be displayed on the part of France. The differences 
which unfortunately subsist between the two nations, 
cannot fail, in that event; to be happily terminated. To 
produce this end, to all so desirable, firmness, moderation, 
and union at home, constitute, we are persuaded, the 
surest means. The character of the gentlemen you 
have deputed, and still more, the character of ‘the Gov- 
ernment which deputes them, are safe pledges to their 
country, that nothing incompatible with its honor or in- 
terest, nothing inconsistent with our obligations of good 


faith or friendship'to any other nation, will be stipulated. 


We learn, with pleasure, that our citizens, with their 


property, trading to those ports of St. Domingo with | 


which commercial intercourse has been renewed, have 
been duly respected, and that privateering from those 
ports has ceased. 

With you, we sincerely regret that the execution of 
the sixth article of the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and 
Navigation, with Great Britain, an article produced by 
a mutual spirit of amity and justice, should have been 
unavoidably interrupted. We doubt not that the same 
spirit of amity, and the same sense of justice in which 
it originated, will lead to satisfactory explanations; and 
we hear with approbation. that our Minister at London 
will be immediately instructed to obtain them. While 
the engagements which America has contracted by her 
Treaty with Great Britain, ought to be fulfilled with 
that scrupulous punctuality and good faith to which our 
Government has ever so tenaciously adhered, yet no 
motive exists to induce, and every principle forbids us 
to adopt a construction which might extend them beyond 
the instrument by which they are created. We cherish 
the hope that the Government of Great Britain will dis- : 
claim such extension; and by cordially uniting with that 
of the United States for the removal of all difficulties, 
will soon enable the boards appointed under the sixth 
and seventh articles of our treaty with that nation, to 
proceed, and bring the business committed to them re- 
spectively to a satisfactory conclusion. 


The buildings for the accommodation of Congress, and* 
of the President, and for the public offices of the Gov- 
ernment atits permanent seat, being in such a state as to 
admit of a removal to that District by the time prescribed 
by, the act of Congress, no obstacle, it is presumed, will 
exist to a compliance with the law. 


With you, sir, we deem the present period critical 
and momentous. The important changes which are 
occurring, the new and great events which are every 
hour preparing in the political world, the spirit of war 
which is prevalent in almost every nation with whose 
affairs the interests of the United States have any. con- 
nexion, demonstrate how unsafe and precarious would 
be our situation, should we neglect the means of main- 
taining our. just rights. Respecting, as we have ever 
done, the rights of others, America estimates too cor- 
rectly the value of her own, and has received evidence 
too complete that they are only to be preserved by her 
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own vigilance, ever to permit herself to be seduced by a 
love-of ease, or by other considerations, into that deadly 
disregard of the means of self-defence, which could onl: 
result from a carelessness as criminal as it would be fatal - 
concerning the future destinies of our growing Repub- : 
lic. The result of the mission to France: is, indeed, sir, 
uncertain. It depends not on America alone. The 
most pacific temper will not always insure peace.. We. 
should therefore exhibit a system of conduct.as indis- 
creet as it would be new in the history of the world, if 
we considered the negotiation happily terminated because 
we have attempted to commence it, and peace restored 
because we wish its restoration. But, sir, however this. 
mission may terminate, a steady-perseverance in a. sys- 
tem of national defence, commensurate. with ourresour-.. 
ces and the situation of our country, is an obvious dic-* 
tate of duty. Experience, the parent of wisdom, and 
the great instructer of nations, has established the.truth. 
of your position, that, remotely as.we are placed fr 
the belligerent nations, and desirous as we are, by do 
justice to all, to avoid offence to any, yet nothing short: 
of the power of repelling aggressions, will secure to-our., | 
country a rational prospect of escaping the calamities 
of war or national degradation. : 

In the progress of the session, we shall take into our 
serious consideration the various and important matters 
recommended to our attention. 

A life devoted to the service of your-country, talents 
and integrity which have so justly acquired and so long 
retained the confidence and affection of your fellow-citi-. 
zens, attest the sincerity of your declaration, that it is, 
your anxious desire.so to execute the trust reposed ‘in’ 


‘you as to render the people of the’ United States“ pros- 

perous and happy. í Te ies 
Resolved, That the Srzaxer, attended by the. 

House, do present the said Address, ©. i 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, to take into cotisidera- 
tion the several objects recommended in the Presi~ 
dent’s Speech. if Phe ai 


Mr. D. Foster moved the following resolutions, 
which were agreed to by the Committee, viz: ~ 

1. Resolved, That so much of the Speech of the Presi-. 
dent of the United States, to both:Houses of Congress, 
at the commencement of the present session, as. relates 
to a revision and amendment of the judiciary’ system; 
be referred to a committee, with leave to report by bill, 
bills, or otherwise. ; Ba 

2. Resolved, That so much ofthe Speech of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, to both Houses of Congress, 
at the commencement of the present session, as relates 
to the expenditure of public moneys, be referred to a: 
committee of Ways and Means. 

3. Resolved, That so much of the Speech of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, to both Houses of Congréss,. 
at the commencement of the present session, as ‘relates 
to a system of national defence, commensurate with our 
resources and the situation of our country, be referred 
to a committee. : : 
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The Committee then rose, and the House hav- 
¿up the consideration of the- resolutions, 
as reported, the first and third-were agreed to; and 
on motion-of Mr. Dent, the question on agreeing 
to-the second, was postponed till to-morrow. 
Ordered, That Mr. Harper, Mr. CHAUNCEY 
Goopricn, Mr. Bavard, Mr. MARSHALL, and 
Mr. SewaLL, be appointed a: committee, pursuant 
to the first resolution. 

Ordered, That. Mr. Oris, Mr. Nicnovas, Mr. 
Epmonp, Mr. ArieL Foster, Mr. Cuampuin, Mr. 
Wain, and Mr. Hint, be: appointed a committee, 
pursuant to the third resolution. 


COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


On motion of Mr. GALLATIN, the House ordered 
the appointment ofa standing committee of Ways 
and Means. A motion that it consist. of one 
member from each State, was made; but on Mr. 
Harper’s observing that nine were found a suffi- 
cient number last session, and were able to obtain 
every information, and would be more expeditious 
in doing business, the latter motion was agreed to. 

Ordered, That Mr. Harper, Mr. GRISWOLD, 
Mr. Oris, Mr. Gattatin, Mr. PowsLL, Mr. Jonn 
Brown, Mr. Srons, Mr. Nort, and Mr. PLATT, be 
appointed. ` 

Ordered, That the credentials of Wittiam Hen- 
ry Harrison, who has appeared as a Delegate 
from, the Territory of the United States North- 
west of the river Ohio, be referred to the Commit- 


tee of Elections; and that they be directed to re-: 


port whether the Territory is entitled to elect a 
Delegate who may. have a seat in this House. 


< Turspay, December 10.- - 

Marruew Cray, from Virginia, appeared pro- 
duced his credentials, was qualified, and took his 
seat in the House. 

Mr. Griswotp from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, made a report, which 
was ordered to be printed. ‘ 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
resolution postponed yesterday, which, after being 
read, was agreed to in the words following, to 
wit: i 

Resolved, That so much of the Speech of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to both Houses of Congress, 
at the commencement of the present. session, as relates 
to the expenditure of public moneys, be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. Cuaworne moved the following resolution, 
which was adopted: 

Resolved,. That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any; and what, provision ought to be made, by 
law, for the punishment of such persons:as may be dis- 


covered in making attempts to alienate the affections of 


any Indian nation, tribe, or chief, from the United States ; 
or in exciting them. to hostilities against the United 
States; or to the violation of any existing. treaty ; and 
that the said committee be authorized to report by bill 
or otherwise. 

Mr. Harrison called up the consideration of 
the resolution which he laid upon the table on 
Friday last, relative to the judiciary establishment 


of the Territory, of the United-States Northwest 
of the river Ohio; and the resolution having been 
read, on motion, it was agreed to by the House. 

Messrs. Craik, Harrison, and Birp, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

Mr. Harrison presented a petition of: Lardner 
Clark, a citizen of the United States,-residing at 
Kaskaskias, in the Northwestern Territory, pray- 
ing for the confirmation of his title to a certain 
tract of land granted under the old French Gov- 
ernment, the papers ascertaining his right to which 
had been lost or destroyed. Referred to a select 
committee. 

On motion of Mr. Dawson, 

Ordered, That leave be given to bring ina 
bill or bills, providing:for an enumeration of the 
inhabitants of the. United States; and that the 
Committee of Ways and Means do prepare and 
bring in the same. ; 

On motion of Mr: CLAIBORNE; the House came 
to the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and what, amendments are necessary to 
be made in the acts establishing a Post Office and post 
roads within the United States. 

Messrs. THatcuer, Woop, New, CLAIBORNE, 
and Grove, were appointed the committee. 


ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT. 

The hour having arrived which the PRESIDENT 
had appointed, Mr. SPEAKER, attended by the 
members present, proceeded to the President’s 
house, to present him their Address in answer to 
his Speech at the opening of the present session ; 
and having returned, the President’s reply thereto 
was read, as follows: 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 
This very respectful address from the Representa- 


‘tives of the people of.the United States.at-their first as- 
sembly, after a fresh election, under the: strong impres- 


sion of the public. opinion and national sènse; at this 


interesting and singular crisis of our public affairs, has 


excited my sensibility, and receives my sincere and grate- 
ful acknowledgments. 

As long as we can maintain, with harmony and af- 
fection, the honor of our country, consistently with its 


peace, externally and internally, while that is attaina- 


ble, or in war, when that becomes necessary, assert its 
real independence and sovereignty, and support the 
Constitutional energies and dignity of its Government, 
we may be perfectly sure, under the smiles of Divine 
Providence, that we shall effectually promote and ex- 
tend our national interests and happiness. 

The applause of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives, so justly bestowed upon the volunteers and mili- 
tia, for their zealous and active co-operation with the 


judicial power, which has restored order and submission 


to the laws, as it comes with peculiar weight and pro- 
priety from the Legislature, cannot fail to have an ex- 
tensive and permanent effect, for the support of Gov- 
ernment, upon all those ingenuous minds who receive 


delight from the approving and animating voice of their 


country. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Unrrev Srarzs,. December 10. 
And then the House adjourned till to-morrow 
morning, 11 o’clock. 
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. Wevnespay, December 11. duty it shall be to make inquiry into the state of the 


+ rin} 1 equipments ordered by former acts of Congress ; 

Henry Les, from Virginia, appeared, produced | 7*¥9 © 3 
his credentials, was qualified St ook his seat in | t° consider whether any, and what, other naval force 
the House : ; may be necessary for the protection of the commerce of 


; * A the United States, and for the support of its flag; and 
Mr. D. F osrer laid the following resolution on whether any, and what, alterations ought to be made in 
the table: i : _, | the law relative to the Navy of the United States. 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire M P oO R Ori and 
whether any, and, if any, what alterations ought to be essrs. PARKER, OTIS, IVUTLEDGE, yan 
CuampLin, were appointed the committee. 


made in the law, entitled “ An act to prohibit the car- b . 
rying on the slave trade from the United States to any Mr. D. Foster called up the resolution which 


foreign country ;” and that the committee have power he laid on the table on Tuesday, relative to the 
to report by bill or otherwise. slave trade; and the same having been read, was 
agreed to by the House. 
THE DIRBOT pains LAW. 4 Messrs. Deine Foster, Biro, and JONES, 
Mr. Harper said, that a difficulty had arisen | were appointed committee. 


in the State of Pennsylvania, relative to the eX-| Mr, Sewa moved that whenthe House adjourn 
ecution of the law “for the valuation of lands and | it do adjourn till Monday. After a few observa- 


d Uia Rees: a the saint peat ae tions from Mr. RurLenee, who said time ought 
within the United States,” which the Commis- | to be given to the committees to prepare their 


sioners for oan So pa did art themselves | renorts, aud, until made, there was little else to 
competent to decide upon ; that the Commission- | occupy the attention of the House; the question 
ers had referred the case to the Secretary of the | was but and carried. 48 risine in favor of it 
Treasury, whose opinion it. was, ‘that they were P ; F l 
possessed of sufficient power to obviate the diffi- 
culties complained of; but the Commissioners, Monpay, December 16. 

on again taking the subject into consideration,| Tuomas HarrtLey, from Pennsylvania, and Jo- 
were still of opinion they were unable to act with- | sepu EGGLESTON, from Virginia, appeared, pro- 
out legislative aid, and therefore had made appli- | duced their credentials, were qualified, and took 
cation to the Commmitte of Ways and Means, | their seats in the House. : 
who, Mr. H. said, had directed him to move for} Mr. Grece presented a petition of Robert Stur- 
leave to bring in a bill, further to amend the act | geon, late a revenue officer of the United States, 
entitled “ An act to provide for the valuation of |in the county of Mifflin, State of Pennsylvania, 
lands and dwelling-houses, and forthe enumeration | and now in the jail of the said county, for arrear- 
of slaves, within the United States,” which was | ages of money due by him to the United States, 
granted. praying that a law may be passed for hisliberation ; 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE TO W. H. HARRISON. | which was read, and referred to a Committee o 


Mr. H laid t lowi soluti the Whole. , , 
the ate mad he, ForlOwing: repnom on Mr. Crarsorne, from the committee appointed 


- Resolved, That a committee be appointed to prepare to inquire whether any, and what, provision ought 
and bring in a bill, extending the privilege of franking | *° be made for thé punishment of such persons as 
to W. H. Harrison, a delegate from the Territory of | May be discovered in making attempts to alienate 
the United States Northwest of the river Ohio, and the affections of the Indians on our frontiers from 
making provision for his compensation. the United States, reported “a bill for the preser- 

Mr. H. said, that according to law, that gentle- | Yatton of peace with the Indian tribes ;” which 
man had the right only of speaking and giving his | W35 read a first and second time, and referred to a 
opinion upon any question before the House, but | Committee of the Whole on Wednesday. 
was not entitled to a vote, or any other privilege; Mr. Oris, pursuant to leave given for that pur- 
but as the privileges of a member had been extend- | Pose, reported “a bill extending the privilege of 
ed on a former occasion toa delegate from the franking to William Henry Harrison, a delegate 
Southwestern Territory, he had no doubt they | from the Territory of the United States North- 
would be granted on the present. ” | west of the river Ohio, and making provision for 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS. his compensation ;” which was read a first and sec- 


: ond time, and committed toa Committee of the 
Mr. Griswo.p, from the Committee of Revi- Whole to-morrow: 


sal ie Unfinished Business, moved the following] Mr. Dana, from the Committee of Elections, 

a ohare which a adopted by the House, viz: | made a report, certifying the due election ofall the 
rele rie parton i itions which were depending | members who have produced their credentials ; 

and undecided at the last session of Congress, ought | which was read and committed to a Committee - 

to be taken up and acted upon by the House, as the of the whole House 

appli may be called for by any member, or upon the | A message was received from the Senate inform- 

application of the individual claimant or petitioner. ing the Hons that the Senate have passed an act 

4 
entitled “ An act for the relief of persons impris- 


ui THURSDAY, December 12. _ oned for debt,” and “ An act for reviving and con- 
T. Oris moved the following resolution, which | tinuing suits and proceedings in the Circuit Court 
was agreed to by the House: for the district of Pennsylvania,” to which they 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed, whose | request the concurrence of the House, 
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The former was read a first and second time and 
committed to.a Committee of the Whole for to- 
morrow... The latter was read a third time and 
passsed.. -` 

‘Mr. Dana, from the Committee of Elections, to 
whom was referred the credentials of William 
Henry Harrison, Esq., a delegate from the North- 
west Territory, made a report, which concluded 
with the following resolution: 

Resolved, That William Henry Harrison a delegate 
from the Territory of the United States Northwest of 
the river Ohio, be admitted to have a seat in this House 
with the right of debating but not of voting or 


which was committed toa Committee of the whole 
House this day. ; 

The report was subsequently taken up and agreed 
to by the House. 

Mr. Griswotp, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported “A bill providing for the 
enumeration of the inhabitants of the United 
States” which was read a first and second time, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Thursday next. ; 

Mr. G., from the same committee, alsoreported “a 
bill supplementaryto the act to provide for the val- 
uation of landsand dwelling-houses,and'the enume- 
ration of slaves, within the United States,” which 
was read a first-and second time, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole for to-morrow. 

On motion, it was Ordered, That Mr. Wans- 
worts, and Mr. Gray, be appointed a Committee 
for Enrolled Bills, on the part of this House, jointly, 
with such committee as shall be appointed for that 
purpose on the part of the Senate. 


` THE MILITIA LAW. 


Mr. Lex moved the following resolution, which 
was adopted by the House, viz: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to report 
whether any, and, if any, what alterations are necessary 
to be made in the militia law of the United States.” 


In prefacing his motion, Mr. L. said he wished 
to call the attention of the House to a subject high- 
ly interesting to the citizens of the United States, 
and deserving the serious attention of its Legisla- 
ture. He thought the system heretofore pursued 
was radically wrong, and viewed every measure 
which was not predicated on the wishes of the 
people, as answering but little effect. He wished 
to see that system of defence which, growing out 
of nature, shall enable all men to serve without 
injuring their families. The youth of our country 
should alone be called upon, who would be found 
sufficiently adequate for its defence, and seventeen 
and twenty-six were the ages of which the defen- 
ders of our country should consist. When father 
and son are arrayed in the same ranks, a waver- 
ing must take place, and present an opportunity 
for an impression from the enemy. He concluded 
a concise and elegant speech, by moving the above 
resolution. 

Ordered, That Mr. Henry Les, Mr. SMITE, 
Mr. Morais, Mr. Suerarp, Mr. Dickson, Mr. 
T ALIAFERRO, and Mr.’ SUMTER, be appointed a 
committee, pursuant to the said resolution. 


Tussp ay, December 17. 


Mr. S. Smrrx, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, reported a bill provid- 
ing for salvage in case of recapture, which was 
read a first and second time and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Thursday. 

The House went into Committee of the Whole - 
on the bill supplementary to the act entitled “An 
act to provide for the valuation of lands and dwell- 
ing-houses, and the enumeration of slaves, within 
the United States;” and the bill having been read, 
was agreed to without amendment, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading to-morrow, 


IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 

Mr. Oris moved, that the Committee of the 
Whole to whom were referred the bill from the 
Senate for the relief of persons imprisoned for debt, 
be discharged; and that the bill be committed to 
the select committee to whom were referred a 
similar subject. Agreed to. 

Mr. O. said, he made this motion, in conse- 
quence of some recent information which he had 
received on the subject from the Judge of the Dis- 
trict Court of Pennsylvania. The bill from the 
Senate was merely a copy of the old law, in which 
there were several imperfections. He had not yet 
had time to mature his reflections on the altera- 
tions necessary to be made in the bill, but expected 
if it were committed, (as he proposed,) to receive 
such additional information from the District 
Judge, on this subject, as would render the law, if 
passed, more beneficial, and competent to the pur- 
poses for which it was intended. 


Wepnespay, December 18. 


The bill entitled “An act supplementary to the 
act entitled “ An act to provide for the valuation 
of lands and dwelling-hduses, and the enumeration 
of slaves, within the United States,” was read 
a third time and passed. 

Mr. Speaker said, he had received a letter, ad- 
dressed to him, in the French language, (of which 
he had procured a translation,) from six French 
officers, confined in jail, at Burlington, in the State 
of New Jersey, which was read and referred to the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

The letter stated that they had been in impris- 
onment six months; that their usage was contrary 
to that of enemy officers in the power of the 
French Republic, who allowed them to depart 
either for their own or a neutral country; and that 
American officers were not detained in France as 
prisoners of war. Wherefore, they pray to be al- 
lowed to depart for their own or for a neutral 
country. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, accompanied with 
a report and estimates of the sums necessary to be 
appropriated for the service of the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred ; also, a statement of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures at the Treasury of the 
United States, for one year preceding the first day 
of October, one thousand seven hundred and nine- 
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ty-nine; which were read, and ordered to be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Waysand Means. - 


DEATH OF GENERAL WASHINGTON. 


Mr. Marsnatt, in a voice that bespoke the an- 
guish of his mind, and a countenance expressive 
of the deepest regret, rose, and delivered himself 
as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: Information has just been receiv- 
ed, that our illustrious fellow-citizen, the Comman- 
der in-Chief of the American Army, and the late 
President of the United States, is no more! 

Though this distressing intelligence is not cer- 
tain, there is too much reason to believe its truth. 
After receiving information of this national ca- 
lamity, so heavy and so afflicting, the House of Re- 
presentatives can be but ill fitted for public busi- 
ness. I moveyou, therefore, they adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and 
then the House adjourned till to-morrow morning, 
11 o'clock. 


Tuurspay, December 19. 


SamueL Goons, from Virginia, appeared, pro- 
duced his credentials, was qualified, and took his 
seat in the House. 


DEATH OF GENERAL WASHINGTON, 


Mr. MARSHALL, addressed the Chair as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: The melancholy event which was 
yesterday announced with doubt, has been rendered 
but too certain. Our Wasuineron is no more! 
The Hero, the Sage, and the Patriot of America 
—the man on whom in times of danger every eye 
‘was turned and all hopes were placed—lives now 


only in his own great actions, and in the hearts of | 


an affectionate and afflicted people. 

If, sir, it had even not been usual openly to 
testify respect for the memory of those whom 
Heaven had selected as its instruments for dispen- 
sing good to men, yet such has been the uncom- 
mon worth, and such the extraordinary incidents 
which have marked the life of him whose loss we 
all deplore, that the whole American nation, im- 
pelled by the same feelings, would call with one 
voice for a public manifestation of that sorrow 
which is so deep and so universal. 

More than any other individual, and as much 
as to one individual was possible, has he contribu- 
ted to found this our wide-spreading empire, and 
to give to the Western world its independence and 
its freedom. 

Having effected the great object for which he 
was placed at the head of our armies, we have 
seen him converting the sword into the plough- 
share, and voluntarily sinking the soldier in the 
citizen, 

When the debility of our federal system had 
become manifest, and the bonds which connected 
the parts of this vast continent were dissolving, we 
have seen him the Chief of those patriots who 
formed for us a Constitution, which, by preserving 
the Union, will, I trust, substantiate and perpetuate 
those blessings our Revolution had promised to 
bestow. 


In obedience to the general voice of his coun- 
try, calling on him to preside over a great people, 
we have seen him once more quit the retirement 
he loved, and in a season more stormy and tem- 
pestuous than war itself, with calm and wise de- 
termination, pursue the true interests of the nation, 
and contribute, more than any other could contri- 
bute, to the establishment of that system of policy 
which will, I trust, yet preserve our- peace, our 
honor, and‘our independence. 

Having: been twice unanimously chosen the 
Chief Magistrate ofa free people, we see‘him at 
a time when his re-eléction, with the ‘universal 
suffrage, could not have been doubted, affording 
to the world a rare instance of moderation, by 
withdrawing from his high station to the peaceful 
walks of private life. 

However the public confidence may change, 
and the public affections fluctuate with respect to 
others, yet with respect to him they have in war 
and in peace, in public and in private life, been as 
steady as his own firm mind, and as constant as 
his own exalted virtues. 

Let us then, Mr. Speaker, pay the last tribute 
of respect and affection to our departed friend— 
let the Grand Council of the nation display those 
sentiments which the nation feels. 

For this purpose I hold in my hand some reso- 
lutions, which I will take the liberty to offer to the 
House. 

Mr. Marsuaty having handed them in at the 
table, they were read, and unanimously agreed to 
by the House, in the words following, to wit: 


The House of Representatives of the United States, 
having received intelligence of the death of their highly 
valued fellow-citizen, Groncs Wasutneron, General 
of the Armies of the United States, and sharing the: 
universal grief this distressing event must produce,. 
unanimously resolve : 

1. That this. House will wait on the President of the 
United States, in condolence of this national calamity. 

2. That the Speaker’s chair be shrouded with black, 
and that the members and officers of the House wear 
mourning, during the session. > 

3. That a joint committee of both Houses be ap- 
pointed to report measures suitable to the occasion, and 
expressive of the profound sorrow with which Congress. 
is penetrated on the loss of a citizen, first in war, first in 
peace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen. 

4. That when this House adjourns, it will adjourn. 
until Monday next. 


Ordered, That Mr. Marsuauy and Mr. Smita 
be appointed a committee to wait on the President 
of the United States, to know when and where he 
will receive this House for the purpose expressed 
in the first resolution. 

Ordered, That Mr. Marsuatt, Mr. Craik, Mr.. 
Henry Les, Mr. Eecueston, Mr. Surry, Mr.. 
Stone, Mr. Rurievce, Mr. Aste, Foster: Mr.. 
Muuenpere, Mr. Van CorTLANDT, Mr. Dwicht 
Fosrer, Mr. Frankin Davenport, Mr. CLAI- 
BORNE, Mr. Morris, Mr. Joun Brown, and Mr. 
Taiarerro, be a committee, jointly with such 
committee as may be appointed on the part of the- 
Senate, for the purpose expressed in the third reso- 
lution. 
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Ordered, ‘That the Clerk of this House do ac- 


quaint the Senate therewith. 


A Message was received from the PRESIDENT oF 


THE Unitep States, which, together with the let- 
teraccompanying the same, was read and referred 
to.the-committee last appointed, and is as follows: 
Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

~The letter herewith transmitted, will inform you that 
‘it has pleased Divine Providence to remove from this 
life our excellent fellow-citizen Gzorez Wasurneton, 


by the purity of his character, and a long series of servi- 


ces to his country, rendered illustrious through ‘the 

world. It remains for an affectionate and grateful Peo- 

ple, in whose hearts he can never die, to pay suitable 

honor to his memory. JOHN ADAMS, 
Unrren Srarzs, Dec. 19, 1799. 


“ Mount Vernon, Dec, 15, 1799. 

“ Sin: It is with inexpressible grief that I have to an- 
nounce to you the death of the great and good General 
Wasuixeton. He died last evening, between ten and 
eleven o'clock, after a short illness of about twenty 
hours. His disorder was an inflammatory sore throat, 
which proceeded from a cold, of which he made but 
little complaint on Friday. On Saturday morning, 
about three o’clock, he became ill. Doctor Craik at- 
tended him in the morning, and Doctor Dick, of Alex- 
andria, and Doctor Brown, of Port Tobacco, were soon 
after called in. “Every medical assistance was offered, 
but without the desired effect. His last scene corre- 
spoxided with the whole tenor of his life; not a groan, 
nor a complaint, escaped him in extreme distress. 
With perfect resignation, and in full possession of his 
reason, he closed his well spent life.* 

“I have the honor to be, sir, your most obedient and 


‘very humble servant. 
ee `. “TOBIAS LEAR. 
“The PRESIDENT or tax Unirep States.” 


Mr. Marsuatt, from the committee appointed 
to wait on the President of the United States, to 
know when and where it will be convenient for 
him to receive this House in condolence of the na- 


+ FRON AN ALEXANDRIA PAPER OF DECEMBER 21,1799, 

Messrs. J. §& J. D. Westcott: i 

Presuming that sume account of the late illness and death of 
General Wasuineron, will be generally interesting, and particu- 
larly so to the professors and practitioners of medicine throughout 
America, we request you to publish the following siatement, 

James CRAIk, 
Exisua C. Dick. 

Some time in the night of Friday, the 13th inst., having been ex- 
posed toa rain on the preceding day, General WASHINGTON was 
attackedwith an inflammatory affection of the upper part of the 
windpipe; called, in technical language, cynanche trachealis. The 
disease commenced with a violent ague, accompanied with some 
pain in the upper and. fore part of the throat, a sense of stricture 
in the same part, a cough and a difficult rather than a painful deg- 
lutition, which were soon succeeded by fever and a quick and 
laborious respiration. The necessity of blood-letting suggesting 
itself to the General, he procurred a bleeder in the neighborhood, 
who took from his arm, in the night, twelve or fourteen ounces of 
blood. He would not by any means be prevailed upon by the family. 
to send for the attending physician till the following morning, who 
arrived at Mount Vernon at about eleven o’clocK. on Saturday. 
Discovering the case to te highly alarming, and foreseeing the fatal 
tendency of the disease, two consulting physicians were immedi- 
ately sent for, who arrived, one at half after three, the other at four 
o’clock in the afternoon. in the interim were employed two copi- 
ous bleedings, a blister was applied to the part affected, two moder- 
ate doses of calomel were given, and an injection was administered, 
which operated on the lower intestines—but all without any per- 
ceptible advantage ; the respiration becoming still more difficult 
and distressing 2 oe . g 

Upon the arrival of the first of the consulting physicians, it was 
agreed, as there were yet no signs of accumulation in the bronchial 
vessels of the lungs, to try the result of another bleeding, when 


tional calamity, reported that the committee had 
according to order, performed that service, and 
that the President signified to them it would be 
convenient for him to receive this House. at one 
o’elock this afternoon, at his own house. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have agreed to the resolution pass- 
ed by the House of Representatives for the ap- 
pointment of a joint committee of both Houses to 
report measures suitable to the occasion, and ex- 
pressive of the profound sorrow with which Con- 
gress 1s penetrated on the loss of a citizen, first in 
war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his coun- 
trymen ; and have appointed Mr. Dayron, Mr. 
Binewam, Mr. Dexter, Mr. Gunn, Mr. LAURANCE, 
and Mr. Tracy, a committee on their part. l 

The SPEAKER, attended by the House, then 
withdrew to the house of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, when Mr. SPEAKER addressed the Pres- 
ident as follows: 


Sin: The House of Representatives, penetrated with 
a sense of the irreparable loss sustained by the nation 
in the death of that great and good man, the illustrious 
and beloved Wasurneron, wait on you, sir, to express 
their condolence on this melancholy and distressing 
event. 


To which the Presinent replied as follows: 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I receive, with great respect and affection, the con- 
dolence of the House of Representatives, on the melan- 
choly and affecting event, in the death of the most il- 
lustrious and beloved personage which this country ever 
produced. I sympathize with you, with the nation, and 
with good men through the world, in this irreparable 
loss sustained by us all. JOHN ADAMS. 


Uxarte» Srares, Dec. 19, 1799. 


Monpay, December 23 


Tuomas T. Davis, from Kentucky; Roger 
Wixutams, from North Carolina ; and Joun Den- 


about thirty-two ounces of blood were drawn, without the smallest 
apparent alleviation of the discasc. Vapors of vinegar and water 
were frequently inhaled, ten grains of calomel were given, succeed- 
ed by repeated doses of emetic tartar, amounting in all to five or 
six grains, with no other effect than a copious discharge from the 
bowels. The powers of life seemed now manifestly yielding to the 
force of the disorder. Blisters were applied to the extremities, to- 
gether with a cataplasm of bran and vinegar to the throat. “Speak. 
ing, which was painful from the beginning, now became almost im- 
practicable; respiration grew more and more contracted and imper- 
fect, till half after eleven o’clock on Saturday night; when, retain: 
ing the full possession of his intellect, he expired, without a struggle. 
e was fully impressed at the beginning of his complaint, as well 
as through every succeeding stage of it, thatits conclusion would be 
mortal; submitting to the several exeriions made for his recovery 
rather as a duty, than from any expectation of. their efficacy. He 
considered the operations of death upon his system as coeval with 
the disease ; and several hours before his decease, after repeated 
effurts to be understood, succeeded in expressing a desire that he 
might be permitted to die without interruption. —_ ae 
During the short périod of his illness, he economized his time in 
the arrangement of such few concerns as required his attention, 
with the utmost serenity, and anticipated his approaching dissolu- 
tion with every demonstration of that equanimity, for which his 
whole life has been so uniformly and singularly conspicuous. 
JAMES CRAIK 
Attending Physictan. 
ELISHA C, DICK. 
Consulting Physician. 
The signature of Doctor Gustavus Brown, of Port Tobacco, who 
attended as consulting physician, on account of the remoteness of 
his residence from the place, has not been procured to the foregoing 


statement, 
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nis, from Maryland; appeared, produced their 
credentials, were qualified, and took their seats in 
the House. 

Mr. Oris from the select committee to whom 
was referred the bill from the Senate for the re- 
lief of persons imprisoned for debt, reported the 
bill with sundry amendments, which were com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House for 
Friday. f 

Mr. SewaLL presented a letter of Winthrop Sar- 
gent, Esq., Governor of the Mississippi Territory, 
to the Secretary of State, enclosing two memo- 
rials of the inhabitants of the Natchez—the first 
praying for Legislative aid to assist them in the 
establishment of a seminary, and places of public 
worship; the second for a confirmation of their 
titles to lands occupied by them previous to the 
cession of the Territory to the United States by 
Spain, and that vacant lands may be granted, free 
of expense, to persons on their becoming actual 
settlers. Ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Rurvenge presented a petition of Nicholas 
J. Roosevelt, on behalf of himself and associates, 
praying for an act of incorporation for the purpose 
of continuing and facilitating the works of Schuy- 
ler’s Copper Mine, in New Jersey ; which was read 
and referred to the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures. 

A petition of Thomas Burling and others, in- 
habitants of the Mississippi Territory, in behalf of 
themselves and the people of the said Territory, 
was presented to the House and read, praying the 
confirmation of all grants of lands legally and just- 
ly obtained from the Spanish Government, prior 
to the ratification of the late treaty between the 
United States and His Catholic Majesty. $ 

Also, a petition of John Henderson, and others, 
inhabitants of the Natchez, in the said Territory, 
praying the aid and patronage of Congress in the 
establishment of a regular ministry of the Gospel 
among them, and of schools for the education of 
their youth. o . 

Ordered, That the said petitions do lie-on the 
table. : 

Mr. Davis presented a memorial of a number 
of inhabitants of the United States, residing near 
the Ohio, who had purchased a quantity of land 
from John Cleves Symmes, the title to which had 
been abrogated by the act of Congress of the 30th 
September, 1794, praying for a repeal of that act; 
or permission to retain the lands which they have 
improved, at a fair valuation; or that a hearing 
may be given them in the courts of law. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

Mr. Grece moved, that the Committee of the 
Whole to whom was referred the petition of Rob- 
ert Sturgeon, be discharged from the further con- 
sideration thereof; and that it be referred to the 
select committee to whom was committed the bill 
from the Senate for relief of persons imprisoned 


for debt. Agreed to. 
RESPECT TO THE MEMORY OF GENERAL 
WASHINGTON. 


Mr. Marsuatt, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed to report what testimony of respect ought 


tobe paid tothe memory of the man first in war, 
first ia peace, and first in the hearts of his coun- 
trymen, made a report in part, which be delivered 
in at the table, where it was twice read, and unani- 
mously agreed to, in the words following, to wit: 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That a marble monument be erected by the 
United States, in the Capitol, in the city of Washington, 
and that the family of General Wasarneton be re- 
quested to permit his body to be deposited under it; 
and that the monument be so designed as to commem- 
orate the great events of his military and political life. 

And be it further resolved, That there be a funeral 
procession from Congress Hall to the German Lutheran 
Church, in honor of the memory of General Gzorex 
Wasuineron, on Thursday the 26th instant, and that 
an oration be prepared at the request of Congress, to be 
delivered before both Houses on that day, and that the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of 
Representatives be desired to request one of the mem- 
bers of Congress to prepare and deliver the same. 

And be it further resolved, That it be recommended 
to the people of the United States to wear crape on the 
left arm, as mourning, for thirty days. 

And be it further resolved, That the President of the 
United States be requested to direct a copy of these re- 
solutions to be transmitted to Mrs. Wasninevroy, assur- 
ing her of the profound respect Congress will ever bear to 
her person and character; of their condolence on the 
late afflicting dispensation of Providence ; and entreat- 
ing her assent to the interment of the remains of Gen- 
eral George Wasuineron, in the manner expressed 
in the first resolution. 

And be it further resolved, That the President of the 
United States be requested to issue a proclamation, no- 
tifying to the people throughout the United States, the 
recommendation contained in the third resolution.* 


Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do carry 
the said resolutions to the Senate, and desire their 
concurrence. 


*The following orders were issued by the War and 
Navy Departments: 


The Presipent, with deep regret, announces to the Army the 
death of its beloved Chief, General George WASHINGTON. Shar- 
ing in the grief which every heart must feel for so heavy and afflict. 
ing a public loss, and desirous to express his high sense of the vast 
debt of gratitude which is due to the virtues, talents, and ever 
memorable services of the illustrious deceased, he directs that fune- 
real honors be paid to him at all the military stations, and that the 
officers of the army and of the several corps of volunteers wear crape 
on the left arm, by way of mourning, for six months. Major Gene- 
ral Hamilton will give the necessary orders for carrying into effect 
the foregoing directions. 

Given at the War Office of the United States, in Philadelphia, 
this nineteenth day of December, A. D. 1799, and in the twenty- 
fourth year of the independence of the said States. 

By command ofthe President: JAMES MWHENRY, 

Secretary of War. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 20th December, 1799. 

The PresipEent, with deep affliction, announces to the Navy, and 
tothe marines, the death of our beloved fellow-citizen, GEORGE 
Wasuincton, Commander of our Armies, and late President of the 
United States; bui rendered more illustrious by his eminent virtues, 
and a long series of the most important services, than by the honors 
which his grateful country delighted to confer upon him. 

Desirous that the Navy and marines should express, in common 
with every other description of American citizens, the high sense 
which all feel of the loss our country has sustained in the death of 
this good and great man, the PRESIDENT directs that the vessels of 
the Navy, in our own and foreign ports, be put in mourning for one 
week, by wearing their colors half-mast high ; and that the officers 
of the Navy and of the marines wear crape on the left arm, below 
the elbow, for six months. BEN, STODDERT. 
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Previous to the question being put upon the first 
resolution, Mr. H. Les, of Virginia, rose, and ad- 
dressed.the Chair as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: In executing the task assigned to 


the committee, it will be observed much remains: 


to-be done; so far as they have gone, and as far 
as they may go, one hope is cherished, that what- 
ever is done, will be unanimously adopted. 

This will be most pleasing to our constituents, 
and most honorable to the character we all honor. 
Out of a wish to execute in the best manner the 
direction of the House, a difference of opinion will 
naturally prevail. This difference of opinion, how- 
ever commendable, upon ascertaining the mode of 
public mourning, ought to be suppressed when we 
come to act; for unanimity then is, as I before 
stated, most to be wished for, whether the feelings 
of our constituents, or our intentions, on the cele- 
brity which all desire to give to the high occasion, 
govern. 

A message was received from the Senate, an- 
nouncing their concurrence in the report of the 
joint committee made this day; and then the 
House adjourned till to-morrow morning. 


Turspay, December 24. 


Ordered,, That the petitions of John Henderson 
and others, and of Thomas Burling and others, 
inhabitants of the Mississippi Territory, presented 
yesterday, be referred to Messrs. SewaLL, Cuaun- 
cey Goopricn, Warn, Evans and Hii; that 
they do examine the matter thereof, and report 
the same, with their opinion thereupon, to the 
House. 

Mr. Griswo.p, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, to whom it was referred 
to examine and report what laws have expired, or 
are near expiring, and require to be revived or 
further continued, made a report, in part; which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Gorpon moved the following resolution, 
which was adopted by the House: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what amendments are neces- 
sary to the act, entitled “ An act to lay and collect a di- 
rect tax within the United States;” and that they be 
authorized to report by bill, or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. Griswoup, the above resolu- 
tion was committed to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


NORTHWESTERN LAND SALES. 


Mr. Harrison said, he conceived the system 
which had been adopted for the sale of the lands 
of the United States northwest of the river Ohio 
was capable of considerable improvement; and 
that alterations might be made in the existing laws 
on that subject, which would be of considerable 
benefit to persons becoming actual settlers of that 
country. He therefore moved the following reso- 
lution, viz: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what alterations are necessary 
in the laws authorizing the sale of the lands of the Uni- 


ted States northwest. of the Ohio, and report to the 
House their opinion thereon. 


The resolution was agreed to, and Messrs Har- 
RISON, Brace, Gorpon, Davis, Gore, Lyman, and 
GALLATIN, were appointed the committee. 


Mr. GALLATIN presented a petition of 176 actual 
settlers, of the county of Jefferson, in the North- 
western Territory, praying that a law may be 
passed authorizing the sale of the lands of the 
United States in such manner as they may become 
purchasers, and thereby prevent land speculators 
from becoming the proprietors of the ground which 
they had improved, and to which they ought to 
have the pre-emption, which they could not have 
under the existing laws. Referred to the com- 
mittee to whom were committed Mr. Harrison’s 
resolution. 


PETITION OF GEORGE FARRAGUT. 


Mr. Cuarporne moved, that the petition of 
George Farragut, presented at the last session, 
with the report ofthe Secretary of War made there- 
on, be referred to a select committee. 


This motion was objected to, on the ground 
that the petition contained a claim upon the Uni- 
ted States; and that as a standing committee 
had been appointed by the rules of the House, for 
considering and reporting upon all claims of the 
nature contained in this petition, it would be im- 
proper to deviate in one instance from the rule; 
as it must tend to the appointment of select com- 
mittees whenever members who present similar 
petitions might wish the report upon them to be 
expedited. Mr. Macon therefore moved that it 
be referred to the Committee of Claims; which 
was agreed to. 


RESPECT TO THE MEMORY OF GENERAL 
WASHINGTON. 


The Speaker informed the House that, conform- 
ably to the resolution of Congress, the President 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives had requested Major General 
Henry Les, one of the Representatives from the 
State of Virginia, to prepare and deliver a funeral 
oration before both Houses, on Thursday, the 
twenty-sixth instant, in honor of the memory of 
Geroren Wasuineton, late General of the Ar- 
mies of the United States; and that Mr. Lex had 
been pleased to accept of the appointment. 

And, on motion, the House adjourned. 


Trurspay, December 26. 


This being the day appointed by the resolution 
of Congress for the funeral procession 10 honor of 
the memory of Georcs WASHINGTON, late Gen- 
eral of the Armies of the United States, the House 
proceeded to the German Lutheran Church, where 
they attended the funeral oration, prepared and de- 
livered on the occasion by Major General Lez, 
one of the members of this House for the State 
of Virginia. [See Appendiz.] 

The House, having returned, adjourned until to- 
morrow morning. 
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Fripay, December 27. 


Jonn Fow err, from Kentucky, appeared, pro- 
duced his credentials, was qualified, and took his 
seat in the House. : 

A petition of Samuel Selby, 3d, late Collector 
of the Revenue in the fourth division of the sec-: 
ond survey of the District of Maryland, now con- 
fined in the prison of Allegany county, in the said’ 
State, was presented to the House and read, pray- 
ing to be relieved from the confinement to which 
he is subjected, in consequence of his having con- 
verted to his own use moneys which he received 
as Collector as aforesaid, and is unable to refund. 

Also a petition of Lawrence Erb, late Collector 
of the Revenue of the United States within the 
county of Northampton, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, to the same effect. 

Ordered, That the said petitions be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House to whom was 
committed the bill sent from the Senate, entitled 
“ Anact for relief of persons imprisoned for debt.” 

A petition of John Smith, and others, inhabit- 
ants of the Northwestern Territory, was present- 
ed to the House and read, praying a repeal or 

, amendment of the laws authorizing the sale of the 
lands of the United States northwest of the Ohio; 
and that they may be allowed to purchase lands 
of the United States, on terms and in quantities 
suitable to their circumstances. 


Also a petition of James Grubb, and others, in- 


habitants of the said Territory, to the same effect. 

Also, a petition of Andrew Small, and others, 
inhabitants of the Territory aforesaid, and actual 
settlers upon lands purchased of John C. Symmes, 
praying for a revision and amendment of the 
acts authorizing the sale of the lands of the Uni- 
ted States in the Territory Northwest of the river 
Ohio, and that they may be allowed to retain the 
possession of the said lands upon terms more favor- 
able and better suited to their situation than those 
contemplated by the said acts. 

The Speaker laid before the House a report of 
the: Secretary of the Navy on the petition of sun- 
dry French officers confined in the prison of Bur- 
lington, in the State of New Jersey, referred to 
him on the eighteenth instant; which was read, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

The House, resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole upon the bill, sent from the Senate, 
entitled “ An act for the relief of persons impris- 
oned for debt ;” and after some time spent therein, 
the Committee rose and reported progress ; and on 
the question that the Committee of the whole 
House have leave to sit again on the said bill, it 
passed in the negative. 

Ordered, That the Committee of the whole 
House be discharged therefrom, and that the said 
bill be recommitted to the committee appointed, 
on the fifth instant, to inquire whether it be expe- 
dient to make any, and, if any, what provision for 
the relief of persons imprisoned for debt. : 
RESPECT TO THE MEMORY OF GENERAL 

WASHINGTON. 

On a motion made and seconded that the House 

do come to the following resolution, to wit: 


“The House of Representatives ofthe United States, 


highly gratified with the manner in which Mr. Ler has 
performed the service assigned to him under the reso- 
lution desiring the President of the Senate and Speaker 
of the House of Representatives to request one of the 


members of Congress to prepare and deliver a funeral 


oration on the death of Groree Wasnineron; and 
desirous. of communicating to their fellow-citizens, 
through the medium of the press, those sentiments of 
respect for the character, of gratitude for the services, 
and of grief for the death of that illustrious personage, 
which, felt by all, have, on this melancholy occasion, 
been so well expressed : 


“ Resolved, That the Spzaxer present the thanks of 
this House to Mr. Lzx, for the oration delivered by him 
to both Houses of Congress on Thursday, the twenty- 
sixth instant; and request that he will permit a copy 
thereof to be taken for publication :” ; 


The question was taken that the House do agree 
to the same, and unanimously resolved in the af- 


firmative. 


Monpay, December 30. 


Mr. Oris, frém the committee to whom was re- 
committed the bill from the Senate for the relief 
of persons imprisoned for debt, reported the same, 
with amendments; which was made the order of 
the day for to-morrow. 


ENUMERATION OF INHABITANTS. 


Mr..Orts called for the order of the day on the 
bill to provide for the enumeration of the inhabit- 
ants of the United States. The House accord- 
ingly went into a Committee of the Whole on said 
bill; Mr. Parxer in the Chair. The first section 
of the bill begins thus: i 

“ Be it enacted &c., That the Marshals of the sev- 
eral districts of the United States, and the Secretaries 
of the Territory of the United States, Northwest of the 
river Ohio, and of the Mississippi Territory, respective- 
ly, shall be and are hereby authorized and required, 
under the direction of the Secretary of State, and ac- 
cording to such instructions as he shall give pursuant 
to this act, to cause the number of the inhabitants 
within their respective districts and territories to be 
taken,” &c. 

The first section having been read, Mr. Nicuo- 
Las moved to strike out the words printed in italic. 
Mr. N. said this provision was not to be found in 
the former act on this subject; and he saw no rea- 
son why a man who was bound by a solemn oath 
to act in conformity to this act, should be subject 
to directions which the scrupulousness of his con- 
science might lead him to refuse to abide by. 


Mr. Oris thought it necessary the power of giv- 
ing directions pursuant to this act, should be lodged 
somewhere—he was indifferent whether with the 
Secretary of State or any other proper officer; in 
order that if any difficulty or embarrassment arose 
in the execution of the law, the Marshals, who 


.were to execute it, would know where to apply. 


It was also necessary the returns should be uni- 
form, which could not be expected to be the case 
were the words struck out. The question was 


put, when there appeared in the affirmative 36, 
‘| negative 41. 
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The bill-having been gone through, and the 
blanks therein filled up, the Committee rose, and 
reported the'same. When 

Mr. Caristie renewed the motion made in the 
Committee by Mr. Nicnoxtas. He said he was so 
impressed with the necessity of erasing the words, 
as to impel him to wish a reconsideration of the 
subjeet; for it was not his wish or intention -to 
vote for a law that should give a controlling 
power to any particular officer of the Government 
over the law, which he conceived the Secretary 
of State would completely enjoy, were the words 
to remain in the bill. 
bor the thought that that officer would throw any 
impediment in the way of the law, but he thought 
it improper to entrust him with a power to do it. 

Mr. Griswo.p, said, it certainly was a mere 
matter of form and custom, and necessarily the 
business of an officer of State, for questions would 
unavoidably arise in which instructions must come, 


as to the execution of the law, fromthe Secretary 


of State or the President. From the first section, 
it would appear that certain interrogatories were 
necessary to be made to the heads of families, as, 
‘Who are the persons residing in the house? What 
their ages, names? &c. These interrogatories 
must be provided by some department of the Gov- 
ernment, or the Marshals and their assistants would 
not know how to proceed on the business allotted 
to them. In-order to prevent confusion and to 
establish an uniformity throughout the districts, it 
was very necessary to put this power in the Sec- 
retary of State. 

Mr. Nicuouas said his principal objection to 
the words before was, because they established an 
operation which he could notunderstand; but, from 
the explanation of the gentleman last up, he fear- 
ed the operation was worse than he had suspected. 
The gentleman said that a ‘particular ‘section of 
the law was not sufficient of itself, but wanted the 
explanation of the Secretary of State to ascertain 
its operation, and his direction, by prescribing the 
interrogatories to come at facts requisite; and he 
supposed, of course, that the Secretary of State may 
have it in his power to determine what facts shall 
make a residence necessary for insertion in the 
schedule. He would ask the House, whether they 
were not giving, out of their own hands, a power 
which none but the Legislature ought to possess? 
‘Was it the way to recommend the insertion of the 
words, by saying that it was necessary to lodge 
the discretion somewhere? Surely, this proved 
that the law was not right, and. therefore was 
sufficient to excite a doubt as to the propriety of its 
operation. Mr. N. thought, if there were no other 
reasons to be urged against inserting the words, 
it would be enough that they had not been intro- 
duced into the former law, and no injuries had 
occurred for the want of them. It was sufficient 
time to amend, or insert new provisions in a law, 
when its former operation was found inadequate 
to its object. The former law never had sucha 
provision: the present law was in every other re- 
spect made as precise as was possible; the sche- 
dule of return was accurately and distinctly marked 
as to the descriptions of persons; and surely none 


He would be sorry to tar- 


were so able to say what constituted actual resi- 
| dence as the Marshal, but, if he should be thought 
incompetent, the law might be made to go further, 
and mark precisely the mode of its own opera- 
tions. 

Mr. Ov1s was surprised at the perseverance of 
the gentleman ir his opposition to the words. It 
appears to be taken for granted that the Secretary 
of State has power to vary the law, whereas it 
was merely a declaratory power that was given 
him, and to say how it ought to be executed. It 
Was not a new power given to the departments of 
the Government; the same was left with the Sec- 
retary of the ‘Treasury, respecting another law, 
and those powers were necessarily left, becatise it 
was impossible for the Legislature to foresee all 
the occurrences which would arise, and which 
would be various in various parts. It 1s the busi- 
ness of the departments of Government to see 
that the laws ‘are executed, which power only 
these words delegate. 

Besides, whatever instructions the Secretary of 
State would have power to give must be “ pursu- 
ant to this act.” If the law itself is sufficiently 
precise, as the gentleman supposes, then no instruc- 
tions will be necessary, but this will not be the case 
everywhere. This was the idea of the commit- 
tee who reported the bill, and in order to meet all 
difficulties that might occur, they introduced these 
words and the eighth section, which reads thus: 

“The Secretary of State shall be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and required to adopt and communicate to the 
Marshals of the several States, and to the Secretaries 
aforesaid, proper regulations and instructions for carry- 
ing this act into effect, and also the forms of schedule to 
be returned and interrogatories to be administered by the 
several persons who shall be employed therein.” 

Mr. Oris said it was thought these regulations 
would much facilitate the labor of the officers em- 
ployed, and enable them to attain the facts with 
considerable less difficulty. ; 

Mr. Gatuatin said the object in introducing 
this new provision appeared to him to be either to 
give the Secretary of State power and authority 
to define some part of the law which was not pre- 
cise enough to be understood, or it was merely 
that he should direct some certain provision of it 
to be carried into effect. 

If, as was insinuated by a gentleman, (Mr. Gris- 
WOLD,) it was to givea discretionary power to that 
officer to define any law or part of a law which 
was not clear enough, he must say it was not the 
province of any officer in the Government what- 
ever, but such definition ought to be included in 
the law itself, or it would be imperfect. He sup- 
posed, as was observed, that this definition might 
be seen requisite in the fifth section as to what was 
meant by “ inhabitants,” so that all might be inclu- 
ded, and none twice enumerated whom accident 
might throw into different parts ofsthe United 
States. It was necessary to have a better defini- 
tion than was provided by the Constitution; he 
took it to be the duty of the House to do it; they 
must declare it, and not leave it to the Secretary 
of State or to the Marshals, who are only to carry 
the law into effect. If it is taken out of the hands 
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of the Marshals, and placed with the Secretary of 
State, then the remedy is not adequate to the evil, 
because he cannot be so competent to it as the 
Marshals. 

If, on the other hand, the meaning of the word 
“inhabitant” is precise enough in itself, and no 
explanation is necessary, and the object is merely 
a regulation as to the questions it may be neces- 
sary to ask, then it is better to leave it with the 
Marshal, for he can best know whether all and no 
more are enumerated, he being an inhabitant of 
the district and more acquainted with it. The 
Marshal is sworn to “enumerate all the inhabit- 
ants inshis district, to the best of his abilities,” and 
surely there can be no necessity to shackle him 
with directions which must issue, not from the 
law he is executing, but from the office of the 
Secretary of State. The eighth section, Mr. GaL- 
LATIN observed, went further, and in a manner 
gave power to the Secretary of State to alter the 
first section. The first section pointed out the 
necessary schedule, but the eighth section gave 
some power concerning that schedule to the Sec- 
retary, to “adopt and communicate the forms of 
schedule to be returned,” &c., which, being incon- 
sistent with any former mode, he conceived was 
highly improper. 

The object of taking the enumeration was to 
conform the representation in Congress to the 
number of inhabitants; the people wished it done, 
and Congress ought to do it fairly; and in form- 
ing a bill to effect it, all suspicion ought to be re- 
moved from the minds of the public, that it would 
be done contrary : but if the power of regulating 
the enumeration was placed in the Secretary of 
State, who might be supposed to possess some 
local adherence and favor towards his own State— 
if it was recollected that there was no such provi- 
sion before, and yet the law was well executed— 
was not the measure calculated to breed suspicion ? 
The forms of return and directions being ample in 
a general view, he hoped no new provision would 
be introduced. 

Mr. Gorpon said the objections made to the 
controlling power of the Secretary of State were 
of a nature not to be answered, because those ob- 
jections were merely of suspicion ; but to those 
who wished to look at the reasonableness of the 
words, and who harbored no suspicion, a few argu- 
ments might be offered which he thought must 
carry conviction. 

The propriety of having some person to super- 
intend had been well argued, but more reasons 
might be offered for its necessity. It was a possi- 
ble event (and against such, provisions ought to be 
made) that a Marshal might die, resign, or be re- 
moved from office, before the completion of the 
act, and yet the enumeration in that district 
might be begun; in such case, what provision 
was there to complete those returns, or to examine 
into deficiencies? By placing it in the hands of 
the Secretary of State there will be no danger of 
this difficulty. That this power should be vested 
in some officer who should have a general super- 
intendence to remove all objections and impedi- 
ments he thought self-evident, and with none, in 


his opinion, could it be so properly placed as the 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. Les said, he had some doubts as to the pro- 
priety of these words, and he would vote for 
their expulsion; and he must confess that the far- 
ther discussion of. the subject, had not removed 
those doubts, but rather strengthened them. If 
the sele object contemplated by the gentlemen 
who argued for the necessity of the words was 
merely that there should besome head, for conduct- 
ing,in point ofform and uniformity, the execution 
of the law, then these words, or some other more 
definite, should be preserved; but as the bill now 
stood, while it held up that object, it carried with 
it material and substantial objections. What, he 
asked, would be the result under the law, if a Mar- 
shal, attending to the just warning of his con- 
science, should say to the Secretary of State “ Your 
instructions, if executed by me, in my judgment, 
would violate my oath; and my conscientious ad- 
herence to the directions of the law must bea 
prominent rule for my conduct?” Thus dur- 
ing the dispute between the Secretary of State 
and the conscientious officer, on account of the 
elapsing of the Constitutional period for enumera- 
tion, a whole State would lose its representation 
to the National Legislature! He would not sup- 
pose that its occurrence would happen from politi- 
cal motives, but purity of conscience may prevent 
the execution of the office, and as that could possi- 
bly take place it must appear a very material incon- 
venience, and the benefits of a wise and necessary 
law would be not only lost, but the result be evil. 

The law would therefore be incomplete as it 
respected the instructions of the Secretary of State, 
and if the sole object was uniformity of system, a 
discretion would be given which may be used 
very detrimentally to a part of the community, 
though perhaps not willingly. He wished that 
some gentleman would remove those doubts by 
showing, either that there was no foundation for 
them, or else by so qualifying the law, while the 
discretion was given, as to prove that the sole ob- 
ject was the professed one, to wit, that all the Mar- 
shals through this extensive Republic should be 
governed by a fixed rule with respect to form; 
until which he could not vote for the clause. 

Mr. Eecieston suggested the propriety of strik- 
ing out the words, and again committing the bill 
to the whole House for an amendment, suitable to 
the opinions of the member last up. 

Mr. Griswoup said the same words were pass- 
ed through the House last session in the enumera- 
tion bill. The Secretary of State was as much 
restricted as the Marshal himself, for he could not 
give instructions otherwise than “ pursuant to this 
act.” Why there should be objections to the Se- 
cretary’s using this power, and no objection be 
made to the exercise of it by the Marshals, he could 
not imagine. He did not conceive the act was 
indefinite, as had been said ; the act was sufficiently 
certain and precise, but the mode of execution 
was so uncertain that a discretionary power must 
be placed somewhere. If it was left with the Mar- 
shals, there was danger of some persons being 
twice returned; suppose, for instance, an inhabi- 
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tant of Delaware resided for a time in Pennsyl- 
vania, his returi might have been made in Del- 
aware, and again in Pennsylvania, because it was 
in the hands of two different Marshals, whereas 
if left with the Seeretary of State, this evil would 
be avoided. 

Mr. Lee could not but suspect there was more 
than “mere matter of form” intended by the in- 
troduction of this new principle in the broad words 
in which it was comprised, “under the direction 
of the Secretary of State*—broader words could 
not be found in the English language. The Sec- 
retary of State being placed paramount to the 
Marshal, the Marshalacting conscientiously would 
disobey the Secretary of State rather than his con- 
science; what would then be his mode of acting 
under this imperious mandate? Mr. L. said he 
looked with a jealous eye upon every law coming 
from the Legislature, lest it should be improperly 
used by Executive authority. This was a Con- 
stitutional duty. The wisdom and genius of our 
Government, as well as the feelings of our people, 
alike made it necessary to keep the Executive and 
the Legislative power separate, for on this our 
safety depended; but here was the Executive pow- 
er brought in to aid the Legislative. We doubt, 
said he; are we not to realize these doubts by sup- 
posing they may take place in this extensive com- 
munity ? Thus situated, the people wil! charge us 
with what we all disclaim—that we mean to give 
a power to the Executive authority over our laws. 

f we desire to escape this suspicion, we should 
make our laws in themselves explicit, and not 
give any discretionary power as to their execution 
elsewhere. 

Mr. Dana said, that the discussion which this 
subject had undergone had decided him in the 
opinion that the words ought not to bestricken out. 
The whole execution of the laws was entrusted 
to Executive officers, and they were to execute 
those laws uniformly throughout the United States. 
The construction was wrong to suppose that this 
influence was improper, because the President or 
Secretary of State should think this or thata pro- 
per way of executing it; and the argument was 
weak that a particular local attachment would be 
used. It was no more improper that the Secre- 
tary of State should have his particular bias, even 
if he should make use of it, than that a Marshal 
should have his particular bias. This, in his view, 
instead of operating against the measure, wasa de- 
cisive argument in its favor, in order that the bias 
ofa number should not be left to act so variously 
as they naturally would, but upon uniform princi- 
ples. It would not have done to have lett that 
power in the hands of that officer if he was not to 
be restricted to the meaning of the act, but with 
this restriction it was necessary. 

Mr. Oris said his great desire to have this law 
carried into beneficial execution induced him to be 
averse to striking out the words, for unless they 
remained, in vain might the Legislature expect 
any accurate census to be made at any future pe- 
riod. If the particular form of a schedule was to 
be made by the different Marshals and there were 
no provisions to be made by law, by which to con- 


solidate them into one regular return, how would 
they be understood, or who know the result? Dif- 
ferent would be the forms of returns; some would 
be more, and some less intelligible; they must all 
be sent to the Secretary of State ; that officer must, 
without a law or instructions, reduce them into a 
form at a great expense; whereas it ought to be 
provided in the law that they may be more readily 
reduced to form, and this was done by the discre- 
ition given to that officer. Farther, the assistants 
to the Marshal, many of them young men, and 
inexperienced, would have to ascertain facts about 
which they had no instructions, as, what is the 
name of the head of the family ? how many re- 
side in this house? &c. 

Nor was this a new principle, as contended by 
some gentlemen. He instanced the act for the 
relief of American seamen, respecting whom the 
collectors at the different ports had to transmit a 
report once in three months, for which the Secre- 
tary givesinstructions howto makeout the abstract. 
It was similar in the Treasury Department, and in 
all cases where it was necessary to make a gene- 
ral provision, it was the practice of the Head of the 
Department to give directions. 

It was suggested by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Lee) that there was danger in taking 
the instructions of the Secretary and of the Mar- 
shals. If the conscientious Marshal should still 
go on and conform to the law, all the facts must 
appear in the Department of State, and would be 
submitted to the Legislature for inspection, and it 
would bein the power of the House to say whether 
the Marshal or the Secretary of State was wrong: 
whether or not he had conformed to the law. 
Therefore, in the event, it would be in his power 
to do his duty notwithstanding the contrary in- 
structions he might receive, and the House would 
decide the matter with strict justice. 

Mr. Jones thought, as had been expressed by 
the gentleman from Virginia, that these words con- 
veyed too much power to the Department of State. 
besides it was not the province of any Executive 
officer to construe the laws. Laws, after they 
passed, were generally referred to the Judiciary 
department of the Government for construction ; 
once out of the hands of the Legislature and they 
were no longer in their power; but this high and 
solemn power ought not to be entrusted to the Se- 
cretary of State, because it was not a part of his 
business, and might materially involvethe interests 
of thecommunity. Under this extensive clause the 
Secretary of State might establisharule which may 
operate very severely upon some parts of the Uni- 
ted States, and his regulations and instructions 
were made absolutely final. The gentleman last 
up thought that the House could determine upon 
the conduct of the Secretary of State, but had they 
not the same power over the Marshal’s return? 
The Marshals, if the words werestricken out, would 
exercise their own judgments, and when the re- 
turns were made to the House, they could deter- 
mine whether they would militate against the in- 
terest of any particular parts of the United States 
or not, and it would be with that House to say how 
far these returns should operate on the apportion- 
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ment of representation. He hoped it wasnot the dis- 
position of the Legislature of this country to throw 
this increase of power into the hands of any de- 


partment, however much that department might. 


merit and obtain confidence. 

That this law must be under the. direction of 
some one department of the Government, in order 
to obtain a uniform operation, he admitted was 
necessary: this might be done by a clause in the 
law authorizing the. Secretary of State, or some 
other officer of Government, to forward to the Mar- 
shals and Secretaries, exemplified copies of the act 
and schedule; this would make the Operation-uni- 
form. To effect this the words might be struck 
out, and the whole of the 11th section, and the di- 
rection, incorporated into the act. It appeared to 
be the generat sense of the House that the instrue- 
tions should be. uniform; this was the most that 
gentlemen. onthe other side -contended for; he 
therefore supposed they, would agree to some such 
mode as that. 

Mr, Epmonp thought the words ought not to 
be struck out, for, unless they were retained, there 
certainly would not be anuniform return. ‘Where 
the execution of a law was entrusted toa great 
variety of hands, there must necessarily be a differ- 


ence in their returns, unless by the intervention of 


some general instruction they were made uniform. 
Gentlemen appeared to be Jealous of the. power 
they were delegating, but surely it was a necessary 
power. They seemed to forget that there were 
other officers to be employed in this business be- 
sides the Marshals; assistants were to be appointed 
by sixteen different tribunals ; in some States the 
number of assistants would be more, in some less. 
As the Marshals could not dictate to the “ consci- 
ences” of their assistants, (for they must give them 
instructions,) would they not be subjected to as 
much difficulty as was supposed might exist be- 
tween the Secretary of State and the Marshals? If 
the Marshals were left to Instruct their assistants, 
each might give different directions, and the con- 
sequence would be that. sixteen different modes 
would be brought tothe House. °” 

The Secretary of State, as it now stands, under- 
takes to “prescribe to the Marshal a certain mode 
for the execution of the law; if the Marshal should 
conceive that prescription required more than the 
law pointed out, he would not execute it thereby, 
but by the law. „On the other hand, ifthe prescrip- 
tion does not point out as much as the law, he will 
certainly still act as the law directs; neither result 
would lessen the information he might think it ne- 
cessary to obtain. If the provision remained, per- 
haps twelve out of sixteen might think the mode 
established by the Secretary right, and so far there 
would be uniformity. This would be the most 
likely way, he thought, to produce it; and sure he 
was that nothing would control the conscience of 
the Marshal, for, after all the instructions, he must 

e governed by his oath. n 


Mr. Ruruepgs believed that, if in every stage of 


proceeding in this very difficult business, the mode 
of executing the law was not prescribed, the law 
could not be carried into effect during the ten years 
the Constitution had pointed out. There appeared 


to him to-be an unfounded. jealousy harbored by 
gentlemen, which must.be removed by a due at- 
tention to the law, and the necessary circumstances 
of it.. The direction was entrusted, where diffi- 
culty should occur, to the Secretary of State. Did 
not all the gentlemen know, that when difficulties 
oceurred.to the inferior officers, employed in. the 
execution. of all laws, they must be removed. by 
the Heads of the Department.to which, they, were 
attached? Thus in the direct. tax, the. Secretary 
of the Treasury prescribed the mode of its operation 
—but when that power was given, it was not even 
suggested, nor was it ever experienced, that he ex- 
ercised anycontrol over the law itself; he: only di-- 
rected the form and manner of filling the schedule, 
and this power was delegated that the return might 
be accurate and uniform, and this unformity. was. 
indispensable. eee 

Gentlemen coming into the House in this: 
stage of the debate would conceive,.from: the -op 
position made to these words, that the House 
were about to invest the Secretary of State with 
full control over the. law, Although the motion. 
was so strongly enforced, yet. no gentlemen. had. 
pretended, to say that the Secretary. possessed any, 
controlling power over the law, but they were jeal- 
ous of a power. which could-not be executed ; yet 
those. gentlemen. allowed: that the instructions 
must come from somewhere. It appeared to him,. 
Mr. R. said, that the whole alarm was by shadow, 
and upon a complete investigation it would.appear. 
that the substance did not, nor ever would, exist. 
He said he had attended minutely to the argument, 
wishing to be convinced of the aprope of the 
words moved to be stricken out, if there existed 
any, but he was not convinced of any, nor- could 
he conçeive how anything else could be substitu- 
ted to answer the purpose contended: for, These. 
difficulties would never be dispelled. nor the law. 
put into execution if the Marshals were to come: 
to the House and ask. information. The only ef- 
fectual way,.in his opinion, to get.the law execu- 
ted was by entrusting the instructions with the 
proper department—the Secretary of State. 

Mr. Macon could not conceive how the effect. 
supposed by the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Rurvepee) could be produced for a want of 
this provision, to wit, the non-execution of the law 
in the ten years. It could not have that effect, nor 
was the suspicion warranted by experience. The. 
former law had none of these words, but was well 
executed, and the case which occurred in South 
Carolina was not from that cause. It appeared 
to him that the House were giving up the benefit 
of experience, merely for the sake of novelty. The 
return and apportionment were made. under the 
former law without difficulty, or complaint of ir- 
regularity in the proceeding. 

The case stated by the gentleman from Virginia 
was possible, and ifan injury could possibly occur 
therefrom it must be felt by every part of the 
Union, which ought not to be hazarded by any new. 
introductions, the beneficial effects of which could 
not be known It may be useful, or. it-may not,. 
To put it on its best footing, therefore, as there. was 
a possibility of inconvenience from the different 
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constructions-of the law, it would be wise to avoid 
that part of the law which would produce that 
uncertainty, especially as no great necessity for 
that part was contended for. If,as was thought by 
the gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. Epmonp,) 
thereshould arise a difference between the Marshals 
and their deputies, the remedy would be easy, for 
the Marshal could easily displace his deputy. 

Mr. Craik said he had heard no gentleman 
argue in favor of giving the Secretary of State 
any control, in substance, over this act; the only 
difference of opinion appeared to be as to the mode 
of obtaining the principal objects of the bill, for 
all agree that some general superintendence was 
necessary, to act as a control over the officer who 
should execute the law. The words appeared to 
him to be nothing more than a designation-of that 
control. If gentlemen were desirous of defining 


what the directions of the Secretary of State should. 
be, he should have no objection to its introduction 


into the bill. He should therefore be in favor of 
the words remaining, and of any addition to the 
amount stated to be made to the 8th section. 

Mr. Reen observed, that it having repeatedly 
been argued that there were no inconveniences in 
the execution of the former law, he thought it ne- 
cessary to rise and inform the House that it was 
not the case, and there was not that uniformity 
gentlemen conceived. In some of the divisions, 
while executing the old law, deputies went into 
all the houses, while others went into scarcely 
any, but made their inquiries of other persons. 
He thought at that time it was a great grievance, 
and some provision was necessary to compel more 
uniformity and accuracy.. From this and other 
reasons which. had been adduced, he hoped the 
words would remain. : 

Mr. RanpoupH said the provisions of the bill 
were so express, and the directions to the Marshals 
so explicit, that he was at a loss to conceive where 
any want of uniformity could possibly originate. 
Some gentlemen had told the House that certain 
interrogatories should be devised by the Secretary 
of State, and issued by him to the Marshals, to be 
put to householders. It appeared to him that the 
law had already designated those interrogatories, 
in the first section, which were to be put by the 
assistants; they were thereinformed what was 
the information wanted; into what division of 
persons they were to make their lists, &c.; and it 
required no great foresight in them to know what 
questions toask, whereby to come at those facts 
which were precisely stated as their duty. The 
business could not be executed better, if put under 
the superintendence of the Secretary of State. 
How could he remedy an evil which their oath 
would not prevent? For by their oath they 
to make “a just and perfect enumeration and de- 
scription of all the persons resident within their 


respective divisions.” He could not conceive what | ®™ 


reason operated now tomake these words necessary 
which did not at the formation of the former act, 
since no evidence had been adduced of its incom- 
petency. Every Marshal would take a copy of 
the schedule required, and it would operate on 
their duty uniformly, and if that uniformity was 


were | 


not attainable by the. law, it could not be by the 
Secretary of State. — 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
the motion negatived—39 to 45, as follows: 


_Yeas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
William Charles Cole Claiborne, Thomas’ T- Davis, 
John- Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, John: 
Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Samuel Goode, Andrew Gregg, 
John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George 
Jackson, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Henry Lee, 
Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Peter 
Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Robert 
Page, John Randolph, John Smilie, Richard Stanford, 
Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thonipson, 
Abraham Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortland, and 
Robert Williams. 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, John Bird, 
Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, 
William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, Joseph’ Dickson, William Edmond, 
Thonias Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Poster, Jonathan 
Freeman, Henry Glenn, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Edwin Gray, Roger Gris- . 
wold, William Barry Grove, William H. Hill, James 
H. Imlay, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, 
Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, 
Josiah Parker, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, 
John Rutledge, junior, Samuel Sewall, William Shep- 
ard, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard 
Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel 
Williams, and Henry Woods. 


Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


RESPECT TO THE MEMORY OF GENERAL 
WASHINGTON. 


The Speaker informed the House that, in pur- 
suance of the resolution of Friday last, he had 
addressed to Major General Henry LEE, one of 
the members for the State of Virginia, the follow- 
ing letter: 

“ PAILADELPHIA, Dec. 27, 1799. 

“ Dear Six: The enclosed resolutions, which unani- 
mously passed the House of Representatives this day, 
will make known to you how highly they have been 
gratified with the manner in which you have performed 
the service assigned to you, in preparing and delivering 
a funeral oration on the death of General Wasurneron, 
That our constituents may participate in the gratification 
we have received, from your having so well expressed 
those sentiments of respect for the character, of gratitude 
for the services, and of grief for the death of that illustri- 
ous personage, I flatter myself you will not hesitate to 
comply with the request of the House, by furnishing a 
copy of your oration, to be taken for publication. 

« Allow me, while performing this pleasing task of 
official duty in communicating an act of the Representa- 
tives of the People, so just to you and so honorable to 
themselves, to embrace the opportunity to declare that I 
personally, with great esteem and sincere regard, 
dear sir, your friend and obedient servant, 

«THEODORE SEDGWICK. 

“The Hon. Maj. Gen. Ler.” 

To which Mr. Lee had replied as follows: 

« Franxxin Court, Dec. 28, 1799. 
«“ Drar Sir: Lowe to the goodness of the House of 
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Representatives the honor which their resolutions con- 
fer on my humble efforts to execute their wish. _ 

‘J can never disobey their will, and therefore will far- 
nish a copy of the oration delivered on the late afflicting 
occasion, much as I had flattered myself with a different 
disposition of it. : R 

“Sincerely reciprocating the personal considerations 
with which you honor me, I am, very respectfully, sir, 
your friend and obedient servant, 

“HENRY LEE. 
«The Spzaxer of the House of Reps.” 


Mr. MarsaaLL, from the joint committeappoint- 
ed to consider and report what measures ought to 
be adopted in honor of the memory of General 
Wasuinaton, made another report in part, which 
was unanimously agreed to by the House, in the 
words following, to wit: 

Resolved, by the Senaje and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled, That it 
be recommended to the people of the United States. to 
assemble on the twenty-second day of February next, in 
such numbers and manner as may be convenient, pub- 
licly to testify their grief for the death of General GEORGE 
Wasnineron, by suitable eulogies, orations, and dis- 
courses, or by public prayers. 

And heit further resolved, That the President of the 
United States be requested to recommend the same, by 
a proclamation for that purpose. 


Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do 
carry the said resolutions to the Senate, and desire 
their concurrence. ` 


Tursvay, December 31. 
ENUMERATION OF INHABITANTS. 


The bill providing for an enumeration of the 
inhabitants of the United States, was read the third 
time; and, on the question of its passage, 

Mr. Pace rose and moved its reconsideration 
in a Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of 
making the following amendment at the end of 
the eighth section. 

“ Provided That the directions, regulations, and in- 
structions, which the Secretary of State is hereby au- 
thorized to give to the Marshals of the several States, 
shall he confined to the forms necessary to be observed 
by them respectively, in taking the census herein provi- 
ded for, and making the returns thereof.” 

It was stated yesterday, he observed, and he be- 
lieved it to be a fact, that the bill now under con- 
sideration contained an important innovation upon 
the bill formerly passed upon the same subject. 
Whenever the House are called upon to amend 
the forms of law, or to make alterations in one 
which it might be found necessary to renew, it 
should always be made to appear that great incon- 
veniences attended its former execution. This 
has not been made to appear, nor have any argu- 
ments for the necessity of the new principle, which 
yesterday passed the House, been introduced. The 
same officers were mostly now in office, he con- 
ceived, who were engaged in the execution of the 
former law, and there had been no complaints of 
any difficulty or fault in its execution, from which 
he concluded the innovation was unnecessary. 

uxperience was always the best guide in mat- 


ters of legislation; as therefore no difficulty was 
formerly found, none could exist under the opera- 
tion of the same law at present.: He objected to the 
principle, farther, because it furnished a latitude 
of construction to the Secretary of State which 
might defeat the salutary effects of the law. It 
also went to establish a precedent for increasing 
authority, which the history of mankind forbade, 
in the numerous evils attendant thereon. New 
power was generally injurious, and, unless from 
peremptory necessity, ought never be delegated. 
In his opinion it was as important a ‘question as 
could come before the Legislature, because the ob- 
ject of this law was to affect the very sinews of 
the Republic by affixing its representation, which 
if wounded would be felt in our dearest interests. 
From this important view, and to introduce what 
was declared to be the wish of many, and yet suf- 
fer the avowed object of others to remain, in the 
bill, he thought a short time would be well spent 
in its reconsideration. Í 

Mr. GriswoLd thought, from the explanation 
yesterday given to the bill, and the opportunity 
gentlemen then had to amend it, there could beno 
necessity for its reconsideration. 

Mr. Dana declared himself perfectly satisfied 
with the safety of the bill from any undue interposi- 
tion. Yet, in order to me gentlemen every oe 
portunity of a full and fair discussion, he should 
vote for the motion. 

Mr. Norr said he voted yesterday against. strik- 
ing out the words, as moved, in expectation, from 
some observations which dropped from several 
gentlemen, that a motion would be afterwards 
made to amend the eighth section. It struck him 
at that time, and he was still of opinion, that the 
provisions of’ the bill ought to be superintended by 
the Secretary of State, but that some inconven- 
iences wanted removing. Being disappointed in 
that expectation, he hoped the bill would be re- 
committed. 

On the question for the bill generally to be re- 
committed to the whole House, the motion was 
negatived—yeas 37, nays 39. 

Mr. Curistie then asked whether. it was in or- 
der to recommit a particular part. After a few 
observations as to the point of order, the SPEAKER 
giving his opinion that it was in order, Mr. C. 
moved a reconsideration of the eighth section. 

Mr. Rurvenee declared himself in favor of the 
motion; not because he was dissatisfied with the 
bill as it stood, for he hoped no alteration would 
take place, but because a member had voted 
for retaining certain words in expectation that an 
amendment would afterwards take place in the 
eighth section. He wished a full discussion, and 
should be sorry to do anything that looked like 
entrapping any member. He said, he voted against 
the general reconsideration, because the ground of 
debate would be renewed, and the time of the 
House lost, but on thissingle section the ground 
would be exceedingly narrow. 

Mr. THATCHER said the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Ruriepee) was certainly mistaken 
in his idea of “entrapping,” because the bill had been 
open to any amendment, but none was introduced; 
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from which. it. was just to infer none would be; 
and as the bill then passed to engrossing without 
even a motion to the contrary, he hoped no recon- 
sideration would be allowed. f 

Mr. Jones observed, that in the former debate, 
gentlemen seemed astonished at the alarm enter- 
tained by the members who were in the minority. 
As to himself, he said, he was not alarmed on 
account of this bill alone, for he did not suppose 
the Secretary would disgrace his character by tak- 
ing any injurious steps, even if he had the power; 
but he was alarmed to see any power vested in any 
department that was unusual; not on account of 
this particular power vested in this particular 
Secretary of State. But, could he have been easy 
at the present moment as to this innovation, he 
asked whether gentlemen did not now justify an 
alarm, when they merely wished the introduction 
of the principle on account of form and not of sub- 
stance? If only matter of form; what in the name 
of God could be their objections to say so in the 
law? Let the bill be reeommitted and the alter- 
ation. be made, and no alarm would exist for a 
moment. But, when this reluctance was so ap- 
parent, to say there was not just cause for alarm 
wasan absurdity. If the words were not intended 
to have an injurious operation, on which the alarm 
was built, gentlemen would admit the amendment 
into the bill to express what they themselves avow- 
ed to be their only object. But if they persisted 
in opposing this explanatory provision, at least the 
minority were justified in being alarmed. If, 
therefore, the Secretary was to have no power 
over the law, then of course his. authority would 
be designated and confined as to the form and ten- 
or of the instructions. 

Mr. Dana said, agreeably to his declaration be- 
fore, he had determined to vote for the reconsid- 
eration of the section, until he heard the obser- 
vations of the gentleman last up; that gentleman 
having taken up the subject upon such general 
principles—extending his observations to the great 
question of Executive power—as to make him 
desist from that determination. What had Exec- 
utive power to execute under this act? May not 
the discretion be as well and properly entrusted to 
the Secretary of State as to other Executive offi- 
_ cers—the Marshals? This question has no kind of 
relation to any Constitutional principle; but, the 
discussion having gone upon that ground, Mr. D. 
said, if he agreed to a reconsideration, it would 
comprehend him as voting with others in favor of 
the great alarm, and declaring himself not to know 
the difference between Executive and Legislative 
authority, and, therefore, upon the ground which 
the gentleman had meant to vote for, he was now 
decidedly against it. 

Mr. Smivre was surprised at the attempt of gen- 
tlemen to insertan entirely new principle into this 
law, and that surprise arose from the consideration 
that the law had operated as well as gentlemen 
could wish; but, notwithstanding no fault could 
he found which might reasonably be expected to 
be mentioned as the ground of its introduction, a 
principle that never before had existence was in- 
serted! He had no hopes that the former minor- 
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ity would obtain their wish, because it appeared 


to be determified already, but he hoped the princi- 


ple would be again opened for discussion. 
Gentlemen appeared surprised that suspicion 
should be felt by any member ; for himself, he de- 


‘elared without shame, that he had suspicion, and 


he believed it well grounded; but it originated in 
the conduct of gentlemen on the other side of the 
question, as much as from the words themselves. 
How far the instructions or regulations of the Sec- 
retary of State to the Marshals would extend, could 
not be ascertained without the introduction of some 
boundary. Although it had been said that it was 
only the introduction of a matter of form and not 


.of substance, yet the Secretary could goa great 
‘way by the power which the bill committed to him. 


In his opinion it placed the Marshal, between his 
oath and the instructions of the Secretary, in the 
exact situation mentioned yesterday by the gentle- 
man from Virginia (Mr. Ler.) As this might hap- 
pen, and as considerable injuries might occur if 
the power was improperly used, he hoped the sec- 
tion would be recommitted for the necessary 
amendment. 

Mr. Marsuavu was persuaded that there was 
no member in the House who wished to commit 
to the Executive officers any power which they did 
not possess by the Constitution. So far as his own 
convictions and opinion went, the fears of gentle- 


men on that head were perfectly void of foundation. 


But, though he thought so, he should vote for the 
recommitment, out of that respect which he thought 
was due to every gentleman. A member suppos- 
ing the 8th section might be reconsidered, suppos- 
ing that some amendment might be brought for- 
ward, and supposing that his own opinions might 
be heard, and have their weight with the House, 
had voted ina manner different from his wish: 
should not that member be indulged with a recon- 
sideration ? 

From this consideration, Mr. M. said he felt 
himself extremely inclined to vote for a reconsid- 
eration; and, feeling so, he should not think him- 
self justifiable in being prevented that duty from 
any observations which should have fallen from 
another gentleman. Supposing another gentleman 
did wrong in extending his ideas beyond the pre- 
cise limits of the question, should that operate as 
a reason to vote against that motion? In this he 
differed from his friend from Connecticut (Mr. 
Dawa.) He did not place it upon that ground, 
and, therefore, should not be deterred from his du- 
ty by that consideration. , 

Mr. Norr, after expressing his design to rise 
only where his duty called him, on account of the 
number of gentlemen of superior talents which he 
beheld around him, observed that his desire of re- 
consideration was not on account of any alarm 
which he felt, because he did not conceive the 
section gave that extraordinary power to the Ex- 
ecutive which was apprehended by some gentle- 
men; but as it was considered that the power 
given might extend further than was contemplated 
by the friends of the bill, in the differences which 
might exist between the Marshals and the Secre- 
tary of State, so as to prevent the execution of the 
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law, although he thought the Marshgl ought to be 
under direction of the Secretary of State, yet he 
thought an amendment was necessary to define 
the business assigned. Seeing many gentlemen 
of the same opinion more able to introduce the 
amendment, than himself, he had forborne. He 
conceived that a grammatical error existed in the 
bill: the form of schedule was particularly marked 
in the first section, but in the 8th section, the Sec- 
retary of State was to direct the form of schedule. 
There appeared to be a duty where none was re- 
quisite, and might cause errors in the returns. 
However, he did not wish the section to be re- 
committed merely on account of his misunder- 
standing. l 

Mr. Oris rose to explain the objection respecting 
the schedule. The one in the first section went 
merely to direct the secretaries and assistants, but 
the one to be under the direction of the Secretary 
of State was the form of an aggregate schedule to 
be returned by the Marshals into his office. 

The argument that thelaw should not be touched 
because the provision did not exist ina former law, 
he thought very weak; it was the first time he 
had heard objections made to laws being amended 
upon that ground; if that kind of argument was 
good, laws would never be amended. Still, faults 
may exist, which, from various causes, were never 
pointed out. As he conceived the motion would 
extend beyond the mere verbal amendment, and 
the design was again to try the principle, he hoped 
it would not be reconsidered. 

The motion was lost—yeas 41, nays 43. 

The bill was then passed without an amend- 
ment. 

IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee on 
the bill for the relief of persons imprisoned for 
debt, also the bill for allowing salvage in cases of 
recapture. 

These bills were passed by the Committee and 
by the House, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


Wepnespay, January 1, 1800. 


REDUCTION OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. NicHouas rose and observed, that he was 
so well informed of the necessity the House would 
be under, in the course of the present session, to 
find additional supplies to meet the expenses, that 
it must appear an incumbent duty on every gen- 
tleman who wished to provide for that object, to 
state it in the early part of the session. It would 
soon become the duty of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to make a report of the supplies want- 
ing, to provide for which, he thought it proper 
to. know the sentiments of the House, on what 
changes may be necessary from the existing es- 
tablishment. F'or his part, he was well convinced 
that a considerable saving might be made by lop- 
ping off all unnecessary expenses in the army es- 
tablishment, It would be entirely unnecessary 
to go into the argument at this time, therefore he 
would merely lay on the table a resolution which 


he should call up some time next week, after the 
private report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
was before the House. The resolution is in the 
following words: 

Resolved, That so much of the act passed the 16th 
July, 1798, entitled “An act to augment the Army of 
the United States, and for other purposes,” as author- 
izes the President of the United States to raise twelve 
additional regiments of infantry, and six troops of light 
dragoons, and to appoint two Major Generals, an In- 


spector General, three Brigadier Generals, and an Ad- 
jutant General; and so much of the act passed’ the 3d: 


of March, 1799, entitled “ An act forthe better orga- 
nization of the troops of the United States, and for other. 
purposes;” as authorizes the appointment’ of Cóm- 
mander of the Army, anda: Quartermaster: General, 
ought to be repealed. ae 

Mr. Otis said he rose upon this resolution in. 
compliance with a duty he owed the Committee 
of Defence, of which himself and the gentleman 
who laid the resolution on the table were mém- 
bers, to state that application was made to the 
Secretary of the War Department for information 
on the state of the Military Establishment; until 
that report was obtained, he thought this resolu- 
tion improper, for in conformity to that report the 
Committee would, no doubt, propose some resolu 
tions to the House. He wished the resolution had 
not been read, because it might cause some alarm, 
and probably affect our interests at home as well 
as abroad. Notwithstanding it might be a gen- 
eral belief that some retrenchment of expenses 
would be necessary, and though it was proba- 
ble that some modification of the existing Mili- 
tary Establishment might be adopted with a view 
to save expense, yet he did ‘not believe that in the 
actual state of things this House would discover 
such a versatility of temper and system as to dis- 
band the Army by a single resolution. 

Mr. Nicuotas replied that he would not be in 
haste to call up the resolution; and was willing 
to let it lie, till every information could be ob- 
tained that might be wished upon the subject. 

The resolution was laid on the table. 


JURISDICTION OF MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. Macon presented a petition of sundry in- 
habitants of the Mississippi Territory, residing on 
the Tombigby and Mobile rivers, praying for a 
confirmation of their title to certain lands, and for 
the free navigation of said rivers; which Mr. M. 
moved to have referred to a select committee. 

Mr. Jones objected to the House legislating on 
this subject, on the ground that it involved a right 
of the State of Georgia to the jurisdiction of that 
Territory; and that as commissioners had been 
appointed by act of Congress to settle all existing 
difficulties as to the jurisdiction of that State, it 
would be improper for the House to-hold forth 
any encouragement to the petitioners—an én- 
couragement which would only prove: delusive, 
because this House had not the power to grant 
the relief prayed for. He therefore hoped the: pe- 
tition would be ordered to lie on the table till the 
claim of the State of Georgia to that Territory 
should be settled. 
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Mr. Taurdrerro and Mr. NicHnoLas advocated 
the opinion of Mr. Jongs. 

Mr. GaLuatin thought this was bringing a great 
and important question before the House in a very 
indirect way. Before we decided upon this claim, 
a committee ought to be appointed to inquire what 
progress had been made by the commissioners ap- 
pointed to settle the claims of Georgia; and if the 
question came before the House in any shape, it 
ought to be in the only proper one, “to whom does 
this Territory belong?” Mr. G. was decidedly 
against the reference of the petition to a select 
committee. 

Mr. CLaiporne said the petition contained other 
subjects than the right objected to by Georgia. 
The navigation of the Tombigby and Mobile 
rivers, of which they were deprived, was essen- 
tially necessary to the commerce of that part of 
the world, and their claim to this was certainly 
worthy of attention. The committee, in their 
report, might be silent as to any subject which 
would involve the objection urged against the 
reference. 

“Messrs. Macon, Sewaut, and RUTLEDGE, were 
also in favor of the commitment. After a long 
debate, Mr. Macon waived his motion, so as to 
have the petition referred to the committee to 
whom was committed a similar petition on the 
24th ult.—which was agreed to. 


sures injurious to the human species, there were 
700,000 blacks now in slavery in these States. 
They stated their application to Congress to be, not 
for the immediate emancipation of the whole, 
knowing that their degraded state and want of ed- 
ucation would render that measure improper, but 
they ask an amelioration of their hard situation. 
They prayed that the act called the fugitive bill, 
which was very severe on that race of people, 
might be considered; also that the African slave 
trade might be put a stop to. 

Mr. Warn moved its reference to the commit- 
tee appointed to prohibit carrying on the slave 
trade to any foreign place or country. 

Mr. Rurieper thought any reference at all very 
improper; he hoped it would belaid on the table, and 
with a view never to be called up hereafter. Peti- 
tions of this sort had repeatedly come before the 
House, only with the difference of transfer of hands. 
When the Congress sat at New York, they spent 
much time and attention on the subject, but no 
sooner had it been decided that nothing could be 
done, than the same scenes were acted over again 
by repeatedly petitioning. Those gentlemen who 
used to come forward, to besure, had not avowedly 
come forward again, but had now put it into the 
hands of the black gentlemen. They now tell the 
House these people are in slavery—I thank God 
they are! if they were not, dreadful would be the 
consequences. They say they are not represented. 
To besure agreat numberof them are not. Farther, 
they say they are sent to the Southern States. Who 
can prevent that? Persons possessing slaves havea 
right to send them there if they choose. They tell 
you that they are brought from Africa. This mat- 
ter is in a train to be prevented, the subject being 
now in the handsofa committee. Already had too 
much of this new-fangled French philosophy of 
liberty and equality found its way and was too ap- 
parent among these gentlemen in the Southern 
States, by which nothing would do but their liber- 
ty. This appeared to be the intention of the peti- 
tion, but he supposed the people of the Eastern’ 
States had felt as much in having them among 
them as those of the Southern States in losing 
them, and therefore he believed gentlemen from 
those parts would vote with them. However, he 
considered this subject very improper and uncon- 
stitutional to discuss, and, from the ill effects it 
might produce, should say no more. 

Mr. Warn thought the gentleman mistaken as 
to the nature of the petition; it related but two 
grievances: one was, the operation of the fugitive 
act, by which free men were carried and sold into 
slavery, and the other was the slave trade. He 
did not wish to enter into general principles, be- 
cause he conceived it as improper as any gentle- 
man, but he could see no good reason why the pe- 
tition might not be committed; every petition 
presented to the House ought to receive that at- 
tention, and a rejection of the present without ex- 
amination could have no good effect. 

Mr. Smite was much surprised at the opposi- 


Tuurspay, January 2. 


Ricuarp Doss Spatent,from North Carolina, 
appeared, produced his credentials, was qualified, 
and took his seat. 


PETITION OF FREE BLACKS. 


Mr. Wa n presented a petition of Absalom Jones 
and others, free men of color, of the city and coun- 
ty of Philadelphia, praying for a revision of the 
laws of the United States relative to the slave 
trade; of the act relative to fugitives from justice ; 
and for the adoption of such measures as shall in 
due course emancipate the whole of their brethren 
from their present situation; which he moved to 
have referred to the committee appointed to in- 
quire whether any and what alterations ought to 
be made in the existing law prohibiting the slave 
trade from the United States to any foreign place 
or country. 

The petitioners, after mentioning their sense of 
the bounties of Providence in their freedom, and 
the happiness they felt under such a form of Gov- 
ernment, represent that they cannot but be im- 
pressed with the hardships under which numbers 
of their color labored, who they conceived equal 
objects of representation and attention with them- 
selves or others under the Constitution. That the 
solemn compact, the Constitution, was violated by 
the trade of kidnapping, carried on by the people of 
some of the Southern States on the shores of Mary- 
land and Delaware, by which numbers were hur- 
ried into holes and cellars, torn from their families h 
and transported to Georgia, and there inhumanly | tion of the gentleman from South Carolina to the 
exposed to sale, which was degrading to the digni- | reference. Tobe sure a great part of what these 
fied natureofman. That by these and other mea- | people asked, as far as he was acquainted with it, 
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was out of their power to grant, but there was 
much of the petition which was within the power 
of the House. So far as they had power, he con- 
sidered it the duty of the House to attend and 
grant relief. He could wish to drop some ideas 

he situation of those people, but felt a contra- 


Government, and if any grievances existed they 
were properly and only objects of legislation in 
theseveral States. It was theduty,and he thought 
the interest of the States, while they were kept in 
servitude, to ameliorate their situation as much as 
consisted with security. He thought those who 
did not possess that species of property had better 
leave the regulation of it to those who were cursed 
with it. However, it was unjust to intermeddle 
Avith it to the injury of the possessors.‘ i 
Mr. H. Lor observed that gentlemen were sent 
to that House to protect the rights of the people 
and the rights of property. That property which 
the people of the Southern States possess consisted 
of slaves, and therefore Congress had no authority 
but to protect it, and not take measures to deprive 
the citizens of it. He said he held himself not se- 
cond to any gentleman in a genuine attachment 
to the rights of humanity, but he could not believe 
that great ends would be answered by the refer- 
ence of the petition, but much evil might accrue. 
It contained sentiments which he thought it would 
be highly improper so far to encourage. One ob- 
ject prayed for in this petition was now in the 
hands-of a committee; let that committee report 
respecting the Guinea trade, let it be entirely ob- 


others, and equally objects of attention, and there- 
It appeared to be subscribed by a number of indi- 
or of reading the petition, and, a fortiori, of di- 
petition of certain men made out by other men, 
had forborne. ` To encourage a measure of the 
great part of the petition was improper, and the 
ject. ought not to be meddled with by the General 
literated; to that he would agree with all his heart, 

but he hoped the House would never intermeddle 


ont | 
ry impulse from motives of prudence. However, | 
he must consider them as a part of the human spe- 
cies, equally capable of suffering and enjoying with 
fore they had a claim to be heard. 

Mr. Oris hoped the petition would not be còm- 
mitted; he had never seen a petition presented 
under a moré dangerous and unpleasant aspect. 
viduals who were incapable of writing their names, 
gesting the principles of it. It therefore was a 
who ought to have come forward themselves, but 
kind would have an irritating tendency, and must 
be mischievous to America véry soon. It would 
teach them the art of assembling together, debat- 
ing, and the like, and would soon, if encouraged, 
extend from one end of the Union to the other. A 
other part entirely unnecessary. No particular 
object or evils were pointed out in the fugitive law, 
but the truth was, they wanted a repeal of the law. 
Although, he thanked God he had no slaves, nor 
ever wished to possess any, yet he thought the sub- 
with the property of any of the citizens. Instead 
of voting with the worthy member who wished 
it to lie on the table, he would have it returned to 
the gentleman who presented it, as the only effec- 
tual means of checking an injurious practice. 


Mr. RurLever, in addition to his former argu- 
ments, observed, that so improper was itto consider 
this subject that some of the States would never 
have adopted the federal form of Government if it 
had not been secured to them that Congress would 
never legislate on the subject of slavery. Inas- 
much, therefore, as it might rouse the jealousy and 
fears of those States, the least attention paid to it 
might do mischief. l 

Mr. Tuarcuer said that gentlemen generally set 
out wrong, on this subject, and leave off about half 
right; they debated till they were almost tired, and 
then the petition was not to be committed. if 
Congress had not power to legislate on the African 
trade, then why did they say it was with a com- . 
mittee? If they had power, where was the im- 
propriety of referring, at least that part which 
could be considered? Would any gentleman say 
that it was policy not to legislate about 700,000 
enemies, in the very body of the United States? 
While they were slaves they were enemies.. He 
declared a greater evil than the very principle 
could not exist; it was a cancer of immense mag- 
nitude, that would some time destroy the body 
politic, except a proper legislation should prevent. 
the evil. It must come before the House sooner 
orlater. Then why postpone it? It was true the. 
Eastern States were nowsuffering from the streams 
which issued from this great aud dangerous foun- 
tain, but the evil ought to be stopped, ere it become 
too strong. 

Upon principles less general, he contended the 
petition, which was couched in as decent and re- 
spectful terms as was possible, should be referred. 
Whether the petitioners were black or white, 
whether they could write, or whether not, was en- 
tirely immaterial: they stated their sufferings un- 
der a law of the United States, and that was argu- 
ment enough for a respectable reference. ` Because 
they could not write, were not their rights to be se- 
cured to them? Strange doctrine! A great rea- 
son why they could not write was their being 
brought up in early life in slavery. 

If gentlemen saw so great evil rise out of the 
debate on this subject, why did they introduce the 
evil practice? They might have silently suffered 
it to have been committed; no evil could have 
arisen therefrom, because the committee would 
have reported only consistently with the power 
of the House to grant. 

Mr. Brown, of Rhode Island, said he was in 
hopes that every member belonging to the North- 
ern States would have seen by this time the im- 
propriety of encouraging slaves to come from the 
Southern States to reside as vagabonds and thieves 
among them, and have been tired of the bad policy. 
No subject surely was so likely to cause a division 
of the States as that respecting slaves. He did 
not hold a slave in the world, he said, but he was 
as much for supporting the rights and property of 
those who did, as though he was a slave owner. 
He considered this as much personal property as 
a farm ora ship, which was incontestably so. He 
went into a view of the federal compact, to argue 
theimpropriety oflegislating on the subject. This 
petition, he said, did not come from the blacks, but 
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from a combination of people who had troubled 
Congress for many years past, and he feared never 
would cease: He did not fear the power of the 
700,000 enemies that the gentleman had pointed out, 
since there were five millions to withstand them: 
they could at any time subdue them. He begged 
that the gentleman, who put the petition on the 
table, might be desired to take it back again. He 
‘was sorty to see the commitment supported by two 
such worthy members of the House, both good 
Federalists. [A laugh.] 

We wantmoney, said Mr. B., we wantanavy; wë 
ought therefore to use the means to obtain it. We 
ought to go farther than has yet been proposed, 
and repeal the bills in question altogether, for why 
should we see Great Britain getting all the slave 
trade to themselves; why may not our country be 
enriched by that lucrative traffic? There would not 
be a slave the more sold, but we should derive the 
benefits by importing from Africa as well as that 
nation. 

Mr. Wain contended, that at least the House 
had the power of legislating on the state of free 
‘blacks as well as other péople, and on the slave 
trade, much of which was still carrying on from 
Rhode Island, Boston and Pennsylvania. This 
ought to be looked into. He denied that any idea 
had everentéred his mind on presenting the petition 
either to debate on the subject, or to will an eman- 
cipation of the slaves. Gentlemen from the South- 
ern States appeared to lament there were so many 
among them, but their conduct was very contrary 
to their declaration. 

` Mr. Hiri thought if any evil existed under any 
law now in force, a committee ought to be appoint- 
ed, to examine into and correct it; but he ona 
the petition would not be committed. It was to 
be lamented that this kind of property did exist ; 
but it did exist, and was sanctioned by the Con- 
stitution. That being the case, the House ought 
to set their faces against any innovations on it, 
either directly or indirectly. 

Mr. Dennis rose, he said, principally because 
he conceived the petition implicated the justice of 
the States of Maryland and Delaware, respecting 
the abominable practice of kidnapping. In jus- 
tice to the State he represented, he must say that 
none of this evil was attributable to that State, 
because they had enacted extremely penal laws 
to stop it. He wished the petition to lie on the 
table, because the objects of it appeared to be ex- 
tremely multifarious, and, he believed but few 
members knew its contents, from the different 
opinions they had advanced. He wished them to 
have an opportunity of examining it. 

Mr. Ranpoupn hoped that the conduct of the 
House would be so decided as to deter the peti- 
tioners, or any persons acting for them, from ever 
presenting one ofa similar nature hereafter. The. 
effects must be extremely injurious. He did wish 
that the conduct of the House would have been 
so indignant as to have passed it over without dis- 
cussion. He should not, therefore, say anything 
that would tend to encourage thatdiscussion. The 
Constitution had put it out of the power of the. 
‘House to do anything in it, and therefore he hoped 


the motion for a reference would be lost by a de- 
cided majority, and this be the last time the busi- 
ness of the House would be entered upon, and the 
interest and feelings of the Southern States be put 
in jeopardy, by similar applications. 

Mr. CHRISTIE said the gentleman was mistaken, 
if he thought it would be the last time, for a cer- 
tain society had thought it their duty to present 
petitions of this nature to Congress every year 
since he was acquainted with it; but he hoped 
this, which came from that source, but through 
other hands, would have the fate ofall the rest, 
and go under the table instead of upon it. As to 
the pitir. law, he would wish it to be taken up, 
and if no other member moved it, he should; but 
not for the purpose of repeal or weakening, but to 
make it stronger. There was now a fine laid 
upon any person who should harbor a black, know- 
ing him, or her tobe a slave; he wished the pro- 
vision should be that the persons harboring should 
know that he or her was nota slave. He men- 
tioned the great desire of his State to prevent 
kidnapping, for which their laws were very se- 
vere. 

Mr. Harper had hoped that the House so well 
understood this subject, as to the people who in- 
stigated the petitioners to come forward, who well 
knew that nothing could be done by Congress, as 
to decide on it instantly. This was the act ofa 
religious body of people whose fanaticism leads 
them to think it a bounden duty to come to the 
House every year, though they now come ina dif- 
ferentname. By this measure they had discharged 
their duty; all that now remained was for the 
House to discharge theirs. He. hoped, from the 
present time, they should merely let the petition 
be read and pass it over in silence—for he expect- 
ed that society would continue presenting peti- 
tions- The obvious tendency of agitating this 
question would only be to create discontent in a 
class of people whom it was out of the power of 
the Legislature to change the situation of. He 
called upon gentlemen to say whether a temper 
of revolt was not more perceptible in that quar- 
ter? It was; and what was the cause of it but 
that they were not let alone by those people; but 
if others would disturb them, he hoped at least 
that House would cease to do it. 

Mr. Dana said if the petition before the House 
contained nothing but a farrago of the French 
metaphysics of liberty and equality, he should 
think that it was likely to produce some of the 
dreadful scenes of St. Domingo. Orif he believed 
it was only the effects of a religious fanaticism in 
a set of men who thought they were doing their 
duty, though he thought the subject quite out of 
the power of Congress, he might be disposed to 
think it quite wrong. But when he perceived a 
petition, addressed in language which was very de- 
cent, and which expressly declared that the peti- 
tioners did not wish the House to do what was 
inconsistent with the Constitution, but only asked 
an amelioration of the severities under which peo- 
ple of their color labored, he thought it ought to be 
received and committed. He did not think the 
gentleman who presented it ought to withdraw it, 
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nor was he the least culpable, but executed a duty 
he conceïyed him bound to. 

Mr. Jones said the petition threw-so much as- 
persion upon the State he represented (Georgia) 
that he must think it his duty to rise Why was 
that State to be selected out from all others ? 
However, he should follow the petition in its parts, 
in order to show that the petitioners actually had 
asked what it was not in the power of the House 
to legislate upon—emancipation. It was said to 
merely affect the slave trade. 

First, the petitioners contemplated that those peo- 
ple (the slaves) ought to be represented, “with us 
and the rest of the citizens of the United. States.” 
‘Then they speak of the Federal compact, in which 
they consider those people as interested in com- 
mon with others, under these words: “ we, the peo- 
ple of the United States of America,” &c. I 
would ask gentlemen whether, with all their phi- 
‘lanthropy, they would wish to see those people sit- 


ting by their sides deliberating in the councils of 


the nation? He presumed not. They go on far- 
ther and say, We do not ask for the immediate 
emancipation of all, but we ask you to prepare the 
way for the oppressed to go free, that every yoke 
‘might be broken, thus keeping up the principle to 
do unto others as you would they should do unto 
you.” The words need only be read to convince 
every man what is the tendency of their request. 
The gentleman farther says, that 700,000 men are 
‘in bondage. I ask him how he would remedy this 
evil as he calls it? but I do not think it is any evil; 
would he have these people turned out in the Uni- 
ted States to ravage, murder, and commit every 
species of crime? I believe it might have been 
happy for the United States if these people had 
never been introduced amongst us, but Í do believe 
that they have been immensely benefited by com- 
ing amongst us. It was the British Government 
that transmitted them down to us when ina colo- 
nized state, but being here, and being the property 
of individuals, after obtaining our common liberty 
and forming our Federal. compact, property and 
safety were guarantied to every individual and 
State in the Confederation. How then can this 
House meddle with that part of our property ? 
The General Government has no power over it. 
With respect to that part of the petition which 
said that these people were crowded into cellars 
and transported to Georgia, Mr. J. informed the 
House that the importation to that State by sea 
had been prohibited; none had come there by 
sea for many years, and offenders against that law 
were fined £100 sterling for each individual thus 
introduced. He hoped the petition would be treat- 
-ed with the contempt it merited, and thrown un- 
‘der the table. 

Mr. Rurienee rose to move that the question 
‘might be decided by yeas and nays. It was a 
“practice he generally was against, and scarcely 
ever moved, but he considered this of importance 
sufficient to demand it. It wasa question in which 
the interests of a great number of people in this 
country were involved. He had no doubt it would 
be lost by a very great majority, and he thought 
it would have a good effect to be recorded by how 


Petition of Free Blacks. 


vast a majority it would be lost. He thought it 
would- be some consolation to his constituents, 
when he returned home, to say how few of the 
House of Representatives were the supporters of 


this dangerous petition. 


Mr. Warn said if he had known that this peti- 
tion would have caused so much alarm, he certainly 


should have desired the petitioners not to present 


it; but if they had still thought it. necessary and 
been desirous of it, he should, as he then thought 


it within the power of Legislation, and still 
thought so, have presented it. 


He thought. it-his 
duty; whenever any individual conceived himself 
injured by a law, to receive his petition, and he 
thought himself in no wise implicated in the. man- 
ner, form, or subject of the petition, or answerable 
for it‘as containing his opinions. If it should .be 
supposed that the assertions in. the petition were 
unfounded, or bore too hard on a certain State, the 
only way to ascertain that fact was by referring to 
a committee, that the necessary inquiries might be 
reported. . He again declared his disapprobation 
at this subject undergoing any. discussion, nor 
would it have taken place had not the gentleman 
from South Carolina commenced it. apes 
Mr. Puatr conceived that everything. which 
was brought before that House ought. to be 
committed, unless there was manifest indecency 
in the language, or it should appear that the relief 
prayed for could not be granted consistently with 
the power of the House. In his opinion, except 
one of these two causes prevented, it unquestion- 
ably ought to be thus disposed of. As for indecency 
of expression, he could perceive none, either in the 
petition, or in the arguments of the gentlemen who 
advocated its reference. A third reason indeed 
might be mentioned, which was, that the persons 
whose names were signed did not give consent to 
the petition, and therefore it was not their act. 


Neither of these reasons was proved to have 
existed. 


Although, agreeably to the Constitution, Congress 
could not make any laws to prevent the emigration 
or importation of any persons whom the several 
States should, at the adoption thereof, think pro- 
per to admit, yet Congress could, and had made 
laws relative to fugitives from justice and previ- 
ous to the year 1800. It was this law they prayed 
the amelioration of, and that the power of persons 
over their slaves might be limited, and that the 
law might be so amended as to prevent its viola- 
tion. It was for that, and not for the general aboli- 
tion of slavery they prayed, and surely they ought 
to be heard; their prayer ought to be committed 
for that purpose. 

He disclaimed the least desire, but an abhor- 
rence, of any principle that would rob persons of 
their property, but at the same time he was not 
such a dupe to words as to be of the opinion held 
up by a gentleman that because the French had 
used the words “reason” and “philosophy” he 
should discard them, and with them humanity! 

_ Mr. THATCHER thought that to make use of the 
incapacity of these people to read or write, as an 
argument against committing their petition, must 
arise out of prejudice in his colleague against the 
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general object,-or he surely never would have re- | 


sorted to.such pitiful, and he might say, mean, 
virulent remarks. [Mr. T. was here called to or- 
der]---This was certainly a “new-fangled doc- 
trine:”- But the reason why they could not write 
was because of the degraded state of their minds 
for want of education; many of them, perhaps, in 
their youth were in slavery. 


The gentleman from Georgia had objected to 
the reference because the petition contained a sys- 
tem of facts which he said was not true? He 
(Mr. T.) believed they were true, and thus the dis- 
pute wasin issue. How was this to be ascertained 
but by inquiry? If the State of Georgia should 
prove themselves innocent of that black stain, it 
would be to their honor. But no, said the gentle- 
men, “ We will not have it examined into, because 
it will make us out to be as black as the petitioners 
themselves !” 


Mr. Epmonp observed that the gentleman from 
South Carolina had called for the yeas and nays 
for a particular purpose, to wit, that it should be 

“seen how few voted for this intermeddling with 
the property of the people in the. Southern States. 
Mr. E. said he should vote for the reference, and 
as that opinion would be attached to his conduct, 
his reasons ought to accompany his vote. He 
should be as far from wishing to affect the prop- 
erty of the citizens as any gentleman, much less 
should he wish to affect the Constitution. This 
appeared to him to bea very respectful petition; it 
mattered not whether the people were black or 
white; the petition only was to be regarded, and 
not the color of the persons, who, representing 
their grievances, asked for such relief as the Con- 
stitution could afford them. Surely then, every 
measure ought to be adopted to alleviate their suf- 
ferings. Was it consistent that the House, instead 
of a reasonable and patient attention, should come 
forward and treat this complaint with an inatten- 
tion which passion only could dictate? Was con- 
tempt the way to recommend attachment to the 
Government? This ferment and scorn could 
not be necessary, but he was sure it was highly 
improper and inconsistent. 

Mr.. Gatuatin said that in his opinion there 
were many parts of the petition exceptionable, but 
not being so much acquainted with it as might be 
necessary to form a decision, he could not say 
whether or not it was in the power of the House 
to legislate on it. ` However, seeing this much in 
the situation with other petitions, he felt disposed, 
and should vote for its reference. If it should ap- 
pear improper for Congress to legislate on it, then 
the committee would so report. He said he was 
not satisfied that there was no grievance to which 
the House could apply a remedy ; he thought there 
was sucha part. He remembered a petition from 
Delaware once on one of the complaints, that of 
kidnapping free negroes; therefore, he conceived 
it was truth, and could be no insult to the States 
of Delaware and Maryland to mention it. If so, 
surely an effectual remedy ought to be applied. 
In the former State he believed they had made 
the punishment death, and yet the evil was not 


prevented, if the complaints of the petitioners 
were true. 

Mr. Watn then withdrew his former motion, 
and moved “that so much of the petition as rela- 
ted to the slave trade carried on from any part of” 
the United States to any foreign place or country}. 
and so much of the said petition as respected fugi- 
tives from justice, or escaped from their masters, 
be referred to the committee appointed on the 12th 
day of December last on the subject of the slave 
trade.” 

Mr. RUTLEDGE appealed to the Chair to know 
whether the motion was in order. 

Mr. Speaker said, perhaps that was the only: 
deliberative body in the world where a motion, 
having been made, seconded, and debated,could be 
withdrawn by either the mover or seconder. But. 
it had been a practice in that House so to do, and. 
there was no rule against it. The motion was: 
therefore perfectly agreeable to order. 

Mr. Rurtence then moved, an adjournment, 
| which was carried—yeas 47, nays 35. 


Fripay, January 3. 


Bensamin Hucer, from South Carolina, appear- 
ed, was qualified, and took his seat. 


PETITION OF FREE BLACKS. 
The House resumed the unfinished business of 
yesterday, on the resolution for referring certain 
parts of the petition of Absalom Jones and others, 
when, 

Mr. RUTLEDGE rose to explain his reasons for 
moving the adjournment yesterday, as not having 
arisen from a desire of protracting the debate, but 
because he conceived the Chair misunderstood 
him on the point of order. When he submitted 
the question of order to the Chair, it appeared from 
the decision to be the Speaker’s opinion that the 
question was, whether a member had a right to 
withdraw a motion in that situation or not. He 
knew that right to exist, but he doubted of the 
competency of the House to refer parts of a peti- 
tion, and not the whole. In his opinion it ought not 
to be referred, or. if so, the whole ought to be refer- 
red generally. He mentioned a petition which was 
last session presented from Northampton county, 
praying the repeal of the alien and sedition laws, 
but in their general zeal in the pursuance of those 
objects severally, other laws were found fault 
with, particularly those relating to measures of de- 
fence. These were thought to be improper for a 
reference; on which a motion was made to refer a 
part, but it was then thought the petition could 
not be divided. He submitted to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania a very easy mode of acquiring 
the object, which was by withdrawing the peti- 
tion and advising the petitioners to present one con- 
formable to the decision, and within the Constitu- 
tional power of the House. Gentlemen were mis- 
taken in saying that petitions of this kind came an- 
nually. The session before last the subject was 
referred to a committee, who made a suitable re- 
port upon it, and in order to prevent the continual 
debate it was resolved to be a proper object of Ju- 
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dicial, and not of Legislative cognizance. This 
brought the matter to such an understanding that 
he hoped he would have heard no more of it. It 
appeared to have had the good effect of prevent- 
ing any application during the sitting of last 
‘session. 

The Speaker said the question of order, as now 
explained by the member from South Carolina, 
was not understood by the Chair. From all the 
examination and the fruits of inquiry which the 
Chair had since acquired, it appeared not to be 
unusual to refer. parts of a subject, for parts of 
the President’s Speech had been referred; also, 
parts of petitions had frequently been feferred; on 
which account the opinion of the Chair at present, 
unless an appeal should be made to the House, 
was, that the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was perfectly in order. 

Mr. Warn said it would have been very agreea- 
ble to him that the question should have been taken 
on the motion first made to the House; but, on 
hearing the warmth with which it was contested, 
and willing to remove the jealousy of several 
gentlemen in the House, he thought it best to 
alter the motion to their wishes. 

It had been suggested that to withdraw the pe- 
tition for its modification, would be an easy way 
to acquire the object. He thought it entirely un- 
necessary to withdraw it in this stage of business. 
Although he could have wished the words object- 
ed to had never been inserted, yet he was not pre- 
pared to say that the petitioners had no right to 
use them. It appeared that these people’s senti- 
ments accorded with those of the gentlemen who 
‘opposed the reference. They wished to obtain a 
removal of this great evil when proper: those gen- 
tlemen called it an evil which they could wish to 
get rid of, but they think it cannot be done. Mr. 

. said he should not have objected to a resolu- 
tion importing that it would be improper to legis- 
Jate on the subject of slavery, but so far as relates 
to the bad traffic, and the practice of kidnapping, 
they ought to be examined by a committee. On 
these accounts he was not authorized, nor was 
he inclined to withdraw the petition. 

He was in hopes the gentleman from South Ca- 
rolina would not have desisted from his motion for 
calling the yeas and nays; that gentleman wished 
the House to show the world that this petition 
-was so irritating and alarming as to merit univer- 
sal contempt and abhorrence. He believed this 
gentleman was mistaken as to the small number 
he supposed would vote for its commitment, and 
therefore wished he would renew the motion on 
the question as modified. 

Mr. Goons then observed that as a publie dis- 
cussion had taken place upon this subject—one 
from which he thought Congress precluded by the 
Constitution, and one which materially affected 
the interest and perhaps the safety of a great por- 
tion of the United States, and particularly: of his 
constituents, he thought it his duty not only to 

ive his negative in the usual manner, but to call 
for the pointed ‘disapprobation of the House, and 
proposed to amend the resolution by adding the 
following words: 


« And that the parts of the said petition which invite 
Congress’ to legislate upon subjects from which the 
General Government is precluded by the Constitution, 
have a tendency to create disquiet and jealousy, and 
ought therefore to receive the pointed disapprobation of 

t this House.” : 

Mr. TuatcHer said it was the firsttime that he 
had ever known any petition or part of a peti- 
tion receive the “pointed disapprobation of the 
House” by a resolution, even though the object of 
it was not within the power of the House.: Seve- 
ral petitions had been received upon which the 
House had no power. He referred to the petition 
of John Churchman, in December 1791, praying 
the patronage of Government to facilitate his dis- 
covery of the longitude, by enabling him to un- 
dertake a voyage to Baffin’s Bay. -It was'reported 
that great inconvenience operated to prevent:the 
grant prayed for, and no money was allowed, yet 
no member moved a censure upon the. petitioner. 
Was it a desirable object to do away. a great 
evil? It was professed to be the wish of several 
gentlemen to eradicate it. No gentleman in the- 
House but appeared desirous of embracing it with 
all his heart. These people only wished the evil 
destroyed, but did not point out the form.. He 
was willing, for the sake of argument, to admit 
that slavery did exist and was sanctioned by the 
laws and Constitution of the United States; he 
did not believe the fact, but as some other gentle- 
men did, he would admit it forthe present. Sure- 
ly it would be desirable that this great evil should 
be destroyed, if it could be done without injury, 
nay, with advantage, to the possessors. Did the 
petition go any farther than this? It did not. 
The second person in the Government of the 
United States had devised a means to procure this 

| object, as also had a certain learned professor.. If 
l it was therefore the desire, as avowed, of those 
gentlemen, and an equitable means had been devi- 
sed to acquire it, would the reference of a petition 
which made that request be improper, or would it 
be impolitic in gentlemen to examine these plans, 
and if eligible bring about their execution? Cer- 
tainly not. Even ifa certain sum of money was 
wanting he did not believe the House would refuse 
i to appropriate it. Who would not withhold a few 
dollars from his purse to facilitate it? Then, 
while such are the propositions, a petition in behalf 
of its accomplishment ought to be heard; if it is 
not, it must fix a national indignity and stigma 
which ages of good actions could never wipe away. 

Gentlemen supposed the friends of the reference 
were got to such a high degree of enthusiasm 
as to destroy the very essence of philanthropy. 
He professed himself to be no friend to some of 
the doctrines of the French, but there were others 
he much admired. Jt was an admirable attempt 
in them, and well executed, to liberate their slaves. 
So far we ought not to be behindhand with their 
philanthropic conduct. If slavery is an evil the 
French have wiped away this evil. He submit- 
ted to gentlemen whether it could not be fully 
procured with very little injury to the owners; he 
begged them to review the several plans which 
had been proposed, and act upon them if attainable. 
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Mr. T. said:he’should be much grieved if any 
gentleman inthe House should advocate the mo- 
tion of pointed disapprobation towards men who 
-respectfully complained and petitioned the House. 
He should think it a plain contradiction to tell 
them that they had professed it their wish to destroy 
slavery ; it would be a plain demonstration that 
they hugged slavery as slavery, and loved it for 
its very odiousness. 

He was sorry to hear such harsh reflections in- 
sinuated against a very respectable body of men 
who were declared to be, if not the ostensible, yet 
the actual authors of these “ discontents.” From 
all his acquaintance with that body he had never 
perceived any conduct in them to promote anar- 
chy or disturbance; on the contrary, he had often 
observed that wherever there was a humane or 
benevolent institution, the Quakers were at the 
bottom of it. He thought, therefore, that they 


little deserved the odium which had been lavished | 


on them. 

Mr. Dana was not of the opinion of a number 
of gentlemen, that the House ought to express its 
indignation against these petitions. The indigna- 
tion of that House ought to be limited to certain 
objects; it might be expressed against an offending 
nation, but he much doubted whether it became it 
to express that high sensation against any indi- 
viduals. He thought no circumstance could oc- 
cur which called forsuch condescension, and there- 
fore he could not approve of words so strongly 
expressed upon an occasion comparatively so triv- 
ial. If the gentleman from Virginia would so con- 
vey his ideas as to express the impropriety of those 
subjects for the consideration of this House, ‘he 
was willing to agree with him. 

Mr. Rutiepes thought it a little extraordinary 
tnat when gentlemen from some parts of the Union 
were positively assured that very ‘serious, nay, 
dreadful effects, mustbe the inevitable consequence 
of their discussions on this subject, they still would 
persist. He used strong words, he said, because 
no others would be appropriate. Gentlemen rec- 
ommended the subject to be calmly argued— 
Would gentlemen feel calm if measures were taken 
to destroy most of their property? Would calm- 
ness be consistent if entering wedges were pre- 
pared tordin the property of wholeestates? If ever 
it was justifiable to be warm on any subject in 
the House, it surely was on an occasion like the 

resent, when imminent danger was in view. 
ae we deem this as an entering wedge to an in- 
evitable loss of our property, if persisted in. It 
appeared by the gentleman’s arguments that he 
had just been reading the opinions of his brother 
philosopher, Brissot. i 

Three emissaries from St. Domingo appeared 
in the hall of the Convention, demanding the 
emancipation of their species from slavery. The 
Convention were told it would operate as an en- 
tering wedge that would go to the destruction of 
property, and the loss of one of the finest islands 
in the world; that it would be murderous in the 
extreme; that it would open scenes which had 
never been practised since the destruction of Car- 
thage; that a whole rich country would be buried 


in blood ; that thousands would instantly be reduced 
to abject penury ; that the first towns in that fine 
island would be reduced to a heap of ashes. But 
those gentlemen said no, it cannot be, all our de- - 
sires originate in philanthropy—we wish to do 
good! But sir, we have lived to see these dread- 
ful scenes. These horrid effects have succeeded 
what was conceived once to be trifling. Most im- 
portant consequences may be the result, although 
gentlemen little apprehend it. But we know the 
situation of things there, although they do not, 
and knowing we deprecate it. There have been 
emissaries amongst usin the Southern States ; they 
have begun their war upon us; an actual organ- 
ization has commenced; we have had them meet- 
ing in their club rooms, and debating on that 
subject, and determinations have been made. It 
might be wrong in me to mention these things, 
because many of those people can read and write, 
and will be informed. of what I am now saying, 
which they think I did not know, but knowing, I 
am determined to make use of. 

Sir, I do believe that persons have been sent from 
France to feel the pulse of this country, to know 
whether these are the proper engines to make use 
of: these people have been talked to; they have 
been tampered with, and this is going on. They 
now will see that the argument has been agitated 
in the Legislature; that the subject of emancipa- 
tion has been discussed. Is not this extremely 
wrong, when gentlemen are told how much it puts 
our property at hazard. Although these people 
are unable to do any harm, yet the work will be 
done by gentlemen in this House, they must be 
answerable for the mischief. 

Before I had the honor ofa seat in this House, one 
question which was agitated by the people was, 
how do the General Legislature regard this species 
of property? I said, our brethren in the Northern 
States are willing to leave this business entirely to 
us who possess it—they will not intermeddle. I 
did hope that they never would take the lead in 
any arguments of this dangerous tendency. But, 
as gentlemen have gone into this business. I find I 
am compelled to use arguments which otherwise 
ought not to be mentioned. 

I recollect that gentlemen in France used argu- 
ments like the gentleman from Massachusetts: 
“ We can indemnify these proprietors.” But how 
did they do it, or how can it be done ?—Not at all. 
Farther, we were told these things would take place, 
we need not be alarmed; it was inevitable; that 
it was reasonable, and unavoidable. Sir, it never 
will take place. There is one alternative which 
will save us from it, but that alternative I depre- 
cate very much; that is, that we are able to take 
care of ourselves, and if driven to it, we will take 
care of ourselves. 

The gentleman talked much about longitude; it 
appears to me when he brought up that petition 
as a precedent he was very much out of his lati- 
tude. [A laugh.] That circumstance related toa 
grant of money which it was thought prudent not 
to make. Did that go toa national right? He 
thought the gentleman was rather too witty on a 
subject so solemn as this must appear to the world. 
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Mr Jones had hoped that the decision of Con- 
gress when sitting at New York would have put 
a final stop to any future applications, and the 
councils of the United States would have been trou- 
bled no farther with them. It was justly and 
wisely proved that it was a difficulty unfit for 
Congress to attempt, on account of the extremely 
different local circumstances and species of pro- 
perty possessed by the Northern and Southern 
members, who were all met in one convention. 
However, he must do justice to the candor of some 
gentlemen from the North, who had vindicated 
their right to this property. Mr. J. did not think 
there’ was any more probability of discovering 
an eligible and just mode of acquiring the ob- 
ject of emancipation, than there was in the case 
referred by the gentleman to Mr. Churehman’s 
discovery of longitude. All researches into these 
attempts were illusory, and bothalike impracticable 
at this time, if ever they would be. However, he 
was certain that the honorable gentleman’s man- 
ner. of treating the subject would give rise to a just 
jealousy in those parts of the United States whose 
property consisted only in slaves. As to the State 
he represented, as he before said, a very heavy 

enalty was the fine on each slave imported, and 
filling maiming, or ill treating them was punished 
severely by the whites. He could not think but 
the arguments of some gentleman must originate 
from improper motives. 

He should vote for the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Goopr.) It was time to say 
what the House could or could not legislate upon ; 
what it could not, ought to be marked with disap- 
probation. He should vote for the amendment, but 
when the question was taken on the general sub- 
ject of reference he should vote against it. This 

e thought the most effectual way to show a just 
disapprobation. 

Mr. Goope then amended his motion, so as to 
read instead of “ought to receive the pointed dis- 
approbation of this House,” “ought to receive the 
disapprobation of this House.” 

Mr. Epmonp could not conceive any danger 
from committing this petition, whatever alarms 
some gentlemen had apprehended. But as gen- 
tlemen apprehended so much danger from commit- 
ting certain parts of the petition, he would be wil- 
ling to quiet these alarms, and do everything rea- 
sonable by expressing an idea that Congress would 
not legislate upon what belonged not to them. The 
amendment at first proposed, he professed himself 
much opposed to, upon the ground that the House 
were about to express a pointed disapprobation 
towards the petitioners, which he conceived wrong, 
because no censure could be due where a petition 
was respectfully addressed. But as now modified 
he had no objection to adopt the amendment; not 
that he conceived it important, but because it tend- 
ed to quiet the minds of some genilemen in the 
House. 

Mr. Warn again said, that it was not his inten- 
tion to advocate the emancipation of slaves, but 
only to ameliorate their state. He therefore would 
cheerfully consent to the amendment asamended. 

Consent being given by the mover to incorporate 


the amendment with the original resolution, it 
was now all before the House in the form of one 
resolution. 

Mr. Tuatcuer said, as an abstract proposition, 
he should have no objection; he thought the House 
ought to give no countenance to anything that it 
could not legislate on by the Constitution ; but as 
he did not believe the petition contained any such 
proposition, he must adhere to his former senti- 
ments, and could not consent to the incorporation 
of the words. As amended, he disliked it much 
less than before, but he did not like it as connected 
with the first motion. : 

Mr. J. Brown asked whether it was in order fo 
a gentleman to speak five or six times. j 

Mr. THATCHER said he had spoken but once on 
this question. Thegentleman from Rhode Island 
need not be afraid, for he was not now going to 
say much about slavery, which was the nearest to 
his heart. Mr. T. was fully-of ihe opinion that 
the House had a right to take up the subject, and 
give ita full, free, and deliberate discussion, but 
this did not appear to be the general opinion. As 
he was opposed to the motion, as amended, he was 
willing his name should appear against it, even 
though no other gentleman should think fit to vote 
with him. 

Mr. Gatiarin conceived that there certainly were 
parts of the petition over which that House had 
no power, for though the petitioners did not pray 
for emancipation to be completed immediately, 
yet they anticipated that it would some time -be 
done, and their prayer included a wish that the 


House would take a preparatory step. “As to the | 


amendment, although he did not like the wording 
of it altogether, he had no objection to the princi- 
ple, and therefore should vote for it; for he thought 
It right to say that it was improper for the House 
to legislate on the subject. What was. not spe- 
cifically acknowledged by the Constitution, in his 
opinion, carried with ita doubt upon which the 
Legislature ought not to enter. l 
_ Mr. TnaroneR called for a division of the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. NıcuoLas, on this, expressed some embarrass- 
ment as to giving his vote, on which he moved to 
strike out the latter part. The same appeared to 
pervade the minds of several gentlemen. 

Mr. Warn, therefore, to relieve the House from 
the situation, withdrew his acquiescence to the 
amendment, so as to leave the questions distinct. 
The yeas and nays had been several times moved 
during the embarrassed state of the House, but 
were only taken once, to wit, on the amendment 
to the former proposition : 

“ And that the parts of the said petition which invite 
Congress to legislate upon subjects from which the 
General Government is precluded by the Constitution, 
have a tendency to create disquiet and jealousy, and 
ought therefore to receive no encouragement or counten- 
ance from this House.” 


The question was taken, that the House do agree 
to the same, and resolved in the affirmative—yeas 
85, nay 1. as follows: 

Yzas— Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, John Bird, Pha- 
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nuel Bishop, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Robert 
Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, Gabriel Christie, 
Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, 
Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, 
Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, John Dennis, George 
Dent, William Edmond, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas El- 
mendorf, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, 
John Fowler, Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, Hen- 
ry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Edwin Gray, Andrew 
Gregg, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, John A. 
Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Joseph Heister, Arch- 
“ibald Henderson, William H. Hill, David Holmes, Ben- 
jamin Huger, James H. Imlay, George Jackson, James 
Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Henry Lee, Nathaniel Macon, 
John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, Harri- 
son G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Jonas Platt, 
Leven Powell, John Randolph, John Reed, John Rut- 
ledge, junior, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, Rich- 
ard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin 
Taliaferro, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Peleg 
Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Robert Williams, Lemuel 
Williams, and Henry Woods. 
Naxy—George Thatcher. 


And then the main question, to agree to the 
said motion, as amended, being taken, it was re- 
solved in the affirmative. 

Mr. Harrison, from the select committee, report- 
ed abillto reform the Superior Courts of the Ter- 
ritory of the United States Northwest of the river 
Ohio, which was twice read and committed. 


bg Monpay, January 6. 

Mr. D. Foster reported a bill from the Committee 
of Claims, for the relief of John Vaughan, which 
was read a first and second time, and referred toa 
Committee of the whole House for to-morrow. 

PEACE WITH THE INDIAN TRIBES. 

The House took up the report of the Committee 
of the Whole on the bill for preserving peace with 
the Indian tribes, which was agreed to, and order- 
ed to be engrossed for the third reading to-morrow. 

The continuance of the bill is limited to the 2d 
of March 1802, which was stated by Mr. Crat- 
BORNE to be in consequence of the expiring of 
some other bill or bills at that period, relating to 
the same subject, so that one general bill might 
then be introduced. 

COURTS IN OHIO. 


The bill to reform the Superior Courts in the 
Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
Ohio, was called up, when Mr. Davis stated some 
reasons for wishing its postponement for a week, 
which he moved. This being agreed to, Mr. D. 
moved as follows: F 

“ That a committee be appointed to prepare and bring 
in a bill to establish a Circuit Court in the States of Ten- 
nessee and Kentucky, and the Territory Northwest of 
the river Ohio.” 

Mr. Gatuatin then moved the reference of 
that resolution to the committee appointed some 
time since to report a mode of reform for the Ju- 
diciary Courts of the United States. 


Mr. Davis opposed this motion, but it was 
agreed to. 


REMISSION OF PENALTIES. 


The resolution reported by the Committee of 
Revisal, &c., was taken up, and agreed to, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to prepare 
and bring in a bill to repeal so much of the act passed 
March 3d, 1797, “ to provide for mitigating or remitting 
the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, accruing in 
certain cases therein mentioned,” as limits its continu- 
ance to the end of the present session of Congress. 

Ordered, That the same committee do prepare 
the same. 


DUTY ON SPIRITS, STAMPS, &c. 


Mr Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the following resolution. 

“That the Committee of Ways and Means have leave 
to bring in a bill to consolidate into one act and amend 
the several acts, for laying duties. on spirits distilled in 


the United States, and on stills, and for collecting the 
same.” 


Mr. H. said the subject was attended to, at the 
last session, and a bill was prepared, but owing to 
the shortness of the session was not passed. A 
consolidation of the several laws on this subject 
must certainly appear desirable. The amend- 
ments proposed at present were of two kinds; one 
for increasing the number of supervisors, which 
now was only one for each State; and in order to 
accommodate the business, superintendents were 
appointed; thus a circuitous and troublesome com- 
munication was held up from the collectors to the 
superintendents, from them to the supervisors, and 
from thence to the Treasury. It was proposed to 
abolish superintendentships, and increase super- 
visorships. Again, the irregular mode.of compen- 
sation to the officers employed, was found a griev- 
ance.. At present, they received a per centage on 
their receipts. This, in some, amounted to too 
high a salary, while in others, although the peg 
centage was increased, it was too low. It was 
thought all officers with the same trust ought to 
receive about the same salary. Other amend- 
ments might probably be suggested when the busi- 
ness came before the House. 


Mr. Harper said he was also instructed to 
move the following: 

Resolved, That it is expedient to amend an act for 
laying duties on stamped vellum, parchment, and paper, 
and to abolish the offices heretofore established for stamp- 
ing vellum, parchment, and paper, in the several districts 
of the United States, and to establish at the seat of Gov- 
ernment one general office for that purpose. 

At the time the act was passed, Mr. H. observed, 
it was thought most convenient, for expedition, to 
distribute those offices into different parts of the 
United States. This most probably had been ac- 
complished, and it was now thought necessary to 
bring all the business immediately under the super- 
intendence of the Government. 

The resolutions were referred to a Committee 
of the whole House, and made the order for Wed- 
nesday. 
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UNIFORM BANKRUPTCY. ~ 
Mr. Bayar, from the coramittee appointed, re- 
ported a bill to establish an uniform system of 
bankruptcy thoughout the United States; which 
was twice read and referred to a Committee of 
the Whole on Monday next. 


Tuespay, January 7. 

James Sueare, of New Hampshire, appeared, 
produced his credentials, was qualified, and took 
his seat in the House. 

The bill for the relief of John Vaughan was 
taken up and ordered to a third reading, which it 
received next day and passed. 

The bill for the preservation of peace with the 
Indian tribes was read a third time and passed. . 

The Spraxer laid before the House a letter and 
report from the Secretary of War, exhibiting the 
expenses of the National Armory at Springfield, 


Massachusetts; which were read, and ordered to | 


lie on the table. 
REDUCTION OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. Nicnoras called up the resolution which he | 


laid on the table on Wednesday last, as follows: 


Resolved, That so much of the act passed the 16th. 
July, 1798, entitled “ An act to augment the Army of 
the United States, and for other purposes,” as author- : 


izes the President of the United States to raise twelve 
additional regiments of infantry, and six troops of light 
dragoons, and to appoint two Major Generals, an In- 
spector General, three Brigadier Generals, and an Adju- 
tant General ;-and so much of the act passed the 3d 
‘March, 1799, entitled “ An act for the better organiz- 
ing of the troops of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” as authorizes the appointment of a Commander 
of the Army, and a Quartermaster General, ought to 
be repealed. 

Mr. Nıcnoras said he was led to make this pro- 
position from a strong sense of his duty; that 
pr speaking on the subject, he hoped to treat it 

n such a manner as to give no occasion for a revi-. 

val of those passions which had been too predom- 
inant.in times past, and that if his arguments met 
their assent, they would find no resistance from 
resentment. Sir, he continued, [ am led to this 
measure from a sense of ils necessity, in our pres- 
ent situation. I think the affairs of this country 
require a strict economy in their administration, 
perhaps at this period more than at any former, and 
that with this principle, our foreign consequence 
and domestic happiness is most intimately con- 
nected. 

Upon the information of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, we are told there is a new appropria- 


tion of 8,162,923 dollars wanted; this, gentlemen ` 


will observe, is independent of the permanent ap- 
propriations of Government. On examining the 
subject, as well as I have been able, I find the com- 


parison of the expenditures with the revenue will 


stand as follows: 

New appropriations to be made. 
For the civil list -.  - - 2 
For grants and annuities - - - 
For the Mint - “ $ > 2 


953 33 
13,300 00 


- $562,275 95) 


For foreign intercourse, &¢. - - -$ 92,000 00 
For expenses of treaties - . - - 244,000 00 
For expenses of valuation of lands, dwell- “90 


_ ing houses &c. - - - - 215,000 0 
For military department - +. - 4,067,000 0 
For military pensions - =- + Z 93,000 00 
For Navy Department (exclusive of 74's) 2,482,953 99 
For fabrication of cannon, arms, &e. -~ 260,000 00 
For light-houses, &c. - elt - 98,240 03 
For miscellaneous claims - - .- 34,000 00 
For -74-gun ships, according to the Se- > | 
cretary of the Navy. - - - 600,000 00 


8,762,923 30 
Appropriations already made. nares 
For foreign intercourse. - - 40,000 00 


Annuities to Algiers and Indians - - 60,000 00 
For interest on public debt - = — ~- 8,020,000 00 
For do. domestic loans - = 616,000. 00 
For do. Dutch debt - - ~ 511,121 00 


4,247,121 00 


For reimbursement of Public Debt. 


Instalment of Dutch debt - -  ~ 400,000 00 

Do. Bank do. - - - 200,000.00 
Unexpended appropriation of last year ea 

for '74-gun ships - - - - 650,000 00 


Total - - - - 14,260,044 30 
Revenue. 
Imports, excise, &c., as in 
1799 - - - - 7,350,000 
Land tax - - - 1,900,000 
- 9,250,000 00 


Deficiency - - - 5,010,044, 30 

Deficiencies in the land tax and unexpended ap- 
propriations of last year will equal-any saving in 
military appropriations. f 

The sum of 5,000,000 dollars is the least which 
we shall be expected to provide; this we under- 
stand is to be done by loan, and there is no expect- 
ation of getting it at a lower interest than 8 per 
cent. As we are to be embarked in a system of 
this kind, and it may be necessary to pursue it for 
years, it will be proper to consider how far the pres- 
ent revenues of the United States afford a fund for 
future credit, or, in other words, what surplus there 
will be after paying the ordinary expenses of Gov- 
ernment as they will be in time of profound peace. 
On such a surplus, or if none, on additional taxes 
for payment of interest, the power of borrowing 


| can alone depend. To ascertain whether any such 


surplus will exist, I will state the expenditures of 
the next year as they will be if every war expense 
ceases with the present year: 

Ordinary Expenses of 1801. 
For interest on domestic debt, including two 


percent. - - - - - $3,020,000 
Ditto on deferred do. - - - - 1,116,000 
4,136,000 


For interest on domestic loans, old loans as 


in 1799 - ~ - - - 216,000 
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On ship subscriptions - - - - $ 36,000 
On 5,000,000 borrowed in 1799 - - 400,000 
On do. to be borrowed in 1800 . - 400,000 
1,052,000 
For interest on Dutch debt - - - 500,000 
Civil list - - - . - - 560,000 
Military pensions - - - - - 93,000 
Light-houses, annuities, and miscellaneous 
_ expenses - - - - - - 133,000 
Foreign intercourse - - - - 120,000 
Algiers, and Indian annuities - - - 120,000 
1,026,000 
Permanent Army - ~ - - 1,500,000 
8,214,000 
Revenue - . - : - - 9,250,000 
,81,036;000 


On this balance will be chargeable expenses of 
navy, fortifications, arms, foundries, treaties, &c., 
which will no doubt exhauSt it. An instalment of 
the Dutch debt will become due next year, which 
is not taken into account, because as principal 
money it might not be properly considered as a 
necessary expense. On this view it would seem 
that you have no fund for borrowing in the pre- 
sent revenues of the United States, after the pre- 
sent years and that if we confirm a system of ex- 
pense which will require loans hereafter, we must 
accompany it with taxes, or submit to the disgrace- 
ful and ruinous system of borrowing money to 
Bn interèst of our debts. : 

he army which is comprehended in that reso- 
lution, non-commissioned officers ahd privates, 
amounts to 9,000 men: the army retained will 
then be 5,000 men, non-commissioned officers and 
privates. In the course of the last two years it 
will be observed that great additions were made 
to the permanent Army of the United States by 
a regiment of artillery and a number of men being 
annexed to each company, by which the number 
is made to amount to 5,000. 

Sir, the finances of this country would be in an 
alarming state, if all the present expenses were 
necessary, but my opinion is, that they are not 
necessary, for that this additional army is in no 
wise useful. I cannot conceive for what they are 
wanted. The idea of invasion, the only ground 
upon which their necessity could be founded, is 
quite out of the question—an event of that sort in 
the present state of Europe, is absolutely impossi- 
ble; whatever possible changes may take place, 
on considering the difficulties and inducements, it 
seems to me morally impossible. If there is not 
so great a certainty as I believe there is, the im- 
probability of the event is so great that we cannot 
be justified in keeping up so expensive a prepara- 
tion for it. If that improbable contingency should 
ever be brought about, we have a competent de- 
fence in the patriotism of the people. The self- 
interest of all the people of the United States, if 
no other principle should call them out, would be 


an infallible defence against invasion from an 
enemy. 

But I suppose very little will be said about the 
usefulness of the present army, but we shall hear 
miore of the effects which a measure of this kind 
would have on the state of our negotiation in Eu- 
rope. I suppose, therefore, that the question will 
turn on the propriety of dismissing this army 
while our Commissioners are treating, and there- 
fore this view of the subject may merit a few re- 


marks. : 

The importance of this army in the negotiation 
seems to me to be entirely dependent on its im- 
| portance in the kind of warfare we may expect to 
carry on with France. Ifit is not important n 
that, I cannot conceive how it is to influence the 
negotiation which is to end it. It would be an ex- 
traordinary effect that our army should produce a 
termination of the war when it cannot affect it in 
its progress. JI have before stated my opinion on 
the danger of invasion, and I would say more, but 
that the public understanding has, I believe, de- 
cided in the same way; and, if not in repelling 
invasion, I should be glad to learn how the army 
can resist the views of France, so as to induce her 
to abandon them. 

It is desirable, I should imagine, that at entering 
on a negotiation our country should be so situated 
as to be able to make a firm and obstinate stand 
|l against unjust demands. If this is a desirable 
situation, I ask gentlemen to say whether this 
army does not lessen, instead of increasing our 
importance, with that country to which we go to 
negotiate, when it is apparent to the world that 
for its support we borrow money of more than one 
half the amount of the revenue, and pay interest 
on that loan at an enormous rate. This being 
known, will it not operate as a strong ground for 
suspicion that you are forced to the negotiation 
from pecuniary considerations; that your present 
state of exertion is greater than you can bear for 
any length of time, and thus lessen your respecta- 
sbility with that nation? While it may hurry you 
to submit to terms less advantageous than could 
be wished, it may make the terms proposed for 
your acceptance harder than they would other- 
wise have been. 

How can this measure ever affect the negotia- 
tion? If such a consequence could be supposed, 
I ask how it can ever be in the power of Govern- 
ment to give up any measure, let it be ever so 
mischievous, without running the same risk? If 
this is to be held up as a bugbear, how is it pos- 
sible for a Government to change its measures ? 
Apprehensions of this sort, if they are not to be 
liable to the scrutiny of the mind, will put it out 
of your power to make any change, although it 
would add to your coercive power. In the pre- 
sent instance, you are to be deterred from recon- 
sidering your arrangements for an army, by an 
apprehension of an unfavorable effect on your en- 
emy; although it must be confessed, that of all 
our preparations and measures this has been the 
least operative and promises to be so in future. If 
you have the power of further exertion, ought you 
not to make it in the war which will give you 
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most power over France, and may she not count 
that in retrenching useless expenses you acquire 
additional strength ? 

I do not hesitate to say, if preference is due to 
one, it is to our naval preparations of defence. Sir, 
if yot part with one which has never proved use- 
ful, will you not be better enabled to keep up the 
other, which is certainly more favorable to your 
interest and local situation ? 

Another objection which will most likely be 
made, but whichis in effect the same; is, that those 
measures having been established, taken to resist 
any attack that might be made from France. and 
no material change having happened since, it will 
be considered as a proof that the spirit which dic- 
tated them is gone. What I have said before I 
consider as a full answer to this. In retaining 
those measures which alone have had effect, we 
give the best proof of our determination to perse- 
vere; in dismissing those measures which have 
only been burdensome to ourselves, we certainly 
increase our ability todo so. Thinking as I do, 
about the usefulness’of this army in a contest with 
France, I conceive this the most proper time for 
disbanding it. I would enter the negotiation with 
an armor which would last more than a day; I 
would go to it so as to satisfy the country with 
whom we treat that we will not be obliged to 
abandon the ground which justice has pointed out. 
If its usefulness is not such as it ought to be main- 
tained throughout the contest with France, in my 
opinion this is the best time which can offer for dis- 
banding the army. In case the negotiation is to 
fail, the increase of passion and alarm would de- 
prive us of the power of acting up to the sound 
dictates of understanding, and we should certainly 
continue under the pressure, though useless. 

If there was a possibility of my proposition 
hindering the negotiation with France, or in the 
least retarding it, I am sure that I should be the last 
in the House to press it; there is nothing I wish 
more than a complete accommodation, and nothing 
for which I would bear more. I propose a cor- 
rection of what I call a misdirected zeal; by cor- 
recting which, I conceive the country will acquire 
new energy, the power of Government. be placed 
ona firmer and more substantial footing. Under 
the firm impression of these ideas, I have done 
what I considered my duty, and leave it to the 
consideration of the House whether the measure 
would or would not be prudent and practicable. 

Mr. MarsnaLL said if it was true that America, 
commencing her negotiation with her present mil- 
itary force, would appear in the armor which she 
could only wear for a day, the situation of our 
country was lamentable indeed. If our debility 
was really such, that the troops sought to be dis- 
banded could not be kept up but for a day, or for 
a very short period, our situation was truly desper- 
ate. No cheaper mode of self-defence had been 
or could be devised, and it amounted toa declara- 
ation that we were unable to defend ourselves. He 
thought differently from the honorable gentleman 
who moved the resolution. He thought America 
could maintain, if it should be necessary, a much 
larger force, for a much longer time, than was 


contemplated with respect to the troops to which 
the resolution under consideration related. 

It was also to be observed that the honorable 
gentleman had predicated all his arguments on the 
idea, that the troops mnst be immediately disband- 
ed, or that the original law, unmodified, must have 
itsfulletiect; that no middle ground might be taken. 
He was of a very different opinion; he thought 
middle ground might be taken, and that the law. 
might be modified, so as to diminish the estimated 
expense, without dismissing the troops already in 
actual service. co 

The resolution proposed, he said, occupied such 
broad ground, as necessarily to unite against it a 
considerable variety of opinions respecting the 
future disposition of the army. Not only those 
who thought the original law ought to have its 
full course and effect, but those also who thought 
it ought to receive certain modifications, and even 
those who thought that in the event of the failure 
of the present negotiation, the army ought, under 
certain circumstances, to be disbanded, but that 
this was not the time for disbanding it, must unite 
against the motion now under consideration. It 
could only be supported by those who, like the 
mover of the resolution, thought that in the present 
moment, uninformed as we were concerning all 
those circumstances which should govern our de- 
cision, we ought to retrace the steps we had taken, 
and very materially to change the ground on 
which we found ourselves placed. _ This being the 
opinion on-which alone it could be maintained, it 
became necessary to examine the arguments urged 
in support of this opinion. 

It has been urged that the army ought to be 
disbanded because it was totally useless, because 
the United States were unable to bear the expense, 
and on some other suggestions, which should be. 
considered in the course of the argument. 

Its inutility has been maintained on the impos- 
sibility of invading. our country in the present 
state of things, on the difficulty of invading itat 
any time, and on the total indisposition to invasion, 
arising from the inadequacy of the object to the 
difficulty of attaining it. 

But what assurance have gentlemen that inva- 
sion is now impracticable? The present state of 
Europe is totally unknown to.us. The effects of 
the late decisive victories of France have not 
reached us. It is by no means certain that these 
victories may not have produced a negotiation 
with some of the continental Powers, which may 
liberate a considerable portion of her force, which 
she may send across the Atlantic. By the open- 
ing of the next campaign we shall be informed 
on this subject, and shall be able toact with proper 
knowledge of it—at present we are uninformed and 
are urged to act without the requisite knowledge. 

On this point it was necessary to inquire into 
the relative situation of the two nations. Allcom- 
mercial and friendly intercourse between us was 
suspended. Whenever we met, the stronger party 
attacked and captured the weaker. The property 
of the captured was confiscated and their persons 
imprisoned. This was war in fact though not in 
form. Weare, in fact, at war with France, though 
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it is not declared in form. What security then 
is there that no disposition will exist to invade 
us? The-unimportance of the object forms no 
such security. 

Neither is there any security that there exists no 
disposition to invade us. On this subject he dif- 
fered essentially from the honorable gentlemen 
who supported the resolution. He thought Amer- 
ica of vast importance to France. Whatever 
might be the views of France, whether they were 
merely to humble her great rival or were still more 
extensive, it was impossible to consider the effect 
which a control over American affairs must have 
in promoting those views, without being satisfied 
on this subject. 
which might be used, the great advantage which 
the monopoly of our commerce would give in 
time of peace for the formation of a naval power, 
was of importance to France or England. The 
result of the two last wars between those two na- 
tions, in one of which the force of America was 
added to that of Britain, and in the other to that 
of France, evinces the importance of America, 
even at that time, in either scale. Unquestionably 
that importance cannot be diminished. 

With respect to the difficulty of attaining the 
object, Mr. M. said that France could not be so 
much governed by the difficulty which might ac- 
tually exist, as by the opinion she would previously 
entertain of that difficulty. Before the real diffi- 
culty could be ascertained, the invasion must take 
place. Of consequence, her opinion on this subject 
would regulate her conduct, and her opinion would 
depend on the measures which might be adopted, 
and the disposition which might be manifested by 
America. But it has been urged, not only that the 
army is useless, but that there is in the United 
States.a positive inability to maintain it. To prove 
this our revenue and expenditure has been stated. 
Suppose this had been the language of 752 Sup- 
pose, at the commencement of our Revolution, a 
gentleman had risen on the floor of Congress, to 
compare our revenues with our expenses—what 
would have been the result of the calculation? 
Would not thesame system ofreasoning which the 
gentleman from Virginia has adopted, have proved 
that our resources were totally inadequate to the 
prosecution of the war? Yet it was prosecuted, and 
with success. If vast exertions were then made to 
acquire independence, will not the same exertions 
be now made to maintain it? The question now 
is, whether self-government and national liberty be 
worth the money which must be expended to pre- 
serve them. 

The mover of the resolution, Mr. M. said, had 
urged, as his strongest reason for the measure, the 
saving of public money which it would produce. 
Any argument of which the object was economy, 
came home to the feelings of every member of the 
community, and came home to the feelingsof every 
member of the House. Such arguments would, 
and ought to have great weight; but it should never 
be forgotten that true economy did not content 
itself with inquiring into the mere saving of the 
present moment; a true and wise economy would 
takean enlarged view of the subject, and determine, 


Independent of the effective force. 


on correct ealculation, whether the consequence 
of a present saving might not be a much more con- 
siderable future expenditure. The reduction of 
the army would certainly diminish the expense of 
the present year; butif it should have any opera- 
tion on the existing negotiation with France, the 
present saving it would produce would bear no pro- 
portion to the immense waste of blood, as well as 
treasure, which it might occasion us. To deter- 


‘mine in what manner this measure might, and 


probably would, bear on the existing negotiation, 
it became indispensable to take into our view what 
had preceded the actual state of things between 
the United States and France. In doing this it 
could not be necessary to enumerate the various 
injuries our country had sustained. They rested 
in the memory of every American, and need not 
be recited. It must, however, be particularly ob- 
served, that while prayers for peace were returned 
for indignities of every sort, while America was 
humbly supplicating for peace, and that her com- 
plaints might be heard, France spurned her con- 
tem ptuously and refused to enter ona discussion of 
differences, unless that discussion was preceded by 
asubstantial surrender of the essential attributes of 
independence. America was at length goaded into 
resistance, and resolved on the system of defence, 
of which the army now sought to be disbanded 
forms a part. Immediately the tone of France 
was changed, and she consented to treat us as an 
independent nation. Her depredations indeed did 
not cease; she continued still to bring war upon 
us; but, although peace was not granted, the door 
to peace was opened. 

Whatcould have produced this change? Every 
member of the House is called upon to put this 
question to himself and to weigh it according to 
his best judgment. To supplicating America, 
even discussion was denied. America armed, and 
immediately a different language was used, and 
the rights of an independent nation were allowed 
her. What, he repeated, could have produced this 
change? Can any other motive be assigned, than 
the defensive system which America had adopted? 
Ifin the mind of any gentleman, any other mo- 
tive did exist, he is called upon to assign that mo- 
tive. Ifno other did exist, is it wise immediately 
to change the system which has alone been effect- 
ual? Is it not to be apprehended that this change 
may revive those sentiments which existed before 
that system was adopted ? 

This subject, he said, was also to be considered 
in another point of view, which had been foreseen 
by the mover of the resolution and declared to be 
intimately connected with that which had been al- 
ready stated. It was this: the policy of this mea- 
sure depends entirely on the state of things when 
the negotiation shall be determined. 

Will gentleman say, that, under any state of 
things, the army ought to be disbanded? Will 
they say that if peace should be made with the 
continental Powers of Europe,anda French army 
should be crossing the Atlantic to invade our ter- 
ritory, that yet our military force ought to be di- 
minished? He believed no gentleman would say 
so. He was certain the mover of the resolution 
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would not. Is it then wise to precipitate a measure, 


‘the army we wish should be disbanded, could have 


the policy of which depends entirely on an event | reached that nation. 


which is not yet, but will soon be, ascertained ? 


Ina few months the fate of the present negoti- 


ation will be decided. Should it terminate favor- 
ably, the army expires by the law which gave it be- 
ing, and the additional expense to be incurred will 
be very inconsiderable. Should it fail, we shall 
then know the disposition of France and the sit- 
uation of Europe. We shall be able to forma 
just estimate of the danger of invasion, and con- 
sequently to decide, with much better information 
than we now possess, on the question under discus- 
sion. If such a state of things should then exist 
as would justify disbanding the army, the loss 
produced by the delay of that measure would be 
very inconsiderable. If the then state of things 
should require even an augmentation of the exist- 
ing force, the injury occasioned by our preci- 
pitation might be very considerable. We should 
certainly throw away all the expense incurred in 
recruiting men, all the discipline the present army 
had ‘acquited, and be in a state as unprepared as 
if the expense for those objects had never been 
sustained. He concluded with observing that this 
was not the time for diminishing the force of the 
nation, and therefore he was opposed to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. Nicnotas.—As usual, I fear that this, as 
I consider it, wrong step, will never ‘be got over. 
How can it, if there is ‘strength in the gentleman’s 
arguments ? Where is the end of it? In vain do 
we seek for it! He Spise the necessity for that 
army will continue while depredations continue 
on our commerce; thus, France may continue 
her depredations, which are directed only towards 
a part where this army can have no effect, and 
consequently, though there will be no power to use 
it, the armament is never to have an end. He says 
on the moment of failure in the negotiation, an 
army may be crossing the ocean, and then we shall 
want these troops. Sir, this might occur at any 
period, and if we are never to disband our army, 
under apprehensions of that event, it will never be 
done, and our expense will be-perpetual ; but ofall 
times the one ‘fixedon by the gentleman is the 
most improbable, and if you are to be in perpetual 
alarm on this account, where will the argument 
lead? The expense is stated to be small; as the 
event will be soon known. We know not how 
short is the time or how long; we cannot limit it. 
France may continue, and might continue to plun- 
der us on the ocean, and therefore to fix on her for- 
bearance as the time, is but in other terms to be 
satisfied to bear the burden for years, without a 
prospect of its being useful. 

The gentleman considers this armament to be 
the’ measure which extorted the overtures from 
France. But this is not so. It is a little extraor- 
dinary that he should have ascribed an effect to a 
measure that existed previous to the knowledge of 
that measure; for the propositions, and the avowed 


our complaints by an honorable adjustment, were 
made known to our Ministers in August, which 
was before the law of July, 1798, which created 


I could not understand. one of the gentleman’s 
arguments, when he spoke of the motive for invad- 
ing this country by the different weight it would 
have in the scale of either of the contending Pow- 
ers. Instead of this being a reason why she should 
make war-upon us, it isa good reason, in my opin- 
ion, why she should wish for peace with us, to 
keep us out of the.scale of her enemy. : He surely 
could not think it an easy acquisition to France, 
from any attachment formed for that nation among 
the people of this country, so as to make it an easy 
conquest. Iam sure he would not form: such a 
degrading opinion of his countrymen. The gen- 
eral suggestion that. we may be invaded will not 
operate the least in favor of retaining the- troops, 
for to that we are always exposed. No time can 
be pointed out in which it would-not be as practi- 
cable as at present, but many periods and circum- 
stances in which it would be more so.. If a con- 
quest can be made of this country, and the difficul-. 
ties of achieving it are not sufficient to prevent the 
attempt, I ask whether a time of peace would not 
comport more with the interests of the nation 
expected to attemptit? Their supply of armsiand 
men, and having no enemy to encounter; would. 
certainly render that the most proper time. The 
consequence, then, of those arguments would be 
that we must keep this army up and go on arming. 
in all times, because we may be invaded. This. 
continual alarm will be found so fatal to public 
happiness, that we shall at last be willing to yield 
ourselves up to any master who can promise us 
security. : 

But the gentleman seems to suppose that there 
isa middle ground upon which we can go, and 
that we might do something short of disbanding 
the army, by which expense can be saved. How 
does this proposition comport with the influence 


‘he coneeives any change in our system will- have 
‘on France, or with: his fears of invasion? Is your 


army so: numerous that. you can bid defiance to 
France with half of it—for, in the idea of the 
gentleman, in case of a want of agreement, your 
negotiators are to return with an army at their 
heels! 


In my opinion, the same arguments that goto the 
least retrenchment at the present time, go to the 
whole principle of the resolution, for, if we were to 
be invaded, it would not all be enough; we must 
have recourse to other means. If from motives of 
economy we ought to save'part of the expense, and 
the saving of that part would leave us in nearly the 


‘same danger which saving the whole would, who 
can hesitate to decide which is the most expedi- 
ent? Iconfess I have heard none of the argu- 
‘ments used by the gentleman that have convinced 
‘Mme of the impropriety of the resolution, but rather 
they have confirmed me in a sense of the neces- 
sity of it. 

willingness on the part of the Directory to meet | 


Considerable argument then took place ona 


motion of Mr. Jones to refer the resolution to a 
| Committee ofthe whole House, which at last was 
agreed to; and the House adjourned, 
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Wepnespay, January 8. try, had compelled. the United States to adopt a 
An engrossed bill for the relief of John Vaughan | system of defence. The nation had found that no 
was read the third time, and passed. | reliance could be placed on the moderation or jus- 


Sundry petitions and remonstrances from a | tice of the French Government. Their own en- 
number of the inhabitants of Morris county, in the | ergies were the only ground on which their inde- 
State of New Jersey, were presented to the House | pendence could be maintained. They did not 
and read, praying a repeal of the alien and sedition | hesitate as to the alternative ot defence or sub- . 
laws passed at former sessions of Congress; and, | mission. Having resolved to resist the aggressions 
also, of the law which authorizes the President to- | and pretensions of the French Government they 
augment the Army; for certain reasons therein | found themselves forced into a state of hostility. 
expressed. The commercial intercourse with France was 

Ordered, That so much of the said petitions as | suspended, the treaty of alliance was abolished, a 
relates to a repeal of the laws authorizing the aug- | navy was created for the protection of trade, and 
mentation of the Army be referred to the Commit- | an army ordered to be raised. Our ships of war 
tee of the whole House to whom is committed | were instructed to seize and destroy the armed . 
the motion for a repeal of certain parts of the acts | Ships of the French Republic, and a war, though 
relative to the Army, passed the sixteenth of July, | deprecated, was expected without dread. The na- 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight, and | tional sentiment coincided with the temper of the 
the third of March, one thousand seven hundred | Government, and its measures were approved and 
and ninety-nine. i applauded. The system which was adopted was 

Mr. Griswo pn, from the Committee of Revisal | connected in its parts, and the objection which 
and Unfinished Business, reported a bill to repeal | went to one part applied with equal force to the 
part of an act, entitled “An act to provide for mit- | whole. The naval hostilities authorized against 
igating or remitting the forfeitures, penalties, and | France rendered an army necessary against inva- 
disabilities, accruing in certain cases therein men- { sion from Europeor the islands, which might rea- 
tioned ;” which was read twice, and ordered to be | sonably be expected. 
committed toa Committee of the Whole House| If gentlemen now said an army was not neces- 
to-morrow. | sary, it must be because they thought the French 

A Message was received from the President of | Government was not hostile but friendly. Ifthey 
the United States, transmitting a report of the thought that Government friendly, surely there 
Director of the Mint. The Message and report | could be no occasion for the navy. The same 
were read, and ordered to lie on the table. saci would anne us to le the treaty with 

rance and open the commercial intercourse. 
REDUCTION OF THE ARMY. Sir, said Mr. B. before we undertake to change 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- | the entire plan which we have pursued, and which 
tee of the whole House on the motion depending | certainly has been productive of salutary effects 
yesterday, for a repeal of. certain parts of the acts | gentlemen should well consider what condition of 
relative to the Army, passed the sixteenth of July, | the country induced that plan, and whether that 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight, and | condition is altered; they should reflect upon the 
the third of March, one thousand seven hundred | operation which the change might have upon our 
and ninety-nine—Mr. Morris in the Chair. affairs abroad and on its probable effects at home. 

Mr. Bayard rose and said, he felt much embar- | He should not enter into a recapitulation of the 
rassment in rising to speak in support of positions | various complaints and recriminations which had 
which had already been so ably and so eloquently | occurred between the two countries. It was suf- 
maintained by the honorable gentleman from Vir- | ficient to observe that the Government of the 
ginia. He could not flatter himself with the ex- | United States, actuated by a love of peace anda 
pectation of throwing much light on a subject | motive of amity, early sent a Minister to France, 
which had been illustrated by him. But the sub-!to conciliate the differences which had arisen. 
ject was of such magnitude and interest, that it | This Minister was not simply rejected, but repel- 
was important to contemplate it in every point of | led with circumstances of marked disdain and 
view. contumely, designed, not as a personal, but as a 

He was not surprised that such‘a resolution as | national affront. The moderation of the Govern- 
the one under consideration, even at the present | ment and the forbearance of the people passed 
crisis, should have been brought forward by the | over in silence this gross violation of the respect 
honorable gentleman who moved it. He could | and justice done to them. . 
perceive inita connexion with a system which Still, willing for peace and anxiously desirous 
had long been pursued by a party in the United | to avoid engaging in the contentions of Europe, 
States—a system which had for its object the de- | a new embassy was sent to France, composed of 
bilitation and degradation of the General Govern- | citizens the most illustrious for their talents and 
ment. A knowledge of the party and a knowledge | probity. We all know the fate of this embassy. 
of their views prevented any astonishment at the | The olive branch which was presented was dis- 
present measure they proposed. This measure | dainfully trampled under foot. Our Ministers 
he did not regard asa single operation. It was | were notreceived. A miserable pecuniary intrigue 
part of a general plan, which, if it were successful, | was set on foot, which unveiled the corruption and 
‘would soon be unfolded. hypocrisy of the French administration, and re- 

The conduct of France in relation to this coun | mained a lasting monument of the disgraceful 
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views and designs of that Government. When 
these rejected Ministers of Peace returned what 
was our situation? The American. people. per- 
ceived that their Government had sincerely and 
zealously endeavoured to preserve the relations of 
amity with France. They saw that peace could 
not be maintained without a surrender of their 
independence. The alternative was war or trib- 
ute. The people were then roused from their 
lethargy. The national pulse beat high, and from 
one end.of the Union to the other the sentiment 
was uttered and reiterated, “ millions for defence 
but not a cent for tribute.” He trusted this was 
not the ephemeral spirit of a moment. He trust- 
„ed thatthe American people, though slow to anger, 
‘would be found firm to their purpose. At this 
moment the temper of the country forced the 
Government to measures of defence. The Gov- 
ernment, faithful to the interest and will of the 
people, assumed the attitude of resistance; they 
severed the connexion with France, and prepared 
to defend themselves on the ocean and on land. 
This state of things they had not chosen, but it 
had been imposed upon them. 

They had been fully sensible of the burden and 
sufferings of war. But the election of peace no 
longer remained upon terms compatible with the 
independence of the country. This state of things 
gave birth to the measures of the last Congress; 
those measures had been adopted, not from choice 
but from necessity. . 

If the state of things justified the measures 
which were adopted in 1798, before gentlemen 
consented to abandon the system then taken up, 
they would certainly inquire whether anything 
had occurred which changed the situation of the 
country. To me, said Mr. B., the same views 
present themselves; nay, the causes of apprehen- 
sion have increased. To the complaints which 
France had in 1798, we have added a course of 
hostilities since that time: we are now in actual 
war; we have everything to dread which the ven- 
geance and power of the Great Nation can inflict. 
Have we anything to hope from their moderation 
and justice? To them we have already appealed 
in vain, A new effort to negotiate has been made, 
hostilities however continue, and the event of the 
mission is utterly uncertain. We have, then, the 
same reason to maintain the army which we had 
to raise it; consistency will oblige every gentle- 
man to vote for its continuance who voted for its 
creation. He had no doubt that the people of 
the United States, perceiving the necessity of our 
situation, would cheerfully submit to the burden. 
A burden, great as it might be, not so heavy or 
calamitous as bondage to a foreign Power. 

But, said Mr. B.,some gentlemen affect to believe 
that in no event could the army be necessary. 
They conceive, in the first place, that an invasion 
of the country is impracticable by France; and, 
in the second, that ifan invasion should happen, 
the patriotism of our citizens furnishes alone suf- 
ficient means of defence. He was not of opinion 
that invasion was impracticable. What rendered 
it impracticable? Did France want men? No 
nation was more populous; nor could any nation 


furnish more soldiers in proportion to her popula- 
tion. Did she want ships? We were informed 
that she still possessed a considerable navy of her 
own, and, in addition, could dispose of the marine 
force of her august ally the King of Spain; the 
combined fleets were certainly competent to the 
end. Was the project too hazardous or chimeri- 
cal? Look at the expedition to Egypt; the dis- 
tance to the United States was greater, but the 
voyage once begun, all difficulties were surmounted. 
Did we rely on her friendship or moderation? On 
this subject we had lessons of our own, and they 
were confirmed by the invasion of Egypt. Egypt 
was a dependence on the Porte. The Porte, at the 
time ofinvasion, was the ally of France,and was her 
natural and ancient ally. France had not a com- 
plaint against the Turkish Government; and not- 
withstanding, in breach of the law of nations and 
in violation of every principle of justice, invaded 
the Turkish dominions. This invasion furnishes 
memorable proof of the darkness of her intrigues 
and the perfidy of her assurances. It was not till 
Bonaparte was landed in Egypt that the Turk- 
ish Government suspected the hostile designs of 
France; and, when in Egypt, you find the French 
General as good a Musselman as here. he would 
be a Christian. Nothing could be expected from 
the moderation of a Government which had uni- 
formly shown itself the most ambitious, the most 
rapacious, and the most unprincipled, of any that 
ever ruled. 

But we are told that in case of invasionan army 
is not necessary, because we might rely on the 
patriotism of the nation. Sir, said Mr. B., I am 
not insensible to the melody of the word, but I 
must doubt of the efficacy of one thing. There 
was a time when everybody understood what was 
meant by patriotism; it indicated an attachment to 
our country. Buta modern patriot was a charac- 
ter not so well understood. | Patriotism has become 
a furious spirit of revolution; the ties of blood, the 
inspirations of nature, the principles of truth and 
honor, are consumed by the devouring flame.. The 
natale solum had lost its charm. To bea patriot 
you must forget your country, abjure your relig- 
lon, suppress the impulses of nature, and maintain 
the equality of vice and virtue. He knew there 
were a sect of patriots who attributed to them- 
selves exclusive merit. Was it on these patriots 
the country wasto rely in case ofinvasion?. It was 
necessary to develope their principles before they 
could be entitled to confidence. Their object 
might be beyond his view, but their operations 
inspired distrust. We see, said he, every means 
employed to separate the Government and the peo- 
ple. Art, intrigue, and falsehood, are indiscrimin- 
ately made use of to create an opinion that the 
friends of the Government aim at the establishment 
of monarchy. He did not suppose that those who 
gave currency to the idea believed in the fact. 
The evil, was extensive and increasing. Theat- 
tempts to establish the opinion to which healluded 
were not confined toa few miserable editors, whose 
bread depended on defamation and calumny, but 
ambition and party had laid hold of thesame instru- 
ment to accomplish their purposes. The opinion 
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had been declared by men of high character ; we 


had seen it in official addresses and official answers 3 
and the ebullitions of conviviality were proof of 
Sir, said Mr. B., I 
The friends of 
the Government are devoted to the Constitution. 


the impression it had made. 
know the fact to be otherwise. 


They wish to maintain it on its just principles. 


They have resisted the insidious attempts to weak- 
en and destroy it, made under the deceitful pretence 
of love of liberty and attachment to the rights of 


the people. 
The design to establish monarchy, attributed to 
the friends of the Government, he considered as a 


most dangerous calumny. Unsupported as it was 
by any acts, or even the expression of opinion, yet 
there were many who were weak enough to believe 


it. He thought, in this country, a more fatal poi- 
son could not have been infused into the publie 
mind. The body of the people were attached to 
a republican form of Government. He had no 
doubt that to maintain this form of Government 
they could sacrifice every other consideration. 
When they are brought to suppose that those who 
administer the Government aim at the establish- 
ment of monarchy, they: will be ripe for insurrec- 
tion, or ready tojoin an ‘invading army. 

He could not imagine that the delusion on this 


subject reached to an alarming extent. He be- 


lieved a great majority of the people were attach- 
ed to their Government, and had full confidence 
in.its rectitude. But there were no doubt some 
who were weak and credulous enough to believe 


the slanders which the enemies of the Government 


had: propagated. The patriotism of these few 
would not be shown in attachment to the country, 
but in a furious opposition to those whom they 
have been taught to think were enemies. to liberty 
and equality. y 

Sir, said he, let the French come with their cap 
of liberty mounted on their standards, singing ça- 
tra, planting liberty poles, and denouncing the 
Government as an aristocratical. and British fac- 
tion, and I fear you would see some patriots for- 
getting their country, and, under the ardent im- 
pression of their political fanaticism, ready to im- 
brue their hands in their brothers’ blood. Revo- 
lution was not confined to politics—religion and 


morals were revolutionized. The sacred love of 


country, once ranked amongst the best principles 
of man’s nature, was now shamefully sacrificed to 
the very sound of equality. 

These sentiments were no declamation, they 
were drawn from what had actually happened. 
The example of Holland was before us. No na- 
tion had ever struggled with more fierceness and 
obstinacy to establish their independence; the peo- 
ple ofno nation had been more celebrated for their 
patriotism. And yet, within the compass of a few 
years, we had seen that spirit yielding to a new 
passion, which had involved the country in slavery 
and wretchedness. For a few empty sounds they 
had bartered the independence of their country. 
The patriots united with the invaders, and, as soon 
as they were told that they were all free and equal, 
surrendered their Government and treasures to 


France. They are punished beyond the desert of 


folly. An army of 24,000 plunderers is establish- 
edin their bosom, and the vultures will not be 
satisfied while theré isanything to devour. They 
have now the equality of slaves, and the liberty of 
singing the songs and playing with the baubles 
which France has given in exchange for the right 
of governing them with the bayonet. 

Mr. B. said he would turn his eyes to a picture 
still more melancholy than that of Holland. Heal- 
luded to Switzerland. The people of thosecantons 
were illustrious for their love of liberty and their 
devotion to their country. Liberty they had, and 
with it all the blessings which good government 
could bestow. They did not escape, however, the 
poison of the French mania. The storm of the 
Revolution reached them, and. Switzerland has 
been effaced from the list of independent nations. 
Still brave, still attached to their country, yet se- 
duced by the flattery and false promises of their 
invaders, instead of uniting in a common defence, 
they divided among themselves, and thus fell an 
easy prey. 

Cannot these dreadful instances of credulity and 
delusion open your eyes? Must this country swell 
the catalogue of national folly and human misery 2 
He trusted there was a Providence who would 
protect us. He trusted that a grent majority of 
the people would be preserved from falling into 
those fatal errors which had. proved the ruin of 
other nations. He was not disposed to doubt the 
patriotism of the people. It was not distrusting. 
their patriotism to provide an army of disciplined 
soldiers. Noone could predict what would be the 
first impression of ap invasion. France was not 
without emissaries and some friends in this coun- 
try. At the moment of invasion the French parti- 
sans would be actively employed to distract the 
patriotism and paralyze the energy of the country. 
At this moment it was of vast importance that the 
Government should have some troops to rally the 
confidence as well as the forces of the nation; no 
regular army could be contemplated as an adequate 
defence. But their utility was still great. They 
were a point which would concentrate the militia, 
the great reliance of the country. 

Str, said Mr. B., because our militia are brave 
and willing to turn out, in case of invasion, shall 
we not add to them the aid and support of a corps 
of disciplined troops? Shall they be exposed at 
once to the bayonets of veteran soldiers, inured to 
fighting? Without meaning to disparage the mi- 
litia, he would say that no men could be made 
soldiers the day they were led into the field. If 
we designed, therefore, effectual resistance, it was 
necessary to have some men at least instructed in 
discipline before an invasion happened. __ 

But we have been told, Mr. Chairman, said Mr. 
B., that our pecuniary means are not equal to the 
support of the army which has been directed to 
be raised. The argument on this subject has not 
been fairly stated by the honorable gentleman 
who moved the resolution. We have two events 
to contemplate, either that a treaty will or will 
not be concluded with France. Ifa treaty should 
be concluded, then, by the law raising this army, 
the troops would of course be disbanded ; because 
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they are entitled to serve during the existence of 
the differences between France and the United! 
States, unless sooner disbanded. 

If a treaty should be concluded, it must be in a 
short time. The event must be known ın a few 
months, and of consequence, in case of peace, the 
expense to the country would be only the pay and 
subsistence of about 3,500, (the number already 
enlisted for the twelve regiments,) for two or three 
months, which could not exceed 200,000 dollars. 
If, however, France should still insist on terms 
destructive of the honor and independence of the 
nation; if, sir, nothing should remain but war, will 
gentlemen say the army ought to be disbanded ? 
It is impossible such can be their infatuation. If 
France should again refuse us peace, it must be 
because she has some great hostile intention 
againstus. The present state of thingsis prejudicial 
toher. She gains nothingand losessomething. If 
she did not mean to do more, if she did not aim at 
some great advantage, she would readily accede to 
the moderate terms of accommodation which we 
ask. Whatcanshe design? A war upon our com- 
merce is not a sufficient object. It would be of 
advantage to her corsairs, but the Government 
would acquire neither reputation nor advantage 
by it. If France will not make peace, she can de- 
sign nothing less than conquest. And will we 
stop to calculate the expense of a war for our na- 
tional independence? It had been well observed, 
by an honorable gentleman from Virginia, that at 
thecommencementof ourlate Revolution America 
did not do so. Destitute of all means of defence 
but the energy of public spirit, calculation would 
have been useless. At this time we had means 
upon which we might calculate, and he trusted 
the spirit of the nation still remained. I believe, 
said Mr. B., that, in a war for their independence, 
the people of these States would submit to any 
taxes which their defence might require. If it 
were fifty per cent. on their capital, they would 
rather part with it, than with theirrights and lib- 
erties, which they purchased with so much blood 
and treasure. In fact, in the event which he was 
contemplating, the only question for the people 
would be, whether they would not spend a part of 
their fortunes in their defence, rather than yield 
the whole in endless contributions to France ? 
Upon such a question he presumed there could be 
no hesitation. 

He should detain the Committee a short time 
longer in offering some observations upon the pro- 
bable operation of the resolution abroad, in case it 
were adopted. Gentlemen in favor of the resolu- 
tion affect to believe, that its adoption would not 
influence the negotiation which is pending with 
France. None of us have entertained the idea 
attributed to us by the honorable mover of the re- 
solution; that these troops were to be sent to Eu- 
rope or were to act against France. We readily 
agree that nothing would be more chimerical and 
absurd. 

Itis not from any view of a possible operation of 
the army against France that the disbanding could 
influence the negotiation, but from the impression 
such a measure would necessarily make on the 


French Government, as to the state of affairs in 
this country. If, after having raised an army 
against them, without any change of conduct on 
their part, they were to see us disband it, what 
would they infer? Hither that extreme imbecil- 
ity pervaded our councils, or that there was a want 
of means on the part of the Government to main- 
tain a small military force. Or, perhaps they 
would make an inference still more, that those 
whom they called and supposed their party in this 
country had become more powerful than the Gov- 
ernment. In either case they would perceive less 
difficulty in the accomplishment of any views 
which they had on the country, than our plans of 
defence may have caused them to apprehend ; and, 
of consequence, the inducements to an accommoda- 
tion of differences would be diminished. It was 
a wise axiom in politics, that a nation which’ 
would negotiate to advantage should be prepared 
to fight. The resolution was predicated on an op- 
posite principle, and was repugnant to the plain 
evidences of experience and common sense. 

Mr. B. said the disbanding the army would have 
the worst effect at home. If the resolution suc- 
ceeded, the soldiers were disbanded in the midst 
of Winter, were left without employment, and 
were thrown on the community to ‘subsist by plun- 
der or charity. That if the measure were delayed ` 
to that season when common justice would suffer 
the troops to be disbanded, the event of our mis- 
sion to France would be known, and the term of 
enlistments would expire by their own limitation, 
or the necessity of retaining the troops would be 
no longer questionable. He begged the gentle- 
men to consider what would be the situation of 
the country if the army were now disbanded, and 
at the end of three months France should declare 
war. Would aa officer or soldier return to the 
service of a Government which might be obliged 
to dismiss them the next day, without any change 
occurring in their political affairs. Mr. B. con- 
cluded with observing that, viewing the resolution 
in every point of light in which it presented it- 
self to him, he felt the necessity of giving it his 
decided negative. 

Mr. GALLATIN observed, that after the Com- 
mittee had been so eloquently entertained, by the 
display of fancy exhibited by the gentleman last 
up, he did not know whether he should have it in 
his power to command their attention, as he could 
offer nothing but a dry discussion ofthe question 
itself. The motion did not contemplate that the 
whole army should be dishanded—a position on 
which the arguments of gentlemen opposed to it 
had been founded. It did not even go to reduce 
the army establishment to the same situation in 
which it was in 1798. In April of that year our 
whole number of troops on the establishment was 
3,200 men. Our permanent establishment now, 
independent of the troops which are the object of the 
motion on the table, amounts to 5,400. There is 
therefore an increase of 2,200 men since April, 
1798, which are not contemplated to be affected: 
by this motion. This increase had been made by 
adding an additional regiment of artillery, and in- 
creasing the number of men in each company on 
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the former- establishment. In addition to these 
there. are 1,000 marines, who are likewise upon 
the permanent establishment, and who may occa- 
sionally serve in garrison, in the nearest place. 
In case of war, or danger of invasion from any 
foreign country, such increase of the companies 
on the permanent establishment was to take place, 
by virtue of the law to organize the army, as would 
make an addition of 2,500 men. This was inde- 
pendent of what was called the eventual army. 
The resolution affects only what is called the ad- 
ditional army, which was to amount to about 
9,300 men. These are proposed to be disbanded, 
which, if done, would still leave a force of 5,400 
besides 1,069 marines, and power in the President 
to raise 2,500 more in case of invasion or war. 
This is a correct statement of the existing force, 
What is called the permanent establishment, of 
2,400 men, I conceive to be sufficient to garrison 
the forts and harbors, and for the protection of the 
frontiers against the Indians. Indeed, that appears 
also to be the opinion of Government; for such of 
the 9,300 as are enlisted are encamped in canton- 
ments. g 
Permit me first to say that all the speech of the 
gentleman from Delaware, with the exception of 
a few observations which I may notice hereafter, 
is a strong argument in favor of the motion which 
he attempted to oppose. The argument which 
he used, and supported with all the ability he pos- 
sesses, was that no dependence could be placed on 
the amicable disposition of the French, and that 
it was not. probable a peace. would be the event 
of the negotiation. On this supposition he argues 
the necessity of a continuation of this force. It 
is from this uncertainty of things I wish the army 
to be disbanded. Sir, if I was convinced that 
the event of the negotiation would be a treaty 
in a short period, l should not think the advantages 
that would result from an immediate disbandment 
of the army so very important as to have rendered 
this motion necessary ; for, in case of an adjust- 
ment of differences with France, the army was 
already, according to law, to be disbanded. Jt 
is because I am not certain a treaty will be made 
in a short time, because it may not be made dur- 
ing the session of Congress, and therefore because 
the troops may continue in pay for a great length 
of time, that I conceive the motion to be import- 
ant. Ido believe that if there should be no treaty 
formed with France this army would be useless; 
nay, I will go further and say it would be perni- 
cious. When I say it would be useless, I conceive 
the burden of proof does not rest on me, but that it 
is incumbent on those gentlemen who think the 
army necessary to prove its utility. The argu- 
ments of the gentleman from Virginia yesterday 
Mr. MarsuaLL) did not appear to place any great 
ependence upon this army, let what would be the 
event of the negotiation. Yet he has repeated the 
idea formerly so much insisted upon—the induce- 
ments which this country offered to the French 
for invasion. 
however, but one argument, drawn from the events 
of the former wars betweer France and Great 
Britain. He very justly observes, that in all those 


In favor of this doctrine he gives | 


wars where America was united to Great Britain, 
she triumphed over France; but that event was 
changed during the last war, when the weight of 
America was thrown in the scale of France. And 
from thence he draws the conclusion that Amer- 
ica offers great inducements to invasion.. The 
fact brought to view by the gentleman, proves to 
me the very reverse of what he intended to sug- 
gest. If the weight of America, thrown in the 
scale of Great Britain, decided every contest in 
favor of that country, can it be the interest of 
France, by an invasion, to throw us altogether 
into the arms of Great Britain? Is it not, on the 
contrary, her interest to cultivate our friendship 
and to promote at least our neutrality? But the 
history of the last war places the argument in a 
far more forcible point of view. The force of 
America was not only withdrawn from an active 
operation against France, but it was actively em- 
ployed against Great Britain. It was that con- 
test which rendered the weight of America of im- 
mense importance. But where and in what man- 
ner was that contest carried on? Great Britain in- 
vaded America; and it was that invasion, it was 
their shedding their blood and exhausting their 
treasure in the hopeless attempt, which divided 
their force, weakened their efforts everywhere 
else, and procured almost everywhere the means 
of victory to their enemies. Yet it is said, that 
the recollection of the events of that war are an 
inducement to invade this country, and thence is 
drawn an argument in favor of thearmy. Tomy 
mind nothing can appear more contradictory than 
that conclusion. It amounts to this: England 
was not only unable to conquer America, but the 
attempt divided and enfeebled her so much as to 
change her relative situation with her ancient 
European enemy ; therefore, it is the interest of 
France to invade America. It is evident that the 
recollection and experience of the last war added 
greatly to our confidence in our power of repelling 
an invasion, and our security against the renewal 

of the attempt from any nation. France has neither 

naval nor money resources to spend for it—not 

scarcely to accomplish what she wishes in Eu- 
rope. Notwithstanding her boasted power, she 
is not in any degree equal in those two resources 

to what Britain is now, aftera long and expensive 

war; much less is she equal to what that nation 

was in 1775, when she invaded this country. I 

need not add, in confirmation of these ideas, that 

our population is nearly double at this time of that 

of 1774, and that with our population our resour- 

ces are doubled at least. This is a fact which 

cannot be disputed. 

We have been told, by the gentleman from Del- 
aware, that if France did not make a treaty with 
us, it was because she meant to invade us. I can- 
not conceive how he could draw this conclusion. 
He has recapitulated all the conduct of France to- 
wards us, and related the indignities with which 
our former missions were treated. She was not, 
at either of those times, disposed to treat with this 
country, but did invasion succeed the failure of 
the negotiation? Sir, from past experience, and 
from a knowledge of her situation, and the small 
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inducements to that conduct, the danger of inva- | which was carried by a.very large majority of the 
‘sion is not to be apprehended, even on a failure | House. We were told of the proximity of St. Do- 
of our present negotiation. If France wishes to | mingo to the Southern parts of America ; we were 
continue the dispute, I believe it will be because | told of the weakness of that part of the country, 
she has another object in view, and that object is | arising from their black population, and the dan- 
solely to plunder our commerce. This may be an | ger to which they were exposed from an invasion 
inducement, but the other cannot, on account of | of blacks from Hispaniola; we were told that it 
her want of power to execute it, or, if she had | was not doing justice to so important a part of 
power, the want of inducement. | the country if we neglected to add ‘to it the same 

The argument, however, on which the gentle- | security which other parts enjoyed. Not that 
man from Virginia principally rests his opposition | much danger of invasion was apprehended, but that 
is grounded on asupposition that the present metion | that part of the country should be placed beyond 
will have an unfavorable effect upon the negotia- | the power of complaint.. I know many members 
tion, inasmuch as it is, in his opinion, a partial received impressions so far as to induce them to 
dereliction of the system of resistance adopted by | vote for it, of which number I was one. Yes, sir, 
this country, and to which he ascribes the present | I then voted for the law, under consideration, but 
temper of France. I do not believe such an effect | I consider the situation of things is now materially 
can be produced by it; if I did, or had the least | changed. So far from this being the situation at 
apprehension, I should be among the last to ad- | present, a treaty has been formed with the Gov- 
vocate it; for I certainly wish for nothing that can | ernment of St. Domingo, and therefore invasion 
impede the negotiation. I do not believe it, sir, 


because, for the reasons I have just now given, I 
consider this army as useless even in case of a con- 
tinuation of hostilities with that nation, and be- 
cause I do sincerely believe that France entertains 
a similar idea on the subject with ourselves; and 
that our having three or four thousand men effect- 
ive, or from nine to ten thousand nominal men, 
more or less, will not produce the least change in 
the opinion of our ability to resist an invasion, or 
in her expectation of success should she continue 
to be hostile. In the next place, Ido not conceive 
this motion to be a dereliction of the system of re- 
sistance against France, because the additional 
army never made a part of that system, which was 


adopted by the last Congress. That system, be- 


sides putting in a situation of defence hy sea our 


ports and harbors, which are completely garrisoned | 
by the permanentarmy, independent of these troops, | 


consisted in repelling force by force at sea, in re- 
sisting the aggressions of France on the element 
where they had been committed, and in suspending 
our treaties and commercial intercourse. The 
only addition to those measures was merely one 
of caution. by giving the President power to call 
out a provisional army in case of “ war, invasion, 
or danger of invasion.” All these measures were 
proposed by the Committee of Defence, and were 
passed between Apriland June, orthereabout. After 
these acts were passed, a motion was brought into 
the House, and carried, to create these twelve re- 
giments. This was entirely an independent and 
unconnected motion from the measures reported 
by the committee at an earlier period. Further: 
Mh this law did pass in July, it was not at- 
tempted to be carried into execution till the next 
Wiater, which was about six months after the law 
passed. The first appointment of officers was 
made after the meeting of Congress in that Winter, 
and of course the enlistments did not take place for 
a considerable time. I therefore argue that this 
was not a part of the necessary system of defence, 
or, rather, resistance, before determined on and 
executed. I well remember what were the argu- 
ments adduced in favor of the measure at that time, 
and the circumstances which led to its adoption, 


j cannot be apprehended from that quarter. Another 
| reason in favor of this law at the period of its pro- 
position was, that several members of this House 
had doubts whether or not the law for raising a 
provisional army was strictly Constitutional, be- 
cause power was given to the President:to raise it 
“in case he should,in his discretion, think proper.” 
They therefore voted for this rather than to see 
| that carried into execution which they doubted the 
corstitutionality of. At present, neither of these 
reasons can be operative; the law giving this dis- 
cretionary power to the President expires at the 
end of the present session of Congress, and the dan- 
ger from St. Domingo is set aside by a treaty. I 
therefore think that, inasmuch as this does not 
make any part of the system of defence, or resist- 
ance against French aggression, the repealing of 
it cannot affect our negotiation, or impress that 
| nation with an opinion of our imbecility. 

| The gentleman from Delaware goes farther: he 
| says, that if we are disposed to think so friendly of 
France as to disband our troops, we shall next 
propose to disband our navy, renew our intercourse, 
and abolish all those measures to which we were 
driven by her hostile conduct. 1 will, for my part, 
say, that I see no connexion between the one mea- 
sureand the other. Although I was opposed to all 
the measures, nearly, to which he alludes, yet I 
would not, in our present situation, vote for the re- 
peal of either of those laws. I was averse to the 
general system of hostility adopted by this coun- 
try; but, once adopted, it is my duty to support 
it until negotiation shall have restored us to our 
former situation, or some cogent circumstances 
shall compel a change. At present, I think it pro- 
per that the system of hostility and resistance should 
continue, and I would vote against any motion to 
change that system. 

At the same time, I am of opinion that a Naval 
Establishment is too expensive for this country ; 
but, as we have assumed an attitude of resistance, 
it would be wrong to change it at present. There 
is but one of those laws about which I have any 
doubt, thatis, respecting our commercial intercourse 
with France. I will not say that our suspension 
is not injurious to us upon the whole; perhaps it 
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might be better policy to repeal that law ; but I | then begins to be due. Those two objects will 
state this merely as the only point connected with | make an addition of one million and a half for the 
our system of resistance on which Ihave not made | next year. The ability and willingness of the 
up my mind. ae | people to pay their taxes, as an abstract principle, 

The gentleman from Virginia, after opposing | cannot be doubted; but, however willing they may 
the motion, told us there was some middle way, j be to pay taxes, this year’s deficiency must be 
some modification of the army, which might be | supplied by a loan. Our income is now insuffi- 
adopted and would savea great part of the expense. | cient; the Secretary of the Treasury has told us 
We ask the dismission of 3,500, which is the num- that we must have recourse to a teens no tax 


ber enlisted towards the 9,300 ordered by law. We | which we can now lay will remove the deficiency, 
then keep 5,400, besides 1,000 marines. ‘The object | because its receipts would not come into the Trea- 
of the gentleman would be to prevent a certain | sury till 1801. Our situation then is, that, upon 
number being enlisted, perhaps all those who are | a revenue of nine millions, we borrow five millions 
still wanting. I ask, then, if to reduce our Milita- | at the rate of eight per centum. I think this sim- 
ry Establishment is a dereliction of our system of ple statement to be a sufficient reason why we 
resistance, and may, as insisted on by that gentle- | should retrench an expenditure of two millions 
man, have a fatal ‘effect on the negotiation, I ask | and an half, the appropriation necessary for that 
whether any modification will not produce pre- additional army which it is the object of this mo- 
cisely the same effect? Sir, let the modification tion to discharge. ` 
be in whatever manner, whether to reduce the I think this motion, accompanied with the state- 
number of regiments, or of men in each regiment. | ment which has been made, leaves but one opin- 
it will still be receding from measures established | ion on thefloor—we either must decrease our estab- 
eighteen monthsago. In whatever manner intro- | lishments or increase our revenue or our debt. I 
duced, it will be neither more nor less than saying | will not say that it is impossible to increase our rev- 
that the situation of affairs is altered, and that itis! enue I know it is possible to raise more even by 
not necessary to keep up all these forces. Bigh- | direct taxes; but I know, at the same time, that it 
teen months ago we thought 1,500 necessary, but | cannot be done without inconvenience to our citi- 
now we think proper to modify agreeably to our | zens, and the more so as our produce has experi- 
situation. All the difference between the gentle- | enceda considerable depression. Gentlemen who 
man’s proposition and ours is, he thinks the forces | are not disposed to diminish the establishments 
may be reduced to 8,000—we think they may be | will find it extremely difficult to raise new taxes, 
reduced to 5,000; and there is only a question be- | or to increase those already laid, in the present 
tween eight, and five; the principle is the same, | circumstances of the people. This, I think, re- 
and the effect on the negotiation the same. But, | quires no proof. 
sir, I believe a modification in either way would | We are told, by the gentleman from Delaware, 
not have the least effect. I think that the conces- | that the people of this country would pay fifty per 
sion of that gentleman in favor of a modification | cent. for money rather than submit to a foreign in- 
is exclusively in support of my position, that this | vasion. I admit that if the danger was imminent 
army could not aflect the negotiation, and there- and real they would agree to pay anything. We do 
fore that it was useless; but I will go farther, and | not conceive there would be any reluctance to pay 
say it is pernicious. I think so, because taking | taxes were such our situation, but, when it is not, 
thesemen trom theiroccupations and employments, | it will be difficult to convince them of the propri- 
and putting them into a service where their labors | ety of additional taxation. Yet the confidence ex- 
are perfectly unproductive and where they con- pressed by that gentleman in the willingness of the 
tract habits of idleness, is of itself an evil. But, | people to pay, does not very well comport with 
further—the army exhausts our resources, by put- | another part of his argument, wherein he insinua- 
ting us to a greater expense than can be justified, | ted a want of confidence in a considerable part 
except from urgent necessity. of the people, whom he supposes so far as even to 
I believe that if there is any danger to be appre- wish that our Government should be overturned. 
hended from France, it is by sea, and therefore I | In support of his opinion, he alluded to several 
think that gentlemen who go on that plan, ought, | Legislative declarations and official addresses and 
in conformity to their own system, to apply our | answers. He infers, therefrom, that it would be 
resources to the object which will protect our com- | unnecessary to keep up this standing force, because 
merce. [shall not enter into a detail of our actual | the militia would be fully confided in for the de- 
finanical situation, because the statement made | fence of the country. Tam astonished at the pal- 
yesterday by the gentleman ‘from Virginia was | pable inconsistency of the gentleman—that the 
sufficiently accurate, and because documents are people would willingly pay fifty per cent. of their 
not yet before theHouse on which to ground one | property for defence against an enemy, and yet 
perfectly correct. We cannot however value our | no reliance is to be placed on those very people 
receipts derived from revenue at more than nine | when the enemy comes! 
millions. Our actual expenditure for the present Much weight appears to be placed on the argu- 
year, according to the existing establishment, will | ment of the necessity of these troops in case of the 
be about fourteen millions of dollars, to be supplied ! failure of the negotiation; and that we must wait 
py aloan. And the expense of the year 1801 will | till that failure actually takes place, for we do not 
be increased by the interest on that loan, and by | know what will be the situation of affairs at that 
that on the deferred debt, viz: $1,100,000, which | time. The force of this argument does not strike 


271 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


272 


H. or R. 


Reduction of the Army. 


Jantary, 1800. 


me, because I always consider it my duty to give 
‘my vote on the present situation of affairs, and 
-not on what may occur some months hence. At 
that time we shall be told, notwithstanding there 
may be no apparent want of this force, that it 
would be very improper to disband the army then, 
because we could not tell what might happen 
three months after. These three months passover, 
-and then three months more, but when is the pro- 
per time? This argument would hold good while 
the war in Europe continues, under the uncertainty 
of what may happen. The present and existing 
state of things and probability of events are the 
only ground of legislation. But if we legislate on 
mere possibilities, however remote and improba- 
ble, there never can be atime whenanarmy shall be 
thought unnecessary. The same reasoning might 
be urged by gentlemen even if the negotiation 
should succeed, for, from these apprehensions we 
. should not then be out of danger, and while in 
danger we must prepare for it. I will go further, 
and say that, if the accommodation with France 
does succeed, there will be stronger ground in fa- 
vor of the continuance of the troops, on account of 
the danger of a rupture with Great Britain. If we 
form a treaty with France, in my opinion this 
-will not be the least probable event; and, from 
her, invasion is more likely than it can be from 
France at any period. It is well known that at 
this time our disputes with that nation are not 
trifling. The depredations of Britain are now at 
least equal to those of France, and are a sufficient 
ground of offence. In addition to this, two of the 
articles of our treaty with that nation are in a 
state of suspension. The one for adjudicating her 
spoliations upon our commerce was suspended by 
His Britannic Majesty ; the other, on this side the 
Atlantic, relating to British debts, being a subject 
of dispute between the Commissioners, is also sus- 
pended. If, to the unsettled British spoliations, 
and debts, and British captures, you add another 
cause of dissatisfaction, by a change of our situa- 
tion in relation to France, her enemy, from war 
to peace, and from suspension of commerce to free 
trade, I appeal to any gentleman’s good sense to 
say whether a rupture with that country will not 
be more to be apprehended than invasion from 
France ever was, now is, or then will be? If we 
retrace our steps we shall see we have always been 
insulted by one nation in proportion as we attached 
ourselves to the other. This gave cause to the 
mission of Mr. Jay; we were supposed by Britain 
to have entertained an undue attachment towards 
France. When the treaty with Britain was passed, 
France was under the same impressions. I do 
not say that a treaty with France would be the 
cause of a war with Britain, but it might produce 
uneasiness. Our present system of arming at 
home; our suspension of intercourse with France; 
our dissolution of treaty; our naval and mercan- 
tile armaments, by which we take French vessels, 
are highly favorable to Britain. Take all this 
away, and we may pronounce it cannot be very 
pleasing to Great Britain. 

What I have stated are not my arguments in 
favor of a continuation of the army; they have no 


impression on my mind in that view. Iam not 
afraid of invasion from any.Power. I know it is 
within the possibility of events, but I do not think 
it probable. Ihave only used them to show that 
this is as proper a time to disband these troops as 
can exist, and indeed more proper, whether the 
event of the negotiation be a treaty ornot. Ithink 
the present time is proper; that if itis not thought 
so by Congress we cannot anticipate any one 
whatever. 

I will only add a few ideas in answer to the 
gentleman last up, as to the impression the mea- 
sure would make on the soldiersthemselves. This 
as a general argument is not a good one, because 
soldiers and officers enlist or accept their commis- 
sions during the existing disturbance, “unless 
sooner discharged ;” therefore we have reserved a 
right to discharge them atany time. The gentle- 
man from Virginia (Mr. MarsnaLL) thought a 
middle way would be preferable. The motion on 
the table does not exclude a modification, if any 
gentleman should propose it. ; 

I will add that I understand our permanent 
establishment at this moment is not full, and there- 
fore, if the soldiers are now discharged from this 
additional army, they may avoid all the hardships 
so humanely contemplated by the gentleman last 
up, by enlisting in that army. With respect to the 
officers, ifthey have a prospect of being discharged 
from theservice in a short time, the sooner they re- 
turn to their homes and occupations the better ; for 
the habits acquired in encampments are, in my 
opinion, nowise calculated to promote their future 
usefulness to society or to themselves. 

Mr. Harrtey said he did not intend to have 
risen on this subject, but, on the recollection that 
he was entrusted with a petition to the House 
from his constituents, last session, on this subject 
and against a standing army, he was bound to it 
from a duty he owed them. These troops he be- 
lieved did not fall under the denomination of the 
permanent Military Establishment, and therefore 
he was not of the opinion that it was an attempt 
to reduce the Military Establishment. This law 
was passed under the existing differences with the 
French Republic. We had been, and continued 
to be insulted, and he did not conceive there was 
any change in circumstances to warrant a change 
in measures. He said he voted for the raising of 
these men, and could see no reason to alter his vote. 
Mr. H. said he would wish to revive an idea 
thrown out by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Marswaut,) on the propriety of a. modification. 
He wished gentlemen to consider whether a 
modification could not be made so as to reduce the 
expense, and yet nottoabandonthemeasure. The 
people in the country, he said, were very much 
alarmed at seeing bodies of troops marching about, 
and from the assessments lately made they were 
apprehensive that the expense of them would be 
burdensome. The people were not acquainted 
with the meaning of these things, and therefore 
their apprehensions were alive to the expense and 
danger. If there was even a suspension of farther 
enlistments he thought it might havea good effect ; 
but something was necessary to be done in order to 
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quiet the apprëhensions of the people with respect 
to a standing army and an increase of taxes, which 
now threatened them. He hoped gentlemen who 
voted against the resolution would also concur in 
the necessity of a suspersion in the enlistments, 
and perhaps some other modifications which may 
be thought necessary to save expense. He should 
` vote against the present resolution, but he hoped 
to see one adopted to effect a saving some other 
way. 
Mr. Les said, if he was to consult his own feel- 
ings, or were he to regard momentary popularity, 
he should certainly remain silent, or support the 
resolution on the table. But there were seasons 
when, situated as he was. silence would be censu- 
rable, and a regard to personal considerations crimi- 
nal; this was, in his judgment, one of those sea- 
sons. He must therefore claim the indulgence 
of the Committee, for a few moments, while he 
should explain the reasons which governed his 
decision. For his own part he wished the state of 
the resolution had been decided yesterday, as it 
was placed in a fair and plain point of view by the 
honorable member who moved it, and by his hon- 
orable friend who rose first in reply. Although 
much additional argument had been since prof- 
fered to the Committee, still the real ground on 
which the question rested was narrow, and ought 
never to beforgotten. It wassimply this, shall we, 
for the sake of a small saving, break in on our sys- 
tem of defence, uninformed as we are of the pend- 
ing negotiation for peace, or continue to adhere 
to our defensive system, until we know with cer- 
tainty what we may expect on thesubject of peace? 
The honorable member from Delaware had, with 
much ability and eloquence, pressed: some of the 
observations made by his colleague yesterday, and 
added considerably to the range ofargument against 
the resolution. It would certainly, therefore, have 
been useless consumption of the time of the Com- 
mittee to have risen on the present occasion, had 
not the remarks which fell just now from the hon- 
orable member from Pennsylvania demanded at- 
tention. He would confine himself to those re- 
marks chiefly, and hoped to be able to show their 
irrelevancy. 

The gentleman began by stating that the effect 
of the resolution was not clearly understood, for 
that it would not affeet the original army, which 
last year had been considerably augmented, but 
would only affect the additional regiments now 
raising ; that, should the motion prevail, we should 
be left with an army of 5,400 men, besides the 
corps of marines, which, in his opinion, was ade- 
quate to any probable demand. I agree that the 
gentleman is correct in his conclusion of the effect 
of the resolution, but insist that however gentle- 
men have heretofore misconceived the same, he 
cannot be induced from this correction of the ef- 
fect of the resolution to relinquish his opposition 
to it; for the more you reduce the saving to be 
produced, of course the more you diminish the in- 
fluence of the chief argument used by most of the 
friends of the resolution. f 

The gentleman asserts confidently that the addi- 
tion of the twenty-two regiments, which when com- 


pleted make about 9,300 men, cannot be viewed 
as in any degree operative on the pending negotia- 
tion, for if invasion be really apprehended a much 
larger force would be requisite. It is true that 
looking at the army in this view it cannot be 
deemed very influential ; compared to the enemy 
the force is small. But when you regard the army 
as part of a general system of defence, when you 
regard it as indicative of the public spirit, it must 
have its proportional influence on the councils of 
France ; and when you viewitas the rallying point 
of our militia, in case of invasion, 14,000 well disci- 
plined, well appointed troops would not be found 
an inconsiderable obstruction, seconded as they 
would be by proper reinforcements of the militia, 
to any invading foe, however vast its resources. 

It was justly observed, by my friend from Vir- 
ginia, that the change in the councils of France 
towards America could only be ascribed to her 
manly preparations of defence, in consequence 
of her failure in attempts to adjust amicably ex- 
isting differences. To what other cause can this 
change be placed; will gentlemen show us? This 
being the fact, I pray you, Mr. Chairman, to con- 
sider what will be the probable effect on our pre- 
sent effort to restore peace, should the resolution 
on the table be now adopted. It goes not only 
to manifest a shameful mutability in our coun- 
cils, but tends to impress an opinion of fiscal de- 
bility in our nation, which, if true, would en- 
courage aggression, and invite an attack even on 
our independence. 

Suppo that paper adopted by Congress, should 
reach Paris in the very moment when the Minis- 
ters of each nation were engaged in the formation 
of a treaty of peace, what would be the probable 
effect? Wonld it not imbolden the enemy, and 
depress your Envoys? Would it not lead to a sub- 
mission, on secondary points at least, and thus 
produce sacrifices which may materially injure 
the commerce or other interests of the American 
people? Should we run this risk for the saving of 
$134,000, especially when, should peace not be 
concluded, we should be brought into considerable 
pecuniary loss by giving up the troops already 
raised? When our Envoys left their native 
shores they left a people fixed in their resolution 
to maintain their rights, disregarding loss of money 
or risk of life. They left a Government settled 
in its measures of preparation, and pursuing sted- 
fastly the adopted system of defence. Let no 
change interrupting this proper conduct be intro- 


duced, for baneful must be its effects on the coun- - 


cils of our foe and on the spirit of ourselves. 

The honorable member who introduced the re- 
solution candidly declared that, was he sure of suc- 
cess in our pending negotiation for peace, he would 
not have troubled the House with a business little 
in that event, and the cause of some irritation. 
The same sentiment has been repeated by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. Here, indeed, Mr. 
Chairman, I cannot but express my surprise. If 
I understand the gentleman (peace not restored) 
still he would dismiss the additional army. We 
are ina state of actual war, our property seized 
and confiscated when taken. our seamen when 


274 7 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Reduction of the Army. 


276 


January, 1800. 


captured imprisoned; and yet, in this state of ac- 
tual war, if our Envoys return, the object of their 


mission unfulfilled, our country is to be deprived |: 


of the greater part of its military force! 

On what ground rests counsel like this? I will 
not impute opinions delivered here to improper 
motives, but I must be permitted to assert that ad- 
vice so strange excites suspicions truly alarming. 
The honorable member has attempted to turn an 
argument used by my honorable friend in support 
of the resolution—that isa hazardous experiment, 
and on the present occasion certainly ineffectual. 
Suppose the case before mentioned to take effect 
when France and Great Britain shall, with the 
rest of Europe, be in a state of peace. America 
has no alliance with Great Britain. The invasion 
of ‘this country on the part of France will not be 
an object claiming the interposition of its rival 
potentate. What may not force and intrigue uni- 
ted accomplish? If not a conquest of part, the in- 
vasion may terminate in an ascendency in the 
American councils, so far as to unite France and 
America in all future operations. Thus will 
France produce an object to her all important, 
and certainly such an object, for the reasons before 
mentioned, 1s worthy of the risk, expense, and trou- 
ble of invasion. 

But it seems, at all events, regular troops are 
not necessary: militia, of themselves, are an ade- 
quate defence. This Í deny; and muchas I wish 
to see our militia placed on a respectable footing, 
much as I count on their aid whenever danger ap- 
peta yal I never can be brought to trust the 
defence of the country solely to them. The ex- 
perience of the last war justifies the opinion. Look 
at the battle of Long Island—braver men on the 
part of America were never brought into action, 
but vain was their courage. The best blood of 
America was prodigally and ineffectually expend- 
ed during the war, for want of the aid to be derived 
from discipline and skill. See whatthe same sort 
of men did at the close of the war, when properly 
trained. The battle of the Eutaws is a distin- 
guished example of the effect of discipline on the 
American soldiery. But really it is trifling with 
the Committee to press farther this truth; the his- 
tory of man, from the beginning of the world to 
this day, throughout, maintains the folly of placing 
the defence of a nation on what we call militia 
only: economy too forbids it. But, because we 
firmly maintain this truth, insinuations go forth 
inculcating a belief that we are inimical to the mil- 
itia, and friendly to a standing army. This is un- 
true and unwarranted by our declarations. We 
hold no such sentiments. We wish for the best 
and cheapest defence, and that we believe to con- 
sist of an adequate regular force, calculated for 
the occasion, and dismissed as soon as the object 
is answered ; to be seconded by seasonable rein- 
forcements from the militia. 

But, says the honorable member, let us reduce 
the army, and use the saving in augmentation of 
the navy. I very much respect this last establish- 
ment; I prefer it, and will always be ready to 
cherish and invigorate it, but not now, in the way 
suggested, nor at the expense of the army. Until 


we are assured of peace we must hold both, and I 
doubt not we shall hold both. 

But we come now to the point of pressure. The 
honorable member has given usa statement of our 
income and our outgoings—nine millions annual 
revenue; fifteen millions expenditure annually; a 
deficit of six millions. Agreed; make iteight if he 
pleases; itis a serious business, but stillitis nothing 
compared to our national resources, or the stake 
at issue. We have the consolation to know that 
our money is raised upon an equal system of tax- 
ation, that it is honestly disbursed, and that the 
people’s Government apply it to the people’s ser- 
vice, and for their good only. Talk not to us, then, 
about the expense of any measure, witha view to 
destroy a measure in itself proper and necessary ; 
especially in a contest on the successful termina- 
tion of which hangs the most important rights. 

We are a great, free, and powerful nation, and 
no gentleman can put his finger on any act of the 
American people fixing on them the imputation 
of niggardness. Whenever money is wanting for 
the public good, it will be readily given. In my 
native State (a State which I profoundly respect 
and truly love, much as I differ politically with its 
Legislature) the taxes were raised 25 per cent. at 
one dash—no difficulty attended their collection. I 
trust the American people value and respect their 
Government as much as the people of any State 
can their State Government; and I argue, there- 
fore, that the whole, for the purposes of the whole, 
will furnish money with as much alacrity as do 
a part for the purposes of a part. 

But, says the honorable member, this is the pro- 
per season to dismiss the army, for should it not 

e done until peace is made with France, it never 
will be done; amity with France will beget hos- 
tility with Great Britain. This is possible, but 1 
hopenot probable. Was itso, it certainly furnishes 
a strong argument against the resolution. We 
should want the army to repel British aggression. 
‘It is to us of no importance, as to the principle, 

what nation becomes our foe. All I wish is, to 
avoid cause of war with any; this done, it is 
enough for us to know that America hasan enemy : 
its name or color will not change my fixed resolve, 
which is to defend my country against any and 
every enemy, by true and adequate preparations. 
The honorable member contends that the twelve 
regiments form no part of the original system of 
defence, and therefore may be dismissed without 
breaking atall on thatsystem. He himself voted 
for the twelve regiments, and never considered 
them as a feature in the system we wish to hold 
inviolate. Yet the same gentleman tells us that 
the provisional army did form a part of the defen- 
sive system but being believed by himself and 
others to be unconstitutional, they substituted 
in its place the twelve regiments. Certainly the 
thing substituted must be viewed as was the 
thing whose place it assumed: of course the twelve 
regiments are properly considered as part of the 
system of defence, and the honorable member by 
his own showingis bound to unite with usin holding 
safe this substituted additional force. Again, the 
proximity of St. Domingo to our Southern States, 
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weak from theif peculiar condition, had its effect 
in producing the law forming the twelve regiments. 
A treaty has since been made with St. Domingo; 
consequently this reason no longer: operates. 

Tkaow- nothing about the supposed treaty, but 
sure Iam that no treaty we can make with St. 
Domingo can prevent France, in ease of an inva- 
sion, from using that island as the place of rendez- 
vous for the invading forces, as well as applying 
all the troops she may find there, white and black, 
in support of her views. The proximity then of 
St. Domingo is as operative now as it was at the 
time the gentleman alludes to. 

Having noticed such points in the argument 
just delivered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, I beg leave to occupy your time with some 
few observations on a part of the argument. used 
by my honorable colleague who moved the reso- 
lution. He spoke in decided terms of our fiscal 
debility, and descanted largely upon this assumed 
data. He expressly said, if I understood him, that 
such was our impoverished condition; that want 
of money would soon compel the disbandment of 
the army. Was this the case, we are fitted only 
for colonization; our ‘bosted independence is a 
mere illusion, and the blood and treasure expend- 
ed in its attainment a'wretched and useless sacri- 
fice. Was the gentleman correct, not only ought 
his resolution: obtain, but the pageantry of self 
government ought to be abandoned; this House 
ought to return to their homes and communicate 
the sad but true intelligence to our constituents, 
that they might look out for some protector, them- 
selves being inadequate to that high end. Hap- 
-pily for us, happily for our fellow citizens, my wor- 
thy colleague is entirely mistaken. Weareagreat, 
powerful, and free people, capable and ready to 


‘maintain our rights ‘and to transmit them with all; 


the expenses attending their defence to a grateful 
posterity; a posterity who, participating in the 
good derived from our toils and exertions, will 
cheerfully share in the evils accompanying the 
good, will pay their portion of loans, though bor- 
rowed at eight per cent., and even at a higher 
rate, if necessary. 

If, Mr. Chairman, the resolution on the table 
could but meet the same unanimous vote as was 
displayed on a late occasion, the rejection would 
do away all the ills its production threatens. I 
lament deeply the existence of such a proposition ; 
I wish it had rested alone in the breast of the hon- 
orable mover, bat as it has been introduced, let us 
destroy it without delay; it holds upa spirit of 
dissension at a period when the best interests of 
the nation and its true policy alike inculcate the 
sacred duty of cherishing and confirming a spirit 
of union. i : 

Mr. Nicuovas, said, from the manner in which 
the subject had been treated by the gentlemen who 
opposed the motion, the question again recurred, as 
he conceived it would, and placed itself in the po- 
sition first intended, which was, whether the army 
should now be disbanded, or whether it never 
should ; for it was apparent that, if it was not now 
done, the ingenuity of gentlemen opposed to it 
would always. on the same arguments, be able to 


‘useless an effort ? 


keep it from dismission, unless there should be a 
perfect accommodation with France. Yesterday it 
was said, by the gentleman who opposed the mo- 
tion, that the army might be so modified as to give 
a great saving of expense, and might even be dis- 
banded if the failure of negotiation did not threat- 
en new dangers; but to day such a riddance of 
it had been treated as fanatical, although sugges- 
ted by the gentleman’s honorable friend. What 
might be learned from this? Why, that whenever 
a motion should be made for disbanding this army, 
it must be considered whether there was a possi- 
bility of invasion or not. That might ever be ap- 
prehended, and yet never nearer or more probable 
than at the present moment, 

The gentleman last up (Mr. Lee) had said much 
of what this country could do in case of neces- 
sity. To show the disposition and power to meet 
danger, he cited an.act of the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia, for the purchase of arms. At the time al- 
luded to that State went farther than the gentle- 
man thought necessary, although the measure was 
a proper one even fora time of profound peace. 
But whata country could doin times when it was 
apprehensive of invasion, or actually invaded, and 
what it should do when danger is only possible, 
were two questions, entirely different. 

The gentleman last up, in order to aid the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, who pre- 
ceded him, says, that in the event of a peace be- 
tween France and England, the desire to direct 
the ecuncils of this country might produce inva- 
sion. This admits the necessity of a peace between 
France and England before the measure would be 
practicable, and supposes that then France might 
pursue her system without restraint from Great 
Britain. The gentleman, by defining the danger, 
shows more forcibly than we could that there is 
none, for, besides postponing it to a most uncertain 
event, he makes it depend on what is impossible, 
that England should be a calm spectator of the 
contest. Ido not believe our safety depends on 
either, and have only said so much to show that 
there is no necessity to guard against invasion ac- 
cording to the gentleman’s own showing. 

It was said, by the gentleman from Delaware, 
that France could have no other view than inva- 
sion if she broke up the negotiation. If this was 
the only ground on which the gentleman’s proba- 
bility of invasion could take place, it certainly 
was very unstable, and yet he adduced no other. 
This was well answered, that negotiation had fail- 
ed, and yet no invasion had taken place, nor an 
effort made to that purpose. When naticns quar- 
rel it does not follow that views of conquest are 
entertained. Very few wars end in an acquisition 
of territory, much less in the subjugation of cither 
party, and if advantages are at last gained, it is 
because the money resources of one or other are 
exhausted. 

Do we not run the risk of bringing ourselves, by 
untimely and unnecessary exertions, to a situation 
where submission to dishonorable terms may be 
necessary? Are we not in, danger of doing the 
work of our enemy, by making so imprudent and 
We shall find, by attending to 
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the contest now going on, that. both parties have 
expected its termination from the poverty of the 
other. The British Minister said, that as France 
had no regular financial system she must soon fail. 
On the other hand, France supposes that the pow- 
er of Great Britain to borrow money must be lim- 
ited, and that she could support her credit no 
longer. These expectations were so well founded 
on both sides, that in all probability they have spun 
out the war to its present length. Let us not place 
ourselves in a situation where we may be expect- 
ed to submit, from the difficulty of maintaining it. 

The gentleman says it will have an unfavorable 
effect on our Commissioners in France. What 
possible effect can ithave? . This must depend on 
the first consideration, that is, the danger of inva- 
sion. If no danger is to be apprehended in time 
of war, if no employment is likely to be given to 
the army, they surely cannot influence the negoti- 
ation. If the measures of resistance here have 
influenced the conduct of France, as gentlemen 
assert, it must be those measures which deprivethem 
of some benefits they derived from this country. 
So far from proving, by the measure now proposed, 
that our determination to resist is weakened, it 
must prove the reverse; as it will be a confirmation 
of that part of the system which can alone have 
touched them, and will give us ability,if we choose, 
toenlarge it. So far from not showing a determi- 
nation to defend ourselves at home it gives a de- 
fiance to that country. with the natural strength of 
our country, the militia, and shows that we are not 
dependent on this pitifularmy. It is this language 
I wish the resolution should speak, and nothing 
but a perversion of terms can extort any other from 
it. The gentleman says the navy is his favorite 
object. Again, sir, I say that we can preserve this 
oben! and dismiss the other, which we are not 
able to bear without unnecessary burdens; and the 
gentleman supports all the inference I make from 
parting with the army while other measures are 
supported, when he confesses that the army is the 
least important. Will it not have a worse effect 
on our Commissioners to know that we sent them 
away under appearances of great military strength, 
which they know we are unable to keepup? The 
consequence will be a supposition that we have 
now stretched every nerve, and must soon relax. 
But take the measure proposed, and you will say 
“we have shown our determination of defence as 
far as danger showed itself; what is no longer ne- 
cessary we disband.” This, I believe, is the true 
effect of it. 

The gentleman, in the outset, disclaimed any re- 
gard to popular feelings on the subject.. I know 
not what the general opinion is, and therefore can- 
not be suspected of conforming to it; I know that 
in my part of the country the people are deter- 
mined to bearall the expense that is necessary, but I 
hope that they require us to give up all unneces- 
sary expenses and to spend their money only on 
useful objects. Ido believe that nothing but a 
determination in the people to prevent all expenses 
which do not appear to be absolutely necessary, 
will prevent the lavishing of public money upon 
useless objects, or even preserve a Republican Gov- 


ernment among us. I am sure that nothing but a 
principle of economy will secure to us the happi- 
ness-we enjoy. 

All the gentlemen who had been up, Mr. N. said, 
had stated his opinion to be that it was impossible 
for the country to bear the expense. Perhaps, he 
said, he had stated it in too strong terms; ifit were 
conceived to mean that it was impossible for this 
country in any event to-bear the expense, he would 
declare he meant no such thing. He knew the 
country would bear very much in case of invasion. 
For himself, he would go the full length in patri- 
otism with any gentleman in the House on such 
an event. My.opinion was and’ is now, said Mr. 
N., that the expense is greater than can be borne 
with propriety ; that its continuance now is un- 
necessary, and would deprive us of means which 
would be more properly retained until the danger 
was in prospect. It is the uselessness and misap- 
plication of the expense I meant, and that ground 
I still maintain. 

The gentleman from Delaware stated. that the 
resolution could only be founded on a confidence 
in the disposition of the French towards this. coun- 
try in the negotiation. I disclaim any impressions 
of this kind; I know of no such thing... On. the 
contrary I act on a supposition of the possible fail- 
ure of that negotiation. I repeat, with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that if I was certain 
of the good success of that measure I should not 
think it worth agitating the House for; I would 
now withdraw it if I could ascertain that fact. 
But I press it upon the Committee because, in case 
of the failure of the negotiation, the increase of 
passion on this floor would be so great that, though 
the expense might be equally useless, it would be 
impossible to retrench our expenses. It is im- 
possible for me to adopt the opinion of the gentle- 
man from Delaware, and say that we invite them 
to invasion by disbanding our troops. We do not 
leave the country defenceless; he cannot believe 
any such thing, because the contrary is apparent. 
We only want the expense taken from an object 
where it is useless, and where it has done no good, 
and if necessary, place it on another, which we 
will agree deserves a preference to the army. Let 
gentlemen say. what they will on our state of se- 
curity, they must still acknowledge that our. prin- 
cipal defence against invasion from France, or any 
other Power, is in our own natural means, the 
peopie. This cannot be questioned. We have 
large claims on France for depredations commit- 
ted on us; we know not the result of our demand. 
France may refuse us peace, from an unwilling- 
ness to make compensation. If her animosity 
should still continue against this country, it is not 
likely that it would ever show itself in any way 
but that hitherto practised—invasion is not to be 
apprehended. 

The only specious argument which has been 
used is the trifling expense of these troops for two 
or three months. For this time I could bear the 
expense willingly; but, sir, it is the expense for 
two or three years that this Committee is called to 
vote upon, for the reasons already given. It isthe 
system of borrowing money to pay these troops, 
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which we deprecate. This system of borrow- 
ing money to pay the interest of money borrowed 
before (which must soon be the case) will inevi- 
tably hurry us to ruin and bankruptcy. Unless, 
therefore, we can with propriety lay new taxes 
on our people, it is a duty we owe to our constit- 
uents to stop this among other unnecessary ex- 
penses. . 

- The gentleman from Delaware (Mr. Bayarp) 
supposes the French Government will think that 
we are either too poor to bear the expense, that we 
are foolishly versatile, or that there is a party in 
our country to support their views. I wish the 
gentleman would prove that the rejection of the 
resolution would not have the effect to prove our 
foolishness in continuing a great needless expense. 
Sir, is a nation never to alter its course? Is it 
never to determine whether it has done right or 
wrong, and change its system? Is it to persevere 
in doing the very work of its enemy, and never to 
retrench an expense, though ever so extravagant? 
This is the way I would wish to see the question 
explained, and on this we are called to vote. 

‘The next impression contemplated was that we 
are too poor to continue our defensive system. 
How can this be, since it divulges nothing new? 
What better publication can be made than the ad- 
vertisements of the Treasury Department to bor- 
row five millions upon a revenue of nine? Is not 
this notorious? It would be folly to expect any 
operation from the use ofa fact already well known. 
The third effect the gentleman conceived it would 
have, was, to give the belief that a party favorable 
to French views were in this country. Idid.sup- 
pose that this topie was exhausted, and that we 
should hear no more on that head, of which we have 
heard so much. This subject is so completely 
exhausted that I do not believe there are any ears 
to receive it. But would beg the gentleman to 
inform us how, if there was danger under this cir- 
cumstance, they would recommend the House to 
act? Why, I suppose give up all their opinions to 
them, and sacrifice all their views for the good of 
the country, to prevent France acting under such 
a deception. The consequence of this is evidently 
to keep down the freedom of opinion, and to de- 
stroy the usefulness of every member who is afraid 
of being called by the gentleman a French partisan. 
I am not afraid of this impression, and therefore, 
as I think the motion right, it is not the clamors 
of that side of the House, nor their imaginary dan- 
gers, that will prevent me.acting up to my duty. 

The gentleman from Delaware concludes by 
supposing that France would establish this very 
measure if she had superintendence over our coun- 
cils. This would lead us back again to inquire 
into the danger of invasion, and the propriety of 
keeping up a standing army for an event which 
nobody says is more than possible. I am sure 
there is no apprehension of invasion in a great 
majority of the members of this House. If the 
question was now agitated whether this army 
should be raised, if it was not now in existence, 
there would be two-thirds of the members of the 
House against it, because they would conceive it 
unnecessary. I would appeal to the reason of 


gentlemen whether the same opinion must not 
now strike them, and with some force, in favor of- 
disbanding this useless army. If there is no dan- 
ger of invasion, in the opinion of the Committee, 
they must vote in favor of the motion. 

Mr. Macon.—Finding that the Committee are 
determined to have the question, and that the only 
thing that a minority can do is to speak, he should 
give his sentiments on the subject. The question 
isintimately connected with our state of finance, 
and it would not be improper to consider it in that 
view. In the opinion of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Les) and some others, the borrowing of 
five or six millions was a trifling thing, we might 
leave it for our children to pay. This is unjust; 
if we contract a debt, we ought to pay it, and not 
leave it to our children. The actions of Govern- 
ment are often compared to those of an individual; 
and what should we think of a father, who would 
run in debt, and leave it to his children to pay ? 
But the want of money is not to be regarded. To 
be sure it is much easier to vote money, than to 
lay taxes, because the people do not directly feel 
the vote, but if taxed they must instantly know it; 
therefore loaning is the way mostly practised. But 
the time is now come when we begin to feel that 
our revenue from imports and tonnage is not so 
great as it was last year.. One reason for this is 
the low price of produce. The value of the ex- 
ports must in some measure regulate the imports ; 
and the great decrease in value of our produce in 
Europe, must make the capital employed less. 
When gentlemen say that the American people 
will put everything at stake, and make great sacri- 
fices to support their independence, I agree with 
them; but this is not at stake, and you must con- 
vince them, that the expense is necessary. How- 
ever willing they may be to pay their taxes, their 
ability can only be in proportion to the price of 
their produce, and as produce is now ata low 
price, it will be difficult for many of them to pay. 

Notwithstanding the great increase of capital 
which the gentleman told us of, from eighteen to 
fifty millions, yet we have been obliged with all 
this increase to borrow money, and now are told 
we want somewhere about five millions more this 
year. We were told that the people are fond of 
economy, this is true, and I have no doubt they 
will willingly pay all the taxes that we can con- 
vince them are necessary ; but ought we not to save 
allt he expenses which are not absolutely neces- 
sary, especially when we have a very important 
money concern to settle with another powerful na- 
tion, with whom you may havea great demand ; 
and, if you do, where is the money to satisfy it? I 
suppose the gentlemen will say anciher loan; but 
where is the interest to come from? We cannot 
make money here by any means but work; labor 
is our only resource; therefore our money con- 
cerns ought to be well husbanded. 

Mr. M. said if he could have heard any proof 
of the argument of gentlemen, or that any good 
purpose could be obtained by keeping the army, 
he should have been silent on the subject; but this 
had not been proved. ‘To calculate any effect that 
these troops might produce on a distant enemy, 
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was wrong; because nations would calculate the | same men would enlist again for the bounty, pay, 
strength and resources of nations, and not on any | and clothes; and expect to be again discharged in 
smallarmy. Could it be supposed that any nation | a few months; and this might also induce others 
would conceive that because we had but twelve or | toenlist. But, whenever anarmy is really wanted, 
fifteen thousand men in arms, that we had no more | the patriotism of the people will always supply the 
than that number, or could raise no more? No, | emergency. : 3 
it could not. Gentlemen calculated on another loan, but were 
If the British, during the war, had conceived | they certain that we could make another, even at 
that our regular army was all the strength of the| eight per cent., or at any rate? Might not the 
county, they would not, perhaps, have so soon | present state of. the commercial world, so replete 
given up the contest. We were then obliged to| with large failures, prevent the possibility of one; 
bring our forces to every place of danger; and if| and suppose the army should be kept up, on the 
any nation should invade our country, we should | presumption that one will be made, and, when you 
have again to repel the enemy in the same way. | make the attempt; that you fail; would not the 
It is most prudent now to save all the money we | event be disastrous, and: what. would become of 
possibly can, while the danger of an invasion can- | our credit then? It is possible that the derange- 
not be apprehended, in order to enable us with | ment of. trade in Europe might prevent the pos- 
more ease to. meet the enemy; for, if we get our- | sibility of a loan being made there, and whatever 
selves poor while the enemy is at a distance, we | might be the patriotism of the people, in such times, 
shall be obliged to resort to enormous taxes if he | they would be obliged to take care at home, and 
should really come to our doors. make good their own contracts, before they could 
[Mr. Carste observing the membersin general | venture to lend money to the Government; per- 
engaged in private conversation, and not only in- | haps our moneyed men would thinkitimprudent to 
attentive themselves but preventing other gentle-| part with their cash, before they knew the result 
men hearing, expressed his opinion of their ill beha- | of these failures. : 
viour. On the Chairman obtaining order, Mr. Ma- | The gentleman from Virginia certainly furnish- 
con proceeded.] ed an argumentagainst himself when he mention- 
Mr. M. disregarded such conduct, for, said he, we | ed the importance of America, in the two wars to 
have two privileges, one to speak. the other not| which he alluded. It could not be supposed for a- 
to hear; it did not disturb him. The principal | moment, that France, if she wished the friendship 
dependence, he said, must be in the militia, not- | of this country, would invade it, unless she expect- 
withstanding the little confidence some gentlemen jed conquest; which would be an illusive idea; 
appear to have in them. He did not wish nor in- | indeed she could not suppose any chance for con- 
tend to take the least honor from the valiant men | quest. The fate of an invading enemy marching 
who were engaged in the brilliant action of the | through the country last war, would undoubtedly 
Eutaws, but he could not forget the unrivalled | be a sufficient warning to any nation not to make: 
valor of our citizens at the battle of King’s Moun- | the attempt, for if it did, the consequence would be 
tain, where there was nota single regular engaged, | the same, it would be cut off and their vain at- 
but men who left their homes on the spur of the | tempts rendered fruitless. f 
moment, and conquered regular troops, which were |- The gentleman from Delaware asked whether 
commanded by an able and experienced officer, so | you would send out men not disciplined, nor or- 
that none escaped either death or capture. ganized, and without even arms, against men 
The burden of the expense of regular troops, as | learned in military tactics. Mr. M.said it appear- 
well as all other expenses of the Government, Mr. | ed to him very different from that representation ; 
M. said, fell heaviest on the laboring poor. The | the knowledge of the use of a gun was universal ; 
rich would not feel the weight of taxes, but the | he hag never seen an American who could not 
poor certainly would. When money came into | shoot, and that was the principal use of a gun. 
the Treasury it would not be useful to employ | So much had they a natural kind of practice over 
it to support this army. Money is the very sinew| Europeans in general. There could not be a 
of war; if, therefore, we use it unnecessarily in | doubt but if the young men were got together they 
time of peace, it must be wanted if war should | would be soldiers immediately, for, understanding 
ever come. No gentleman could say, that the mo- | the use of arms, they would easily be disciplined. 
ney spent in supporting this army would be for | As, therefore, he apprehended no danger, and if 
any serviceable purpose, except it might be so con- | there was danger an easy remedy could be applied ; 
sidered just about the cantonments of the troops, | and, as it was more proper to save money than to 
where the money will be scattered, and thereby | waste it on a useless object, he should vote in fa- 
enable the neighborhood to pay their taxes more | vor of the motion. l 
easily; but, in a general view, it must be consid-} When Mr. Macon sat down, the Committee 
ered as wasted. If he had not heard gentlemen | rose and had leave to sit again. 


of such profound talents speak as to its usefulness, | RESPECT TO THE ME 
Mr. M. said, he should have thought that no man WASUNOFCN PE GENERAT 


considered the army ofany service whatever. aaa i 

It had been said that it would be difficult to get e Sr oe nome 
another army if it. should be wanted some time! Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
hence, and you now disband this.. The very con- Gentlemen of the House of Representatives - 
trary appeared to Mr.M. to be the fact, for the very | In compliance with the request in one of the resolu- 
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tious of Congress, of the twenty-first of December last» 
I transmitted a copy of those resolutions, by my Secretary, 
Mr. Shaw, to Mrs. Washington, assuring her of the pro- 
found respect’ Congress will ever bear to her person and 
character; of their condolence in the late afflicting dis- 
pensation of Providence; and entreating her assent to 
the interment of the remains of General Gzorcx Wasu- 
INGTON, in the manner expressed in the first resolution. 
As the sentiments of that virtuous lady, not less beloved 
by this nation than she is at present greatly afflicted, 
can never be so well expressed as in her own words, I 
transmit to Congress her original letter. 

It would be an attempt of too much delicacy to make 
any comments upon it; but, there can be no doubt that 
_ the nation at large, as well as all the branches of the 
Government, will be highly gratified by any arrange- 
ment which may diminish the sacrifice she makes of 
her individual feelings. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unirep States, January 8, 1800. 


3 


The letter referred to in the said Message is as 
follows : 
“Mount Vernon, December 31, 1799. 


Sır: While I feel, with keenest anguish, the late dis- 
pensation of Divine Providence, I cannot be insensible 
to the mournful tributes of respect and veneration which 
are paid to the memory of my dear deceased husband ; 
and, as his best services and most anxious wishes were 
always devoted to the welfare and happiness of his coun- 
try, to know that they were truly appreciated and grate- 
fully remembered affords no inconsiderable consolation. 

Taught, by that great example which I have so long 
had before me, never to oppose my private wishes to 
the public will, I must consent to the request made by 
Congress, which you have had the goodness to transmit 
to me; and, in doing this, I need not, I cannot, say 
what a sacrifice of individual feeling I make to a sense 
of public duty. 

With grateful acknowledgments and unfeigned thanks 
for the personal respect and evidences of condolence ex- 
pressed by Congress’and yourself, I remain, very respect- 
fully, sir, your most obedient, humble servant, 

MARTHA WASHINGTON.” 


The said Message, and letter accompanying the 
same, were read, and ordered to be referred to the 
joint committee appointed the nineteenth ultimo, 
on. receipt of the intelligence of the death of Gen- 
eral Georce WASHINGTON, to prepare and report 
measures suitable to the occasion. 


Tururspay, January 9. 


A petition of Nathaniel Whitaker, of the town 
of Bath, in the State of Massachusetts, was pre- 
sented to the House and read, praying that he may 
be allowed to receivea reasonable part of the pro- 
ceeds from the sale of a certain vessel engaged in 
the slave trade, in consideration of the exertions 
which he made and expenses he incurred in pro- 
curing her condemnation, in consequence of a 
breach of the act, entitled “ An act to prohibit the 
carrying on the slave trade from the United States 
to any foreign place or country.” 

Ordered, Vhat the said petition be referred to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, with instruction to 
examine the matter thereof, and report the same, 
with his opinion thereupon, to the House. 
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The House again resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the motion for a repeal of cer- 
tain parts of the acts relative to the Army, passed 
the sixteenth of July, one thousind seven hundred 
and ninety-eight, and the third of March, one thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety-nine. 

Mr. Nicnoison observed, that when the mem- 
ber from Delaware (Mr. Bayarp) rose yesterday, 
he infornyed the Committee that he was not sur- 
prised at the introducticn of this resolution; he 
believed it to be a part of asystem which for sev- 
eral years had existed, the object of which was 
to debilitate and degrade the Government of this 
country ; and, believing it to bea part of that sys- 
tem, he was not surprised at the quarter from which 
it came... When gentlemen undertook to crimi- 
nate the motives of others, Mr. N. said, it would be 
well if they would offer some evidence of the purity 
of their own; and he trusted that the gentleman 
from Delaware would find considerable difficulty 
in convincing not only this Committee, but the 
public at large, that his motives were more pure 
and patriotic than those of other members who 
differed with him in opinion, 

It must be recollected, Mr. N. said, that when 
the mover of this resolution called it up for the 
consideration of the House, he expressed a wish 
that it might be discussed with temper and mod- 
eration, and that the acrimony which had existed 
too much in former sessions might not make its 
appearance on the present. The resolution was 
not proposed for the purpose of inflaming the 
House, but merely to correct an undue and useless 
expense. An expression of this wish, Mr. N. said, 
he did hope would have protected the friends of 
the resolution from those general imputations 
which the member from Delaware had thrown 
out against them; but, instead of a cool and tem- 
perate discussion, instead of a calm and dispassion- 
ate train of reasoning, the gentleman had indulged 
himself in a furious invective against his oppo- 
nents, which might have been more rationally ex- 
pected from a member of that rapacious and fa- 
natical Government which the honorable member 
had described as existing beyond the Atlantic, and 
against which a principal part of his execrations 
were directed. AsI disapprove of this conduct in 
the gentleman, said Mr. N., I shall endeavor to pur- 
sue a different line. While I deliver my opinions, 
I trust I shall not cease to respect the opinions of 
others. I am willing to believe that although 
other gentlemen may pursue a different road from 
me, yet that they are actuated by motives equally 
patriotic; that they are using their exertions for 
the attainment of the same end, although they 
might think other means the most likely to accom- 
plish it; and that all have in view the same ob- 
jects—the honor and welfare, the happiness and 
prosperity of the country. 

Nor, Mr. N. said, did he think it necessary to 
pursue the gentleman through his historical wind- 
ings relative to the different negotiations which had 
been attempted with the French Directory, be- 
cause he did not think that any argument, either 
for or against the adoption of the resolution, could 
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be drawn from that source. He was willing to 
admit that the conduct of France towards this 
country had excited one general sentiment of in- 
dignation against them in the people of America, 


and had produced a unanimous zeal for the main- | 


tenance of American honor and independence. 
But what did that prove?. Nothing more than 
that the people were willing to expend their mo- 
ney in support of their rights ; but surely it did not 
go to prove that they were willing to throw away 
their money in support of an object of useless ex- 
pense—an army which could not be brought to 
act against their enemies. If the gentleman had 
gone on a little farther in the history of this busi- 
ness, he might have shown that of latethe French 
had acted a different part, and were now offering 
us that “olive branch” which in a moment of 
frenzy they had trodden under foot. The President 
of the United States had wisely embraced their 
offers of accommodation, and had sent Envoys 
for the purpose. of treating with them, which step 
he believed:met with general approbation, with an 
allowance for a few exceptions only. 

The member from Virginia, (Mr. Marsuatt,) 
who first rose in opposition to this resolution, had 
taken a position which Mr. N. said he thought 
had been fully remarked on by a gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. GaLuatin;) but he discovered 
in the subsequent part of the debate yesterday, 
that it had produced a powerful effect on the minds 
of some members, particularly on the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania(Mr. Harriny:) The posi- 
tion which I refer to, said Mr. N., is, that a mid- 
dle ground might be taken, and the system might 
be supported ata less expense. By this, sir, I pre- 
sume that it was meant that the number of the 
twelve regiments might be reduced, or that the 
enlistments might be stopped; an idea which I 
have heard thrown out by some. This argument 
or position, whatever it might be called, Mr. N. 
said, would prove more perhaps than gentlemen 
were aware of. 

He presumed that when the law passed for rais- 
ing these troops, it was not in the idea of any 
gentleman to employ them out of the limits of these 
States; that they were only to be employed to re- 
pel an invading enemy, or to check their progress 
after a landing had been effected. If one or both 
of these were the objects, it would be well to in- 
quire whether these 10,000 men, if already raised, 
would be equal to the task allotted to them. He 
imagined that no gentleman would contend that 
they were. If at this moment intelligence should 
be received that there was a French fleet on the 
coast, with French troops on board, could the Ex- 
ecutive of our Government determine on that 
point of the coast at which our force should con- 
centrate? Surely not. They must rely upon the 
native strength of the country, the militia of that 
part against which the attack would be directed, 
and these troops might afterwards come in to sup- 
port them. If the French Government was to 
send an army here it would be an efficient one, 
calculated to act with vigor, and to do very exten- 
sive mischief; it would not be such a one as could 
be checked by a small force, only 10,000 strong. 


‘From this view of the subject it must be conceded, 


—and indeed the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Les) had conceded the point—that these forces 
would not be sufficient either to repel an invading 
enemy, or to check it after the invasion was com- 
plete. And yet gentleman argue for the necessity 
of keeping up some force to repél an invasion, 
when at the same time they will agree to reduce 
a force which they acknowledge is already incom- 
petent for the purposes which they themselves wish 
to keep them for. With what face can gentlemen 
declare that they are apprehensive of an invasion, 
when in the same breath they also declare their 
willingness to reduce a force which they acknow- 
ledge is too small to:repel an invasion? Can it 
be possible that they feel these apprehensions,.and 
yet are willing to lessen their means of defence ?: 
Sir, said Mr. Ñ., it would-be more reasonable to 
suppose, if gentlemen really believe ‘there is dan- 
ger ofan invasion from France, that they should 
be anxious to increase, and not. diminish, our. Mil- 
itary Establishment; but they. affect to believe 
there is danger and yet say they will agree to re- 
duce our strength. The circumstance. of these 
gentlemen being willing to reduce the army must 
prove one of two things; either that they do not 
believe there is any danger of invasion, or, if they 
do believe it, they do not think the army is caleu- 
lated to defend the country. In either case, there- 
fore, by keeping it up, we incur unnecessary ex- 
pense, by applying our resources to useless objects, 
and weaken our finances, without a prospect of de- 
riving any benefit from the measure. If there is 
no danger of invasion we ought to‘disband the ar- 
my, and if weare to continue at war with France, 
it will enable us to apply more money on such ob- 
jects as can be brought to operate with more effect 
against her. 

I cannot conceive, sir, said Mr, N., what possible 
inducements France could have to invade Amer- 
ica; I can see no advantages which she could de- 
rive from an invasion. Let gentlemen look back 


-to the situation of France at the commencement 


of her Revolution, and compare it with the pre- 
sent state of things. She then had colonies abroad; 
the East and West Indies acknowledged her em- 
pire; her finances were at least in as good a situa- 
tion as at present; her enemies were neither so 
humerous nor so powerful; and yet the. conse- 
quence has been that her colonies are sacrificed and. 
there is not one of them that she can with any 
confidence look to, as forming a part of her domin- 
ions. Her territory at home has indeed been in- 
creased, but her foreign possessions are either con- 
quered by her enemies orarein a state of indepen- 
dence. Canitbe possible then that France would 
send a force across the Atlantic to attack a coun- 
try which she could have no hope of retaining even 

if she could conquer it; or is it not more probable, 

if she had the force to spare, that she would em- 

ploy it for the purpose of regaining her former pos- 
sessions? The island of St. Domingo would. be 
worth the trouble and expense of conquest, if it 

could be afterwards secured; but, sir, I am in- 

clined to believe that the European Powers begin 

to doubt the policy of foreign dominions. 
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Two or three gentlemen who had opposed the 
motion, Mr. N. said, had drawn what they sup- 
posed to. be strong arguments, in their favor, from 


the relative situation of America in the wars of 


’56 and.’76. He took a concise view of the con- 
tending Powers in the war of ’56, and stated that 
France, Austria, Russia and Sweden, were ar- 
ranged in battle against Prussia and England, 
with her dependencies; America was of course 
in the scale of Britain. After a war of seven 
years, in which much blood was shed and much 
treasure expended, the Treaty of Paris was con- 
cluded, which though’said by some malcontents 
in England not to beso favorable to Britain as she 
hada right to expect, yet, considering that the war 
commenced in America between the French and 
English colonies about their respective rights, may 
fairly be called an advantageous treaty to Eng- 
land, as she had considerable cessions made her 
on the continent of America. In the war of ’76 
America took a different position, and was ar- 
ranged on the side of France.. The events of the 
war, he said, were too well known to require any 
statement from him, and Britain was crippled 
not only in her finances, but very much injured 
in her foreign possessions. All this he was will- 
ing to admit arose from the importance of America 
being thrown into the scale of one or other of the 
contending Powers. What, Mr. N. asked, are the 
respective situations of France and Great Britain 
at the present day ? France is contending almost 
against the whole world; her power and that of 
Britain are equally balanced; the one victorious 
by. land, the other by sea. If, then, America is 
thus all important to these rival nations, and her 
acquisition to either would gain a preponderance 
to the scale; would it not be the height of madness 
in France to attempt an invasion of America, 
when such an act must be attended with the neces- 
sary consequence of uniting America to Britain in 
the contest, of throwing us into the arms of the 
enemies to Hrance; or,in the language of gentle- 
men, would not America by this measure be thrown 
into the scale of Great Britain; and, reasoning 
from analogy, would not France be subject to dis- 
asters similar to those produced by the war of 1756? 
There could be no doubt that America, would take 
up arms against France in the event of an inva- 
sion, unless indeed, as had been insinuated, there 
should be a party here strong enough to lay our 
independence under foot. . 
The gentleman from Delaware had asked if 
France had not men enough and ships enough for 
the purposes of invasion? Mr. N. said he ac- 
knowledged France was very populous, that her 
inhabitants were vastly numerous in her own 
country, and the acquisition of Belgium made 
them much more so. It might at the first view 
be supposed that they had men to spare, but what 
had been their situation the last campaign? They 
were not in want of able generals; they were not 
in want of ammunition or anything else but men, 
and therefore the consequence was disastrous to 
her until the latter part of the campaign, when 
her conscripts went out, and then from her suffi- 
ciency of men she conquered. From this it must 
6th Con.—10 


appear that she has no-men to spare, nor had she, 
a short time past, enough for her own service. 
Has she not ships enough? was the next ques- 
tion. She has to be sure her own fleet, and that 
of Spain in Brest harbor, but does she not want 
these fleets for other purposes? She requires all 
she can procure to be a check upon the enormous 
fleets of Great Britain. There can be no doubt, 
but that the same wisdom and policy which have 
hitherto guided the affairs of France, will induce 
her to keep her fleets at home until opportunity 
should offer to execute a project which she has 
re professed to abandon—the invasion of Ire- 
and. 

If France ever should have views of invading 
America, this is the most unlikely of any period 
whatever. She has at home as much as she can 
do, and it is very unlikely that she will send a 
large army and fleet 3,000 miles on an expedition 
which at best is uncertain, and if its success was 
certain, her means to protect her acquisition must 
inevitably fail. If there ever will be such an idea, 
it will be at a moment of peace, when all Europe 
are in quiet, and America in no state of prepara- 
tion against an invasion. But I trust this event 
will never take place, even in that state of Europe. 
But how far would this state of alarm carry us ? 
Certainly farther than any gentleman would wish. 
We should not only now be in a state of prepara- 
tion, but ever hereafter. If invasion was always 
to be apprehended, (which it must be, on the same 
arguments which gentlemen now use,) we must 
always be ready to meet it, and the continuation 
of this army is defensible upon the same prin- 
ciples. Our preparation must continue in propor- 
tion to our European connexions, because we shall 
always be proportionably engaged in European 
contests. We never can form a new connexion 
with any Power but we shall be more or less en- 
gaged in her quarrels. But since we are in this 
situation, we must abide by the consequences. If 
then it is necessary to keep up the army at this 
time, can we look forward to any future time in 
which we can safely part with it? I can see no 
moment, said Mr. N., when we shall not be in 
equal danger, and if in equal danger equal prepa- 
ration will be contended for. We must, therefore, 
at all times, whether in peace or war, keep up the 
armament to repel invasion, not only from France, 
but every other Power in Europe, and then we 
shall be compelled to admit the dangerous doc- 
trine of keeping up a standing army in time of 
peace. ‘ 

It was said by some gentlemen, that the provi- 
sion for raising thesé 10,000 men had already pro- 
duced a good effect upon France, in changing her 
conduct towards us. It had been truly stated by 
a gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Nichouas) that 
the law for raising these troops passed in July 
*98, and that the overtures for negotiation on the 
part of France were made in the ensuing August ; 
so that this was no argument. But, independent 
of this fact, let me beg gentlemen to look back on 
the conduct of France. At what period has she 
been alarmed? When has she shrunk froma con- 
test with her enemies? Have preparations of war 
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in other countries produced conciliatory proposi- 
tions on the part of France; or has not her spirit 
always roused into action in proportion to the 
martial disposition of her neighbors? Take a 
view, said Mr. N., of the immense combinations 
lately formed against her—did they alarm her? 
Has she not supported herself against a world in 
arms; and has she not always been more terrible 
in proportion. to the numbers she: has had to con- 
tend with? Call to mind the preparations made 
against her by Great Britain in the year 1792; did 
France then shrink from the contest? No, sir, on 
the contrary, she anticipated the intentions of 
Great Britain, and, instead of waiting for acts of 
hostility against herself, declared war on her own 
part, in February, 1793, against the most powerful 
nation in the world. Can it be supposed then that 
France would be alarmed at our small force of 
10,000 men only, at the distance, too, of 3,000 miles 
across the Atlantic—when we had not the means 
of transporting them to a situation where they 
could act against her—when she was not alarmed 
at preparations infinitely more extensive forming 
even on her own borders? Surely not, sir; and 
to this we cannot attribute the pacific disposition 
of France. 

The argument of the gentleman from Delaware, 
that this measure would be dictated by the Direc- 
tory, if they could govern our councils, he thought 
equally unapt with several others. If, Mr. N. said, 
the Directory wished to weaken the country, and 
could guide our councils, they would advise not 
only a continuance of the army, but the raising of 
more troops. They would advise us to expend 
our money upon useless objects, thereby to cripple 
our finances as much as possible, and then indeed 
we might be an easy prey, when the people were 
so loaded with taxes and debts that they were in- 
different as to what Government they lived under. 
On the other hand, the wise step they thought 
would be to husband our resources, to let our peo- 
ple live easy and happy, to attach them to the 
Government; to make no new loans, to impose 
no new taxes, and then we should always be pre- 
pared for war when either the honor or interest of 
the country required it: 

Upon the whole, Mr. N. said, in every view he 
could give this subject, it appeared to him that by 
keeping up this army we incurred a useless ex- 
pense, which the country ought to get clear of as 
soon as possible; and more particularly so, when 
money is wanted for other purposes. If, said he, 
I could believe that we were in danger from any 
foreign Power whatever; if fora moment I could 
suppose that France meditated an attack upon our 
independence, I would go as far in the expendi- 
ture both of public and private property as any 
gentleman in this House; I would join heart and 
hand in raising forces and equipping fleets. With 
the gentleman from Delaware, I should be ready 
to exclaim, “millions for defence, but not a cent 
for tribute!’ Not believing so, I shall give my 
hearty assent to the resolution. 

Mr. Sueparp said, he did not rise with a view 
of lengthening the debate, nor did he intend to 
follow the gentlemen who favored the resolution, 


but he could not avoid being struck with one po- 
sition they had taken with respect to the expense: 
he therefore should makea few observations on 
what had fallen from them on that subject. The 
gentlemen had taken exceedingly broad ground in 
the defence of the resolution, and. had advanced 
many strange positions, but that respecting our 
finances was the most extraordinary—that the 
United States were in such a situation as to be un- 
able to support the small army contemplated! 
He thought this could not require an answer; he 
therefore should proceed to another. argument 
which has been used, which was, that the army 
was not wanted, for the militia were a competent 
defence.in case of invasion, or whatever could take 

lace.. This had been so ably spoken to, that he 
did not flatter himself to think he could add any- 
thing thereto, but he should make an observation 
or two. ; 

It had been said that the expense was useless, 
and if an army should be necessary at'any time it 
could be raised. But did gentlemen consider the 
expense of raising men? Each of these 3,500 men 
had received at least twelve dollars bounty ; to 
disband them would be to lose that money entire- 
ly, besides. discipline and clothing. Should it be 
necessary to raise another army a short time hence, 
the whole of that money must be again provided. 
Mr. S. said he would place as much dependence 
as any gentleman within those walls on the valor 
of the militia, and would pay them every respect 
due to their services, but, if he could possibly call 
gentlemen’s attention to realize the situation of 
Massachusetts in 1775, when attacked by the Eng- 
lish, he thought they would not conceive their ser- 
vices against a well disciplined army to be so great. 
Few gentlemen ever witnessed sucha scene of 
consternation and general distress as pervaded the 
whole country. Murder, plunder, and general 
devastation, were spread through the country. 
Every man who. possessed arms was called out, 
but though their number was great, yet, having no 
general officer to lead them, vast numbers of lives 
were thrown away, and only for the want of afew 
well disciplined troops for them to rally rouud, 
and lead the army. 

Very material advantages, Mr. S. thought, would 
arise from a continuation of the army at this time. 
Our very independence is concerned. And shall 
we value five millions of dollars at as high a rate 
as our independence? He trusted not. In addi- 
tion to that inestimable blessing, it is possible that 
the lives of many brave men and officers may be 
thrown away for want of expending a little money; 
for very little would be necessary to keep these 
men for afew months. Let us pursue the path 
we have taken and keep our defensive system in 
the same situation, if we wish for an honorable 
peace. Hold fast that which is good, and I believe 
we shall be saved. But if, on the other hand, we 
recede from these measures, when they are want- 
ed we shall not have them, and, for want of well 
applied strength, numbers may perish who would 
otherwise have lived. If, therefore, we study hu- 
manity, or policy, or prosperity and peace, let us, 
with a noble unanimity, reject the motion, which 
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will make a good impression of our strength on 
our enemies: 

Mr. R. WiLurams said, that if the gentleman 
who had just sat down (Mr. Sueparn) thought 
there would be a unanimous vote, he must rely 
very much on the force of what he had advanced, 
for he certainly had the best proofs to the contrary. 
He said it had been observed that those gentlemen 
who were in favor of the general system of de- 
fence, ought to vote for a continuation of the army 
as a part of it; he did not think so, because gen- 
tlemen who then viewed the measure as necessary, 
might now see such a change in affairs as to make 
them alter their opinions. However, he would 
say, were he one of those in favor of that system, 
he saw nothing which would induce him to alter 
his opinion, for he saw no necessity at that time 
to warrant raising this army, nor at this time to 
keep it up. 

By attending to the arguments of gentlemen 
opposed to the resolutions on your table, it would 
appear, that it went to the destruction of the whole 
system of defence. It could not bé viewed in that 
light by an impartial mind. ` If it were so, Mr W. 


said, he should hesitate before he voted in favor of 


it: the resolution, he said, applied to that system, 
was only to make a deduction of the variation in 
it; trifling as it related to system, but important 
in itself. Would gentlemen pretend to say that no 


change in public measures ought to be made? If 


so, the House ought to be careful how they pro- 
ceeded. In order to properly appreciate the argu- 
ments against the resolution, it might not be amiss 
to take notice of the arguments which were made 
use of to carry this law in the House when it was 
passed. Invasion was then the cry, but near two 
years had elapsed and no invasion had been at- 
tempted, nor, he believed, thought of. 

Internal disturbances were likewise apprehended, 
but no such thing had appeared, worth notice; but 
it was necessary to keep up the alarm. After a 
former negotiation with France had failed to ac- 
commodate differences, invasion was supposed to 
be the intention of France. These steps were 
therefore taken to guard against it. No invading 
foe has been heard of. A negotiation is now again 
set on foot, the same alarm is spread, but we are 
not to believe those gentlemen’s aprehensions are 
well founded ; therefore we will not trust to them; 
they have failed once, they may fail again. We 
have the benefit of experience for our guide, which 
teaches the apprehensions of an invasion to be ill- 
founded. The only argument urged by those who 
opposed the resolution, which had any weight with 
me, said Mr. W.—and I declare I have given the 
subject all the consideration in my power—was 
the possibility of this measure having an influence 
on the negotiation now pending with France; 
and, inasmuch as I cannot, on mature reflection, 
think that it would have any effect of that kind, 
I cannot think it necessary to keep up the army, 
and therefore shall vote for the resolution. 

How is it probable that it could affect or injure 
the pending negotiation with France? Sir, I think 
it would have a very contrary tendency. It ap- 
pears to me it would rather promote the negotiation. 


It would rather put it in the power of our Envoys 
to say to the French Government, “You see what 
our Governmentis determinedto do; when you will 
not give us an audience, and continue hostile, they 
are determined to defend; but when you show a 
contrary disposition they immediately relax, and 
are disposed to meet you.” This appears to me 
to be the language of reason. Farther, it would 
prove that on an emergency, or when we chose, 
we could get an army, but when that necessity is 
over, we can say to them “return to your homes 
and employments, we can do without you.” This, 
and not an unfavorable impression, it would have, 
if any. 

But it is stated an influence would be wrought 
another way, that it would show to that Govern- 
ment that we are not able to keep up an army; 
that our resources are inadequate to our wants, on 
account of which we are obliged to disband the 
troops. How, Mr. Chairman, can such an infer- 
ence, with propriety, be drawn? Because I donot 
choose to go in debt, though I am able, shall it be 
said lam not able? As with an individual so 
with a nation. We choose not to borrow money; 
will France therefore say wecannot? They will 
draw no such conclusions. No, they will rather 
admire our prudence in avoiding unnecessary ex- 
pense, and say, here isa nation temperate in its 
operations, firm in its principles, and rich in its 
resources, and not to be driven into ruinous mea- 
sures by the threats of any nation. 

But it is said that thisarmy must be kept up for 
what may happen. I ask whether the same argu- 
ment may not always hold good, with respect to 
any nation, between whom and us there may be 
but little friendship. When is the moment in 
which we might not be exposed to this danger ? 
This argument will always apply to keep upa 
standing force in this country, greater than we 
ought to bear. When gentlemen use these argu- 
ments, I take it for granted this is the force they 
mean to keep upon a permanent establishment, 
whatever name they may give it; for I can see 
no bounds to an argument of the kind, or line at 
which we are to stop; it goes, sir, too far to answer 
the purpose intended. 

We are asked, sir, whether we have forgotten 
the insult cffered to our national dignity by France? 
We are asked, too, by the honorable member (Mr. 
Marsuat.) who from his situation must have 
felt the indignity more sensibly than any other 
member of this committee. But I hope no gen- 
tleman will be disposed tc resent an insult offered 
farther than the interest and policy of the United. 
States calls for. For, however much I might be 
disposed to individually resent an insult, the ef- 
fects of which could only attach to myself, yet it 
is a very different thing when itis to affect the 
lives and happiness of thousands as well as a whole 
nation. And, sir, although I hope the insults of- 
fered our nation in our Commissioners, by the 
French Government, will never be forgotten, I 
cannot agree to carry my resentment so far as to 
keep up such extraordinary expenses and systems 
when there is no real danger. 

But we are told, by the honorable member from 
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Delaware, (Mr. Bayarp,) that this resolution is 
the first step to a system which has been long and 
uniformly pursued by a certain partyin this House, 
to debilitate the Government in all its systems of 
defence, and there will be an attempt to renew 
treaties and revive commerce. Sir, are these the 
things that are to make us shudder? Is it so dis- 
agreeable to renew friendship, commerce, and trea- 
ties, with any nation whatever, that we are called 
upon to dread it? Iam ready to acknowledge 
that no argument I have heard, would sooner. 
make me adopt the resolution, or any other which 
might produce all these much to be lamented facts, 
by that gentleman. I must confess if they have a 
terrific appearance to him, they have not to me. 
This same gentleman says, there is a party who 
wish to infuse into the minds of the people an 
opinion, that there is another party who wish to 
establish monarchy in this country. Sir, I be- 
lieve, if an opinion of that kind has been entertain- 
ed, it has been founded on the tendency of such 
measures as have been taken, and which have led 
other countries into that evil, for it is proper to 
calculate that similar causes will-produce similar 
effects. If blame can rest upon such an opinion 
I am willing to take my part of it. But that men 
should not be permitted to differ in opinions, and 
that they cannot speak of certain measures, as 
tending to certain objects, without being charged 
as a party with implicating the conduct of those 
who differ from them, is strange. ; 

The conduct of the militia in the last war with 
Great Britain and the spirit of °76 have been call- 
ed up. Mr. Chairman, what has the spirit of ?76 
to do with the present question? How dissimilar 
our situation! Are we engaged in a Continen- 
tal war? Is the enemy in our land, burning and 
destroying our towns, and scattering our villages ? 
That is not our situation at present. Gentlemen 
say we could then have an army, but it is not the 
case now. I believe if our situation was one tenth 
as bad now, as then, we would soon have an army ; 
and no member on this floor would ‘think ten times 
the sum called for mispent, for a prize so valuable 
as our independence. I agree with gentlemen 
fully in the principle, but not in the application. 
If our independence was at stake, the money it 
would require for our security ought only to be a 
secondary consideration. 

We ought to calculate upon expense in propor- 
tion to the object in view. If we are ever inva- 
ded we must defend our country, and the money 
it may cost must be out of the question; because, 
if we lose our country we lose our all, and nothing 
cancomeincompetition. Ido not therefore judge 
of this measure entirely on the score of expense, but 
that ofits utility. Itis said by the honorable mem- 
ber from Virginia (Mr. Lez) that America, with half 
the ability, supported a much larger force in her re- 
volutionary war for her protection. She did so— 
she afforded all that was necessary for the object, 
and would do it again. But God forbid there ever 
should be another army in this country, equally 
useful, and paid off in the same manner, at the 
rate of two and three shillings inthe pound? This, 
sir, is the way that army was paid. Sir, I hope 


we have men enough who would view their inde- 


pendence and liberties as sufficient compensation 
for them to repel any invasion;.these, are consid- 
erations that would call forth the patriotism of 
numbers whom money would not... But our pre- 
sent situation calls for no such sacrifices; we have. 
no occasion for such noble exertions, or they would 
be made. . It is not unworthy of notice that what- 
ever measures are brought forward, their adoption 
and continuance are constantly urged. by certain 
gentlemen, on some point.of expediency or policy 
for the,time present, notwithstanding any change 
in our affairs, and the true object and real state of 
things kept out. of sight. But the time is fast ap- 
proaching when it can no longer be done; our real. 
situation must appear. . Our Government has been 
regularly progressing in the accumulation of a 
public debt, at the same time that it is constantly 
imposing new taxes upon the people, and yet we 
are told not to mind the expense, we can borrow. 

When the necessity of an expense isso far-fetched 

as gentlemen have been obliged to resort to in the 
present instance—no less nor more than bareappre- 
hension and conjecture—it cannot be said that a 
motion to repeal such a useless expense is not pro- 
perly made, and that the subject requires serious 
consideration. I wish to know for what these men. . 
are to be called forth. . If it can appear necessary, 
the expense is unworthy of notice. Idefy the proof 
of that necessity, and shall continue opposed un- 
less convinced of their use. From every point of 
view, therefore, in which it can be made to appear, 
I continue in the opinion I first entertained ; and 
seeing no necessity for the troops at this time, nor 
prospect of their future use, I consider them an 
useless expense, and shall vote for the resolution. 

Mr. Ranvoupu said, notwithstanding this ques- 
tion had occupied so much time in the discussion, 
he felt disposed to give the little aid in his power to 
a measure of whose wisdom he was firmly con- 
vinced, and in the success of which he. knew his 
constituents to be deeply interested. He did not ~ 
flatter himself with the hope of throwing much 
new light upon the subject, but he felt it to be his. 
duty to deliver their sentiments upon it, and from 
that duty he trusted he should not shrink. Unac- 
customed to public debate, the Committee would 
not be surprised at his inability to pursue the argu- 
ments of gentlemen through the intricate labyrinth. 
in which they had been involved; yet, in such 
statements as he might make of them, he should 
endeavor to give them a fair interpretation, and 
not to twist them to a meaning which it was not 
intended they should bear. 

The gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. MARSHALL, } 
who first rose in opposition to the resolution, has 
left this subject in a state in which I did not ex- 
pect to find it when coming out of his hands. 
Sir, I entertain a respect as high as that of any 
member upon this floor for the talents of that gen- 
tleman; I have witnessed their exertion on a vari- 
ety of occasions with singular delight; his ingeni- 
ous researches and logical deductions have often 
commanded my admiration. Yet he will permit 
me to say that he has on this occasion advanced 
nothing which disproves the propriety of adopting 
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the measure'bþefore you; and ashe has been unable 
to produce ‘any arguments of weight upon the sub- 
ject, Ishall take it for granted that none can be 
adduced. He has alleged nothing specific ; his 
observations carry no conviction with them, they 
terid only to excite alarm and doubt. This isa 
situation in which that gentleman is not accus- 
tomed to leave the minds of his audience. He has 
affirmed that the adoption of the resolution of my 
‘colleague would have a deadly influence upon our 
pending negotiation with France. If, indeed, sir, 
I can be convinced that such will be its effect, I 
will give it a decided opposition. I would even 
-go farther. If gentlemen would convince me that 


any addition to our military force would eventu- 


' cally secure an honorable issue to that negotiation, 
so highly do I value the restoration of that har- 
mony which heretofore subsisted between the Re- 
publics; so completely in my opinion are the best 
interests of my country involved in a successful 
termination of the mission to that country, that I 
will even assent, reluctant as Tam to such mea- 
‘sures, to double our present establishment. - But I 
must have some more substantial grounds of ac- 
tion than mere conjecture. 

But I oppose the establishment of a standing 
army in this country, not only as a useless and 
enormous expense, but upon the ground of the 
Constitution: The spirit of that instrument and 
the genius of a free people are equally hostile 
to this dangerous institution, which ought to be 
resorted to at all) only in extreme cases of dif- 
Aiculty and danger. Yet let it be remembered that 
usage, that immemorial custom, is paramount in 
every written obligation, and let us beware of in- 
grafting this abuse upon our Constitution. A 
people who mean to continue free must be pre- 
pared to meet danger in person; not to rely upon 
the fallacious protection of mercenary armies. The 
gentleman from Virginia spoke of a middle way 
to be adopted, which should reconcile all parties, 
but he has not specified anything. May I be per- 
mitted to name a measure which will completely 
protect us from every fear of danger, however 
remote? Meet the wishes of the people, bestow a 
part of the annual millions which are levied upon 
them, to the purpose of arming and organizing the 
militia. If evër a hostile nation should be rash 
enough to attempt an invasion of these States, it is 
upon the militia that we must rely for the defence 
of their own rights and everything that is dear to 
man. The word may be grating to the ears of 
some gentlemen, but, ın that event, we must rely 
upon requisition. No country, unpossessed of the 
pecuniary resources of Britain, can afford (nor can 
-she do it consistently with her public Popping) 
to keep up a mercenary army adequate to her de- 
fence. France, superior in resources to every coun- 
try of the world but England, and second to her 
only in those of a pecuniary nature, has been obli- 
ged to abandon that system, and resort to requisi- 
tions of militia. Such a stress is however laid 
upon these twelve regiments by some, that our safe- 
ty, nay, even our independence, it seems, hangs up- 
on theirexistence. When gentlemen spokeof them 
as of such primary importance to our security from 


foreign invasion, I did expect that they would have 
proved their competency to the proposed object; 
that they would have satisfied us of the practica- 
bility of defending our extensive coast with an 
handful of men, not exceeding 4,000, scattered over 
the interior country; at least, that they would have 
shown that an invasion of this country by France 
was among probable events. I shall not attempt 
to answer arguments drawn from a supposed 
analogy between our country and Holland, Switz- 
erland, &c., when no such analogy exists; nor do 
I think that the Administration of our Government 
have any reason to be obliged to the member from 
Delaware for suggesting that these troops may be 
necessary to overawe a hostile faction, who (like 
the oppressed subjects of the Batavian and Swiss 
aristocracies, anxious for any change, as being 
well assured that none would be more intolerable 
than their ancient servitude,) might be disposed to 
join the standard of an invading foe. Insinuations 
that these troops are to be used, on whatever pre- 
text, against our own people, will not reconcile me 
to the measure. Gentlemen have called to mind 
our situation in 1775, and compared it with that 
of the present day. Where, sir, is the similitude? 
We were then weak, divided, destitute of resour- 
ces, and of the power of calling into action such 
as we possessed; the enemy was in our bosom, his 
troops in possession of our important holds; the 
minds of men in a great degree unprepared fora 
bold assertion of reason and right, against the pre- 
tensions of law and power; our manly resistance 
branded with the epithets of sedition and rebellion. 
Will gentlemen undertake to say that such is our 
present state of preparation, or that similar results 
are to be expected? I did hope, sir, that our re- 
mote distance from the great disturbers of human 
repose, would have permitted us to be exempted 
from those perpetual alarms, those armings and 
counter-armings, which have raised the national 
debt of Britain to its present astonishing amount, 
and which sends her laborers supperless to bed. 
This is the mischief which poisons the happiness 
of that country, of all others perhaps the most 
blessed in point of soil, climate, and position. 

I am friendly to the resolution on your table, sir, 
on another ground. I believe that it will remove 
a considerable cause of irritation. The raising of 
these troops has had a deleterious effect upon the 
public temper. The military parade which meets 
the eye in almost every direction excites the gall 
of our citizens; they feel a just indignation at the 
sight of loungers, who live upon the public, who 
consume the fruits of their honest industry, under 
the pretext of protecting them from a foreign yoke. 
They put no confidence, sir, in the protection of a 
handful of ragamuffins; they know that when 
danger comes they must meet it, and they only ask 
arms at your hands. Gentlemen have talked of 
organizing the militia ; I call upon them to make 
good what they have said. Instead ofreducing this 
force, I could wish to see the whole of it, reprobated 
as it is by our citizens, abandoned, and the defence 
of the country placed in proper hands, those of the 
people. chad 

I repeat, that if we value our Constitution, our 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


300 


H. or R. 


` Reduction of the Army. 


January, 1800. 


peace, and public welfare, in this way-we must 
prepare for war. By arming our people, by equip- 
ping every able-bodied man for war, you present 
the most terrible front to an invading foe. Our 
citizens are confident in their strength; they know 
themselves to be capable of protecting their own 
property and liberties; they do not want their 
noses held to the grindstone to pay protectors; the 
surplusage of their labor they wish to employ-in 
increasing their property, in providing for their 
offspring—that numerous and increasing popula- 
tion of which gentlemen have said so much; they 
do not wish to have money forced out of their 
ponr to pay hirelings, under the stale pretext of 
eeping off French invasion. 

But, we are asked, how we are to maintain our 
independence? The desultory observations which 
Ihave made are in part an answer. But the ques- 
tion is not the preservation of our independence. 
It is simply, whether we will consent to a reduc- 
tion of an expensive establishment, hostile to our 
liberties—which cannot be brought to act against 
the enemy, and which, even in case of invasion, 
would make but a paltry part of our defence—and 
appropriate any saving of the public expenditure 
to objects of real utility. But we are told that the 
consistency and wisdom of our councils will be 
called in question, by thus retracing the steps which 
former Legislatures have taken. ‘Sir, I will make 
some sacrifice to preserve the reputation of our 
councils, but I must do it at the expense of duty. 
If our Administration have heretofore expended 
the public money upon improper objects, L cannot 
consent to continue such measures in order to bol- 
ster up their consistency. Iam willing to give 
them all credit where they deserve it, but net to 
preserve their reputation at the public expense. 

The finances of the country merit our most se- 
rious attention ; in my mind ihai situation excites 
a just alarm. If, indeed, the command of money 
by indirect methods were attended with no incon- 
venience ; if, for the payment of every shilling 
which was borrowed, every foot of ground in the 
Union did not stand pledged, then indeed a resort 
tothe favoriteresources might not be sounpleasant. 
But, sir, our people view this measure with a jeal- 
ous eye; they abhor the principle, they know how 
deceitful is the aid which it affords; they dread 
its consequences, Whether they are warranted 
in these impressions, I leave gentlemen to deter- 
mine. A twenty years peace, a ten years opera- 
tion of this efficient Government—what is the con- 
sequence? Your debr diminished by hundreds of 
thousands and increased by millions. This debt, 
which was contracted during the Revolutionary 
war, we know to be the price of our independence; 
we pay it without a murmur. Wecould wish, sir, 
that the revenues raised for that purpose could have 
been poured into the lap of the defenders of their 
country, rather than the coffers of speculators; but 
we cheerfully pay our obligations to the holders 
of them; weask no questions. We have however 
expected to see that debt diminished, or at least 
the public expenditure reduced within the limits of 
the revenue, yet are we disappointed. 

The member from Virginia (Mr. Marsua.i) 


says that our-economy is.false; that the pay of 
these regiments for a few months (until we hear 
from our Commissioners in Paris) ought not to be 
put in competition with the success of that mission. 
Đir, in my opinion nothing save the honor and 
welfare of our country ought to be put in compe- 
tition with that most desirable object.. [repeat that 
if I thought this. resolution tended to throw cold 
water upon that negotiation, I would abandon it. 
without hesitation; our best interests are involved 
in its successful issue, and they are not to be weighed 
down by an expense much larger than what 1s in- 
curred by this establishment. 

But should that negotiation fail, we are asked if 
we shall then be prepared to abandon this defence. 
Sir, I will say for myself, it-is impossible for. this 
country (much as maybe squeezed from the peor. 
ple) to support a mercenary force. adequate to its 
protection against a powertul invading foe. The 
country must find protection in her sons; you must 
look for this invaluable good to its proper source, 
where you are secure against disappointment, the 
people. A gentleman [Mr. Lex] stated yesterday 
that our finances were in a prosperous condition, 
that the deficit was trifling, and, if much greater, 
ought not to demand our regard. Does it notcre- 
ate surprise to hear gentlemen put a smile of con- 
tempt on a deficit of five millions in a revenue of, 
nine, and an additional increase of debt to. that - 
amount? Surely,sir, they must dissemble their feel- 
ings when they make sa ight of it. If our expenses. 
were confined to such objects as necessity dicta- 
ted, our people would pay them with cheerfulness.. 
But, sir, they will justly murmar at this idle waste 
of their treasure. 

This Committee has been told, Mr. Chairman, 
that the effect of this resolution goes to the pros- 


trating our country, defenceless, at the feet of the 
g y, ) 


Directory. Itis, sir, by a cultivation of your militia 
alone that. you can always be prepared for ever 
species of attack. When citizen and soldier hall 
be synonymous terms, then will you be safe. When 
gentlemen attempt to alarm us with foreign dan- 
ger, they will permit me to advert to those of a 
domestic and more serious nature; they will suf- 
ferme to warn them against standing armies— 
against destroying the military spirit of the citizen, 
by cultivating it only in the soldier by profession ;, 
against an institution which has wrought the down- 
fall of every free State, and rivetted the fetters of 
despotism ; which must produce in this country 
effects similar to those which it has brought about 
in others; unless, indeed, gentlemen suppose that 
the same moral and physical causes which govern 
the Eastern world are here suspended in their 
operations. 

Believing this resolution to be a wise measure 3, 
in every respect to be a prudent retrenchment of 
unnecessary and enormous expense ; entertaining 
a strong and well founded hostility to mercenary 
armies, upon every possible consideration; per- 
suaded that it is time to reduce our expenditure 
within the bounds of our income, I have offered, 
‘among my desultory remarks, some of the principal 
causes of my support to the measure under your 
consideration. 
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Mr. Oris said, the progress of the debate had 
convinced him that the opinion he entertained at 
first was accurate—that much new light would 
not be given to this question after the first day of 
the discussion. Though hedespaired of adding to 
the information already possessed by the Commit- 
tee, he might possibly suggest some ideas which 
had not been advanced, and at the same time 
would attempt to enforce the arguments used by 
his friends in opposition to the resolution. 

In the course of the general view he should 
take of the subject, Mr. O. said, he should animad- 
vert on some of the observations of the gentleman 
from Virginia, who had just sat down, (Mr. Ran- 
poten.) That gentleman had with great modesty 
been pleased to say that his arguments had been 
desultory. On this remark, said Mr. O., I will not 
join issue with that gentleman, but when he fur- 
ther says his arguments have been extremely weak, 
I much fear that some of the defenders of their 
country, in whose hearing they were uttered, will 


think that a part of them at least have been ex- | 


tremely strong. 
The principal objection urged, Mr. Chairman, 


against the army now proposed to be disbanded, is | 


not the absolute want of money, and insufficiency 
of our resources. Gentlemen do not say that we 
cannot borrow. money, or that we cannot invent 
taxes, but.that loans and taxes will be burdensome 
to the people. Sir, I would ask those gentlemen 
what right. the people of this country have to ex- 
pect to escape the conflagration in which the other 
three quarters of the globe are involved, without 
some pains and expense to erect barriers against 
its destructive progress? Are we chosen by 
heaven ta live in a sequestered corner of the world, 
exempt from the troubles and distresses of other 
nations, to grow rich by their spoils, and to fatten 
on their misfortunes, without any additional bur- 
dens? While the Old World is wasted by fire and 
sword, while cities are sacked and unpeopled, their 
fields made desolate, and their commerce destroy- 
ed, are we privileged to count in quiet the gains 
of the counting-house and the produce of ouracres, 
without deduction or alloy? Do we presume that 
the Atlantic would open and swallow upan inva- 
ding army, as the host of Pharoah was swallow- 
ed up in the Red Sea? Confident as I am in the 
justice of our cause, I do not expect the assistance 
of miracles for our protection. We must rely, un- 
der Heaven, upon the arm of flesh. If we do not, 
if we neglect to make necessary preparation against 
natural accidents, we may be overwhelmed in the 
common fate of those nations, which, lulled into a 
delusive security, have lost their liberties, and per- 
ished in the general wreck of the social union. 
Sir, I fear that our long enjoyment of peace has 
led gentlemen to think that peace belongs to us by 
right of prescription, and that we have only to re- 
mind our souls that we have goodslaid up for many 
years, and may eat, drink, and be merry. But, to 
gentlemen who reason thus, the voice of expe- 
rience proclaims, in solemn accents, that this very 
year, for aught we know, our liberties may be re- 
quired at our hands? Sir, we are told that the 
present establishment shows an annual deficit of 


five millions of dollars. But suppose, for the sake 
of the argument, the calculation to be justand the 
establishment certainly necessary; what are five 
millions of dollars? Or suppose that the price of 
our safety and independence should be twenty, 
forty, or, if you please, eighty millions of dollars, in 
addition to the present debt. This indeed, sir, is. 
money—as M. TaLueyranp observed—is a great. , 
deal of money; but money is cheaper than blood, 
it is less precious than honor.. Who would hesi- 
tate, between the evils of doubling the national 
debt or relinquishing the rights of an independ- 
ent nation? But, sir, there is no probability that 
we shall be called to make such a sacrifice. Mr. 
Chairman, I once more entreat gentlemen who 
deem the condition of the United States to be un-- 
prosperous, to look upon the picture of Europe, to 
which. their. attention has so often been called.. 
Ask, sir, if you please, the calculating Dutchman, 
the hardy Swiss, the soft Italian, the haughty 
Spaniard—nay, if you please, the wretched Egyp- 
tian—ask them at what price they would redeem 
their ancient rights and privileges; rights and 
privileges indeed far inferior to those enjoyed by 
our fellow citizens. Or, sir, reverse the picture, and 
inquire of the British yeomanry, of the peasants, 
who, as the gentleman from Virginia says, go sup- 
perless to bed, whether they would exchange their 
burdens, greatas they are—their conscious prideand 
satisfaction, the result at once of a sense of duty 
and of safety, for all the advantages reaped by those 
whom I have just enumerated? They, sir, all of 
them at least who are not abject or corrupt, will 
agree with me, that liberty cannot be estimated by 
money. Sir, when we contemplate the resources of 
this country, either in a general or more particular 
view, there does not appear a sufficient occasion for 
the deplorable statement exhibited by gentlemen. 
Let us for our comfort recur to a period when, with- 
out half our present population, or a tenth part of 
our riches, when, destitute of Government and com- 
merce, we were involved in a struggle of seven 
years with a powerful nation, and under all these 
disadvantages escaped with a debt of eighty mil- 
lion of dollars—a sum less than the expenses of 
that nation for one year. We now enjoy a regu- 
lar and efficient Government, the agricultural and 
commercial capital of the country is greatly aug- 
mented, we have sixty millions of exports, nine 
hundred thousand tons of shipping, moneyed in- 
stitutions to facilitate the operations of Govern- 
ment, and experience and confidence on our side. 
Why then will gentlemen persist in representing 
our finances in a low and degraded state? Why 
exhibit statements which diminish our weight and 
consequence in the eyes of other nations? I per- 
ceive no propriety or good policy in these mea- 
sures. Again, sir, complaints are made that the 
Government cannot borrow money at a less inter- 
est than 8 percent. Butthe Government borrows 
as cheap as the individual. It borrows at the 
market rate of interest, and if that rate is high, it 
is because the demand for money for lucrative ob- 
jects is also great—it is a proof that the country is 
advancing in prosperity. 

It has been intimated, in order to alarm the 
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Committee, that the deficiency of our revenue com- 
pared with our expenditure is greater than that of 
‘Great Britain in a time of peace—that our rev- 
enues amount to eight millions, and our expenses 
to thirteen millions, so that we must borrow two- 
thirds of the amount of the revenue. But, sir, to 
say nothing of additional revenues which may be 
provided, let it be remembered that when the 
land tax is received the revenue will be nearer ten 
millions than eight; and that the Military Estab- 
lishment may be so modified, by suspending the 
recruiting service, that a million, or perhaps a mil- 
lion and a half, may be saved in the current year. 
And further, if the negotiation with France suc- 
ceeds, that an additional saving will be made, 
amounting in all to two millionsand a half at least. 
So thatin the next year, if we should beat peace, ad- 
ditional revenues or a loan for about two millions 
of dollars only would be required. And is this a 
state of things to create terror or alarm? Sir, 
as an allusion has been made to the debt of Great 
Britain, it may not be amiss to remark that that 
nation, which undoubtedly obtains money upon 
easier terms than any nation in the world, has not 
in this respect so great an advantage over the 
United States as may at first be imagined. She 
borrows nominally ata much less rate of interest; 
yet, when we take into view all the gratuities and 
expenses attending her loans, the disparity is not 
very great. I have a document of undoubted au- 
thority, which shows that between the years 1793 
and 1799, the whole amount of money borrowed b 
Great Britain was -  -. - ~- £117,654,225 
For which she was obliged to ere- 


ateacapitalof - - - - 160,929,739 
And the total annual charge on the 
money borrowed was - =-  - 7,931,215 


Which is more than seven per cent. on the 
whole. 

Mr. Chairman, too much has been said upon the 
subject of our finances, in the discussion of this 
question. The inquiry ought to be, simply, Is it 
prudent and essential to the true interests of the 
country: to maintain the establishment? Ifso, we 
must sustain the expense of it. But if otherwise, 
it should be relinquished, however adequate our 
resources may be to the support of it. Isit then 
expedient under existing circumstances of inva- 
sion, which has occupied so much time and atten- 
tion? I readily confess that Ido not consider this 
danger so imminent as at the time when the aug- 
mentation of thearmy was authorized by law. At 
that period, the whole seacoast of France was 
lined with soldiers, called in the gasconading lan- 
guage of the country, “ The Army of England.” 
These troops meditated a descent somewhere. 
They were actually embarked aboard a powerful 
squadron, and instead of coming hither they pro- 
ceeded on a crusade to Egypt and the Holy Land. 
But sir, who could have foretold the destination of 
that fleet and army? I do most solemnly declare if 
at that time my opinion had been requested as 
to the probability of their destination, either for 
Louisiana or Egypt, I should have considered the 
former the most probable; and I believe farther, 
that but for the length of the gauntlet which they 


must have run, it must have appeared the most 
tempting and promising expedition of the two. 
We also knew at that time thatthey had actually 
threatened our Envoys with danger on that quar- 
ter. We have reason to believe Louisiana has 
been ceded to France, and we know, since, that 
Carnot, the ex-Director, in a book written in his 
own vindication, inculpates his colleagues for not 
insisting upon the cession ; alleging, as-a reason, 
the control andinfluence which France would have 
thereby obtained in the United States. ° Under 
these circumstances, I thought the measures adopt- 
ed by Congress necessary—I believe a great- ma- 
jority of the American people were of the same 
opinion. Ei 

Since that time, events have happened. which 
render France less able to invade this country, if 
such isher disposition. Her fleets have been crip- 
pled or destroyed, and her armies find ample em- 
ployment upon the continent of Europe. But 
who can say, that this danger, though diminished, 
is so entirely passed that we should. remain in a 
situation utterly defenceless? That, because it is 
not a pressing and immediate danger this year, it 
is not possible and will not be practicable the next 
year? We know not, sir, the state of affairs which 
a general Ones of the Continent might 
develop. e know not how soon it may happen. 
Perhaps even France and Great Britain may be at 
peace this Winter. Probably some of the Spanish. 
possessions in America may yet be ceded to the 
French Republic. These contingencies justify the 
maintenance of a small force. ‘To disarm would 
be to provoke and encourage attempts, which an 
attitude of readiness and resistance would alto- 
gether prevent. l l 

It has been said that this army was not wanted 
for garrison duty. The permanent establishment 
is 5,400 men, including non-commisioned officers. 
These cannot be considered sufficient ina time 
of danger to garrison all our ports, harbors; and 
fortifications, and to protect the coast and frontiers 
from Georgia to Maine, and from the Atlantic to 
the Lake of the Woods. As we know not the 
probable point of attack, we ought to have a few 
disciplined troops always ready to fly to the post 
of danger, to act with the militia; for it is impossi- 
ble to protect our vast coast everywhere, and in 
every point, by a regular force, 

But another and more forcible reason which 
operates upon me to desire this army to be pre- 
served is, that ofall arts and sciences now under- 
stood and cultivated in Europe at the present day, 
the military art has attained to the most consider- 
able degree of perfection: on the contrary, I be-, 
lieve that of the arts and sciences known in Amer- 
ica, the art of waris the least understood. Con- 
sidering this vast disproportion, then, ought we not - 
to have men who should learn the rudiments of 
discipline, who should serve for the germ of an 
army at least, so as to be ready when called out 
by requisition or by any othermeans? Certainly 
these twelve regiments, though not alone to be re- 
lied upon, in the event of war, may yet be of high 
importance in this view of the subject. 

Among the observations made by the gentleman 
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from Virginia’ (Mr. RanporPa) he has urged an 
argument which, however ingenious, is certainly 
not new. He considers standing ‘armies as op- 
posed to the spirit of the Constitution and danger- 
ous to liberty. 

This alarm relative to standing armies has been 
at least rung a thousand times a year since the 
first British army was landed in this country; and, 
if the objection is well founded, it goes to the de- 
struction of the old regiments as well as of the 
new, and we must have immediate recourse to 
militia for every ordinary object. That gentle- 
man further contends that this country cannot be 
defended by a standing army, but requires a force 
raised by requisition. Wherein lies the differ- 
ence between a standing army and a force raised 
for a limited time, by requisition? The gentleman 
may distinguish the first by the hard names of rag- 
amuffins and mercenaries, if he thinks proper, I 
shall not dispute with him about terms. - Yet, why 
troops raised according to his ideas of requisition, 
who are to be organized, disciplined, and com- 
pelled into service, to receive pay and march wher- 
ever they are ordered, are less ragamuffins and 
mercenaries than troops raised in any other mode, 
is for that gentleman to explain. Sir, far be it 
from me to question the importance of the great 
national resource, the militia. I well know they 
are the palladium of the country, the fund on 
which we must rely for soldiers and defence. 

But I contend that militia in itself is calculated 
only for sudden emergencies. They will fight 
bravely while they continue in the field: They will 
resist an invading army, but they will not endure a 
series of campaigns. I call on gentlemen to pro- 
duce an instance wherein militia have been alone 
equal to cope with an army that had once gota 
footinginacountry. Remember, sir, the Swiss mi- 
litia, the bravest in the world, animated by the best 
principles, fighting for all that was dear to them, 
urged on by their wives and children, armed with 
weapons that were furnished by despair, and dying 
at their sides. Yet these brave but undisciplined 
men were defeated and massacred, and the liber- 
ties of their country were buried in the same tomb. 
The gentleman further considers that wives and 
children are a great incentive to the bravery of the 
militia. This is unquestionable; but are the “ mer- 
cenaries” of which the gentleman speaks precluded 
from the advantage of having wives and children, 
or will the incitement to defend them be less in 
one case than inthe other? One thing I acknowl- 
edge, that militia when called out are sooner desir- 
ous of going home to their wives and children 
than regular troops—at least they cannot be pre- 
vented from it; and this is another circumstance 
which disqualifies them for long service. Again, 
the gentleman professes himself willing to apply 
the moneys that are requisite for the support of this 
army to the organization of the militia. But sup- 
pose, with the gentleman, that we have not the mo- 
ney—that we cannot obtain it without squeezing 
it from our needy constituents. He will be con- 
tent to squeeze them for the sake of the militia, 
but not of the regular army. Sir, let us not con- 
sent to be taught by experience. Let our militia 


be well armed and disciplined—let us repose all 
due confidence in their fidelity and courage. But 
let us have at least a few men in the country to 
act with them in perilous conjunctures, to encour- 
age and to instruct them. : 

Iam sorry, Mr. Chairman, to hear that gentle- 
man make use of the word squeeze, when applied 
to taxation. It was the only inelegant word 
which escaped him, and it was certainly misap- 
plied. Sir, it may be very proper to apply this 
word to the impositions of despots and arbitrary 
Governments; but to talk of squeezing the people 
‘in our happy country, and under our mild Gov- 
ernment, is certainly to speak without accuracy. 
When the gentleman considers that at the same 
time he and I squeeze our constituents, we also 
squeeze ourselves, I think the asperity with which 
he pronounced that expression will be mollified. 
I also regret that the gentleman has discovered the 
gall of the people of the country moved by the sight 
of the Federal uniform. I have not witnessed a sim- 
ilar effect. Icandidly confess that I do not believe 
a large military establishment to be a favorite pro- 
ject either with the people or in this House. I 
am aware that the apprehensions and jealousies of 
the people have been roused, and are now habitual, 
upon the subject of standing armies in times of 
peace. But surely these alarms must yield to 
good sense, to the consideration that the existence 
of this army is limited with the duration of our 
dispute and controversies with France, and be- 
comes disbanded by the law which creates it when 
these shall be terminated. Surely, then, there can 
be no reason for any part of the community to re- 
gard unfavorably the brave men who have engaged 
their services for its defence. It was observed by 
another gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Nicuowas,) 
that if any original proposition to raise this army 
were now before us, it would not be adopted, and 
thence he infers that many who will now vote 
for maintaining it, can have no conviction of its 
necessity. Sir, it is very possible that if the coun- 
try had not already advanced to these troops a 
hundred thousand dollars, for bounty, if they had 
not received their clothing, we might be willing to 
defer the raising of them for a few months. It is 
very possible that if a corps of officers had not 
been collected from their occupations, they might 
have still remained at home, under present circum- 
stances. But does it follow that we should throw 
away all the benefit and expense of this bounty 
and clothing, when the men may be wanted in 
three months; or can we expect that these officers, 
if discharged, will again fly to our standard with 
the same alacrity ? ae 

Mr. Chairman, my strongest objection to the 
resolution, is the time chosen by the gentleman 
for offering it to the House. It is my duty to 
wish that our Envoys to the French Republic 
may avail themselves in their negotiation of the 
ostensible union of sentiment prevailing among 
the people, and of all the advantages which they 
carried with them to maintain the rights and honor 
of this country. When your late Envoys left this 
country they left it united in one common senti- 
ment, except that of reluctance to come to aa open 
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rupture with France. The Directory presumed 
upon the appearance of division in our public coun- 
cils, they calculated upon their party among the 
people, and they rejected your Ministers with in- 
sult and indignity. This conduct excited a gen- 
eral spirit of resentment, and induced the Govern- 
ment to prepare the means of resistance. The de- 
monstration of the public abhorrence and indigna- 
tion was loud and universal ; and the consequence 
was an invitation to renew your negotiation. We 
have been told, indeed, that this invitation must 
not be imputed to the institution of this army, 
for that the act for raising it passed in July, and 
could not be known in August, when it is said the 
overtures were made by the Directory. But, sir, 
this law was the last of a series of measures, some 
of which have been adopted, and must have been 
known tothe Directory before the month of August. 
In April, an act passed to increase the Military Es- 
tablishment bya regiment of artillery, and to estab- 
lish the Naval Department; in May, the acts for 
the defence of ports and harbors, and for the pro- 
tection of commerce; in June, theact to suspend all 
commercial intercourse with France; all of which 
must have been well known to the Directory; and 
the act to augment the army isa link in the same 
chain. Not, sir, I presume, as gentlemen would 
say for us, that these measures have terrified France 
into a disposition to accommodate controversies; 
not that twelve regiments are a match for her 
armies, or are to be transported to her coasts, but 
that all the acts, taken in connexion, are an evi- 
dence of our spirit rather than of our strength; 
that they are a pledge of our union and further 
exertions, and a proof that political divisions of 
sentiment will vanish before a common sense of 
insulted dignity and national honor. Under these 
advantages your last Envoys have embarked; and 
shall their ears be wounded on their arrival by in- 
telligence that you have begun to undo your late 
work, to destroy piecemeal your defensive estab- 
lishments? Will it not damp their zeal, and hum- 
ble their spirits? Yes, sir, disguise this measure as 
you please, it will prove a stumbling block to the 
negotiation; the Directory, with a prompt sagaci- 
ty, will discern through it a weak and wavering 
policy, from which they will not fail to attempt to 
draw an advantage. 

When, sir, gentlemen who are opposed to the 
resolution, express a readiness to modify the pres- 
ent Military Establishment, so as to diminish the 
expense, they are told that any modification what- 
ever will produce the same effect upon the negotia- 
tion as the proposed resolution in its full extent. I 
beg leave to express a very different conception 
upon this point: in one instance we hold the purse 
‘and preserve the establishment; in the other we 
shall lose, first the establishment and then the 
purse. The one is a total departure from system, 
the other mere suspension of means. Mr. Chair- 
man, in the beginning of this debate I was greatly 
embarassed to solve one problem. I believed and 
still believe the gentleman who offered the resolu- 
tion to be desirous of a successful issue to the ne- 
gotiation with France, but I could not reconcile 
this disposition with a measure calculated in my 


opinion to defeat it. . From this however I am re- 
lieved by the gentlemen from Pennsylvania and 
Virginia who avowed their belief that the nego- 
tiation will not succeed. 

[Mr. GALLATIN and Mr. Nicuovas disclaimed 
this opinion. | 

Mr. Oris insisted, and appealed to the Commit- 
tee, that they had declared that if they thought 
the negotiation would succeed they should be in- 
different to the success of the resolution, and he 
did not believe it possible to- assign any other 
rational motive for their conduct. Thus, sir, said 
he, gentlemen wish to anticipate our decision un- 
der a state of things very different from the present. 
They think that the discretion of this House can- 
not be trusted in such an event; that we shall be 
too much heated to act wisely. Really, sir, Imay 
venture to assure those cool and dispassionate 
gentlemen, that this House may be safely trusted 
with the exercise of their Constitutional power, at 
any time and under any circumstances. Sir, with 
my friend from Delaware, I confess 1 have in- 
dulged mournful presentiments of the effects to be 
expected from a new treaty. I foresee that, like 
other nations, we may be compelled to realize that 
the dangers of peace and amity are the most seri- 
ous dangers. l know that attempts will be made 
to demolish the whole: defensive fabric which we 
have erected, and to replunge us into that abyss of 
debility and inaction from which we shall never 
escape a second time. With these difficulties I 
have always thought our Government would be 
doomed to struggle whenever a treaty should be 
concluded with France, but I did not expect to see 
at this time the axe laid to the root of our whole 
system. I flatter myself, that, like other nations 
who capitulate, we should at least be permitted to 
march out of the garrison with the honors of war, 
and not be called upon to surrender at discretion 
before we know our terms. To this measure I 
will never consent. i . 

Mr. O. concluded by disapproving the intima- 
tion suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, (Mr. GALLATIN,) that the effect of a treaty 
with France might probably involve the country 
in hostilities with another nation. He considered 
an allusıon tosuch a state of things as highly pre- 
mature and injudicious, and what ought not to be 
mentioned on that floor. He did not believe in 
any such consequence. Should it indeed happen, 
deplorable as it must be, he doubted not that every | 
gentleman in the House would meet it with firm- 
ness; he thought nothing so likely to hasten it, as 
to express opinions of any such connexion between 
the state of peace with one country and hostil- 
ity with another, and to familiarize ourselves to a 
belief that we cannot preserve peace with all na- 
tions. For these reasons he was ready to give the 
resolution a decided negative. 

Mr.. Jones said, he would not have risen to 
trouble the Committee, after such a length of de- 
bate, had he not conceived it necessary to give his 
reasons for the vote he should give on the present 
question. He had made the motion for the refer- 
ence of this resolution to a Committee of the 
whole House, in order that it might undergo a 
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full, free, and fair discussion ; he felt himself high- | 
ly gratified in obtaining the indulgence, and he 
would now account to the Committee how he had | 
improved it. 

Sir, said he, I should feel myself unworthy of 
the blessings of a free citizen, if I had not taken 
the subject of a standing army into my mature re- 
flection, before I had the honor of taking a seat in 
this House. Upon this subject I have long ago | 
made up my mind. But the question of the pro- 
priety of a standing army is not now to be discus- | 
sed. With respect to the resolation now under 
consideration, I am free to confess that I think it 
introduced at an improper time, and that, from 
the present situation of our affairs abroad, it would 
have been more properly delayed longer. Ata 
late stage of the session, the influence this mea- | 
sure might have on the negotiation, which is a 
specious rather than a solid objection, would not | 
apply. I did not therefore expect to be called up- | 
on to give my vote at the present period. 

This subject presented itself to my reflection at 
the time when this law passed, although not then | 
a member, being a citizen, it did not escape my 
attention. I did not think at the time, from the | 
information I was possessed of, that there existed | 
any circumstance which could give ground to a 
probability of invasion from France or any other | 
Power. However, it was thought otherwise by | 
the Legislature, and preparation was made for de- | 
fence. Those measures being in existence, and 
our Ambassadors having gone to France on an 
accommodating mission, I would have been satis- 
fied to have awaited information from them with- 
out wishing any change in our posture; but as 
several other gentlemen, over whose conduct I 
have no control, have thought otherwise, I must 
meet the vote, and shall not shrink from it on that 
account, The subject having been brought up, I 
have given it all the direction I was capable of in 
the short time I had to determine. I have looked 
over and examined the several measures of defence | 
which have been established against France. The | 
result is, that in my judgment this is among the 
least operative, if it ought at all to be classed with į 
those measures of defence which were established 
by Congress on that occasion. For it seems in 
some sort to attach itself to the permanent mili- 
tary force. 

The first measure I find adopted to repel inva- 
sion was the organization of 80,000 militia. ‘That 
was thought an efficient means of protection at the 
time, but that law has since been suffered to ex- 
pire. The next step taken was to pass a law au- 
thorizing the President to raisea provisional army 
of 10,000 men, in case of war or invasion, or im- 
minent danger of invasion, and to empower the 
President to accept the services of as many volun- 
teer corps as he should think proper. In conse- 
quence, a number of independent corps had been 
formed in different parts of the continent, armed, 
uniformed, and equipped, at their own expense; 
they had offered their services, and had actually 
been accepted by the President, and still held them- 
selves ready to be called out on the first emergency. 
It cannot be forgotten what a splendid appearance 


the numerous volunteer corps of this city made on 
a late melancholy occasion; amongst these was a 
considerable band of McPherson’s legion of blues, 


| composed of cavalry, infantry, and grenadiers, 


which he understood had associated for the pur- 
pose of being enrolled and ready for service, on the 
call of the President. He did not doubt that simi- 
lar traits ofa patriotic spirit had appeared in other 
large cities, and that similar corps had been 
formed in most of them for the same purpose. 


| Another step taken for our defence was an act to 


authorize the raising of 24 regiments of infantry, 
a regiment and battalion of riflemen, one battalion 
of artillery, and three regiments of cavalry. This 
was called the eventual army, being authorized in 
case war should break out, or danger of invasion. 

We come now to the naval armaments; these 
were 34 ships of war of different sizes, commis- 
sioned, armed, manned, and sent out to cruise 
against, and these as well as private armed ships 
were authorized to make reprisals and captures 
upon, the vessels of France. This was the most 
operative and the most consistent mode of defence 
entered into, or that could be, because it was by 
sea only that we were attacked. This he thought 
the only active and useful means of defence that 
was attached to the whole system. 

But some gentlemen had supposed (he could 
not tell upon what grounds) that this was the 
commencement ofa regular debilitating system, 
in order to prostrate the whole of our defensive 
arrangements. Mr. J. said he trusted it was not 
so; on the contrary, he hoped every part of the 
plan of defence now in existence would remain, 
except the alteration now proposed. Viewing it 
as he did, that the establishment of an army of 
9,000 men was extremely immaterial to the sup- 
port of the dignity of the nation in the view of 
France; viewing it as not in the least useful at 
the present, and perceiving not the least proba- 
bility of invasion, and viewing this not as a neces- 
sary part of the defensive system, he could see no 
impropriety in disbanding them, and saving the 
expense. 

Mr. J. said he would now call the attention of 
the Committee to the conduct ofa nation from 
which it was become a favorite practice to draw 
precedents for the United States—I mean England. 
The last resort of that Government in all times of 
danger of invasion is always to the mass of the 
people. It will be recollected that in the war with 
France, in 1778, danger of invasion was appre- 
hended; the militia were immediately imbodied, 
and formed encampments in the most exposed 
parts of the country, to wait the event. During 
the present contest in Europe, when an invasion | 
was again threatened, the same measure was 
adopted, the militia corps were considerably en- 
larged, new corps formed, volunteers accepted, and 
the whole people, in a manner, imbodied to resist 
the invaders. The King, in his Speech to Parlia- 
ment, subsequent to these events, felicitating the 
nation on this great display of zeal and firmness, 
declared that his chief reliance,in great difficul- 
ties and dangers, was on the support of his people ; 
and, in a late review of the militia of London and 
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Westminister, he told the Prince of Orange it was 
the proudest day that he had ever known, to see 
the whole mass of the people was prepared and 
ready to protect their Government. ‘The 2,500 
men already raised, or the whole 9,000, if it should 
be thought pe to raise them, would make but 
a very small force towards repelling a powerful 
enemy. 

Mr. J. said he was really astonished at the re- 
ference made by some gentlemen to the resolu- 
tion, from which it was. inferred that the militia 
were not to be depended upon in the hour of dan- 
ger. If this reference were fully proved, to be 
sure, it would be the most powerful objection that 
could be made to the resolution. But he believed 
it would appear otherwise on the examination. 
Shortly after the commencement of the Revolu- 
tion the whole of our force were militia, and they 
continued so till they were actually inured to bat- 
tle, and had gained many important conquests. 
They went forward and eminently distinguished 
themselves, long before regular discipline was es- 
tablished among them. The battle of Bunker 
Hill, eminent in our early history, was achieved 
by men taken from their civil occupations. The 
brave man who led them to action had been re- 
cently called from his civil employment as a phy- 
sician, but, warmed with enthusiasm in the cause 
he had undertaken, he fought bravely and: closed 
his short career by a glorious death. Although 
this noble effort was not crowned with success, so 
far as to gain the victory, yet our raw troops so 
much weakened the enemy, and left such impres- 
sions of their own courage, that they were able to 
keep possession of the country around Boston and 
deprive the enemy of supplies until the arrival of 
General Washington, he had been appointed 
Commander-in-chief, and who finally compelled 
them to evacuate the place. Another instance of 
the enterprise and valor of militia, is the bold ex- 
pedition against Canada, by a parcel of New York 
militia under Generals Montgomery and Schuyler; 
they encountered every hardship of a long and dif- 
cult march, in a most inclement season, through 
a wilderness, took fort St. John’s and Montreal, 
and finally attempted Quebec itself, where, though 
they did not succeed, it was not for want of courage 
or conduct, but of the necessary means for an as- 
sault. A still more striking instance of the valor 
and activity of these kind of troops is the battle of 
King’s Mountain, already mentioned. In this bril- 
liant affair, the men engaged were not even an 
imbodied militia, they were the farmers and their 
sons, who, fired with a just indignation at the sight 
ofa hostile army marching through their country, 
-spread the alarm, appointed the place of meeting, 
unharnessed their horses from the plough, and went 
to seek the enemy. They attacked a force of 
1,400 men, two thirds of whom were regular Brit- 
ish troops, under Colonel Ferguson, as gallant and 
noble an officer as any in the British army; they 
not only defeated him but actually killed or took 
every man. I do contend that the militia are the 
principal dependence for the defence of our coun- 
try against invasion; to be sure, in case of actual 
war, it would be necessary to organize them in- 


toa regular force; but, however organized, they 
would still come from the mass of the people. 
Such men as can be enlisted into the army in time 
of peace, in this extensive and happy country, 
where labor is so well rewarded in all the various 
employménts, would be a forlorn hope to defend 
the rights and liberties ofa free people. It is only 
the people themselves, who feel interested in the 
happiness of their country and the safety of their 
property, that are the defence of this country. 

A-gentleman had informed the Committee that 
if the enlistments were now stopped it would save 
$1,500,000, although the resolution was rejected. 
However, he believed all the officers were appoint- 
ed; these are the most expensive part of the estab- 
lishment, and they must remain on pay. From the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury it appear- 
ed that the Military Establishment cost $4,067,000, 
and that the revenue to meet the expenditures will 
be deficient by five millions. This money must 
be borrowed. By the proposition which was now 
made to the House, of disbanding the army, there 
would be a saving of $5,000,000, so that the defi- 
ciency would be reduced to 2,000,000. Mr. J. said, 
for his part, he would rather raise the money by 
a direct tax than to borrow, such was his aversion 
to anew loan. He would do anything rather than 
toinvolve posterity, by leaving a future generation 
to pay the dehts now contracted. But the suspen- 
sion of enlistments would not prevent the loaning 
of the money, because the House would proceed 
to appropriate sums upon the report of the Secre- 
tary of the au which recommended the 
borrowing of five millions. When the proposition 
for the loan came before the House, it would be 
thought inconsistent for those who should vote to 
keep up the troops to vote against the loan pro- 
posed, and therefore he hoped gentlemen who were 
against the loan would not give their vote in favor 
of the resolution. 

Mr. J. said he was much obliged to the gentle- 
man last up (Mr. Ortis) for furnishing proof of the 
improbability of invasion from France. Indeed, 
he had himself said, that he was not under very 
lively apprehensions of it from the present state of 
Europe. But some other gentleman had asked 
what change there was to induce the gentleman to 
bring forward this resolution. Sir, there is such 
a change as to make the army an useless expense. 
When our Ministers were insulted, I felt as great 
indignation at their treatment as any gentleman 
on the floor of this House. [acknowledge some pro- 
priety in the argument that at any time they could 
take troops to Europe or where they pleased, be- 
cause they were in the most flourishing situation. 
But the change in their affairs is great; at present 
we find them but just surmounting the difficulties 
of a most unsuccessful campaign, threatened by a 
combination the most powerful that ever united 
their efforts against any nation. This powerful 
phalanx is not dissolved. Is itto be supposed that 
at this time of all others they are to send their 30 
or 40,000 men across the ocean, when opposed by 
the more powerful naval force of Great Britain ? 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, said Mr. J., 
thought there was no probable danger of immediate 
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present state of American affairs, he felt indignant 
at the reflection upon the American character. 
In those countries, the Governments were corrupt, 
human rights were not respected, and the tyranny 
of the rulers alienated the affections of the peo- 
ple; the intestine divisions which consequently 
ensued. invited attack, and they fell an easy prey 
to French ambition. But view America, and the 
prospect brightens: we have a Government of our 
choice; and every man knows that while the Con- 
stitution is preserved his rights are secure; from 
revolution, therefore, we have naught to gain, but 
much to lose. 

The wrongs France had done us, upon the ocean 
and elsewhere, were known to all America; every- 
where the public sentiment had been expressed ; 
and, so far as relates to resistance to foreign domi- 
nation, anda determination to support our Govern- 
ment and independence from foreign attacks, but 
one opinion seemed to prevail from the Lakes in 
the North to the forests in the West, from St. Croix 
to St. Mary’s. On these subjects the people think 
alike, and there can be no doubt of their rallying 


invasion.. Yetit might be next year attempted. 
I confess I do not perceive the consistency of this 
argument: with another he used—that 3,500 men 
weresufficient to meet the present danger. If there 
is no danger to be apprehended for a year to come, 
why should we provide for it, and not leave it to 
the next Congress, who would be better able to 
judge of the danger, and might provide an adequate 
defence to meet it? : 

Before he concluded. Mr. J. said, he would say 
a few words as to the system of borrowing money 
for national support. It wasa fact, with which most 
gentlemen must be acquainted who had read Brit- 
ish history, that if the Parliament in the reign of 
Queen Anne had opposed this system of borrowing, 
and had levied taxes and contributions on subjects 
equal to those imposed on them in the reign of 
George the Third, they would then have had a re- 
venue equal to their expenditure, which was im- 
mense, to support the continual wars carried on in 
her reign, and all their burdens of national debt 
would have beep avoided. But the contrary was 
their conduct, and an enormous national debt was 
transmitted down. to posterity, which grew as it | around the standard of their country when real 
existed. They were unwilling to bear the expense | danger threatens. It was from the prevalence of 
incurred by themselves, but forced them upon their | this national sentiment that he felt secure from 
children. Are we willing to do this, sir? No, I| invasion, and not from the “ gauntlet” an invading 
trust there is too much patriotism, and too much | foe would have to run, or from a hope that the 
justice in the people of the United States, and that | troubled “ocean would swallow them up.” 
they will rather support any expense, if necessar Besides the assurances of safety from foreign 
at this time, than encumber their successors wit attack, which the bravery of his countrymen gave 
a growing debt. him, Mr. C. felt additional security from the debil- 

Mr. J. concluded by saying, he believed there | ity of our enemy, at least so far as relates to the 
was not the least danger of invasion, even should | means of conveying war to our shores, which 
the negotiation fail. But, in case so remote and | means unquestionably were money and ships. 
unlikely an event should happen, he thought the | But from this weakness the gentleman from Dela- 
militia or the people a much better reliance for de- | ware (Mr. BAYARD) seems to draw no security, 
fence, than the few regular troops contemplated and asks, “What may we not apprehend from a 
by the law. He was opposed to a new loan, except | nation who had the boldness to attempt, and the 
in case of the greatest necessity, and knowing that | power to effect, the invasion of Egypt? Mr. ©. 
these troops could not be kept up without the loans, | said, his country was degraded by the question ! 
he should vote for the resolution, and did not ap- | Are the Mamelukes of Egypt to be compared to 
prehend it could have any influence on the dispo- | the citizens of the United States? [Here Mr. 
sition of France towards an accommodation. Bayar explained, and declared he had made no 

Mr. Ciarorne said, the resolution upon the such comparison.] Mr. O. said, he believed he had 
table certainly presented to his mind an aspect fa- quoted the expressions of the gentlemen from Del- 
vorable to the interest of our common country ; | aware accurately, and he had a right to draw there- 
instead of drawing upon the Government “ debil- | from his own conclusions. He would repeat, that 
ity and degradation,” in his opinion, it would | great was the difference between the Egyptians 
strengthen her resources, and increase the respect and the citizens of America. In Egypt, the people, 
of her citizens for the Administration. Instead | in want of the means of defence, involved in 
of endangering the security of the nation it would | politicalslavery,and savage ignorance and poverty, 
add to its safety, and promote the happiness of the | became an easy conquest to an invading foe. But 
people. Under these impressions, he should do| America was powerful in the means of self defence, 
violence to his own feelings, and be unworthy of and presented innumerable and insurmountable 
representing a free people, did he not give the pro- | barriers to a successful attack. _The expedition to 
position under discussion his most cordial support. | Egypt had proved highly injurious to France, it 
He had frequently heard the fate of those nations | pressed hard upon her fiscal resources, and so pal- 
who had lately lost their Governments, andin some sied her warlike arm as to render it doubtful at 
cases the little remnant of liberty they possessed, | one time whether she would be enabled to resist 
repeated over within the walls of this House ; the | with success the coalesced Powers who threatened 
subject was never introduced but his sensibility her political existence. Mr. C. thought a remem- 
was greatly excited, and the feelings of his heart | brance of this, if other instructive lessons were 
much wounded, at the recital of such calamities. | wanting, would at least teach Franee the folly 
But when he heard gentlemen assimilate the sit- and the danger of carrying war into remote coun- 
uation of Italy, Holland, and Switzerland, to the! 


tries. Believing thus, as he did, that there was no 
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danger of invasion, he could not see to what- use- 
ful purpose this army could be applied—but, on 
the contrary, he saw much evil which its existence 
would create; among the greatest, was the in- 
crease of the national expenditure, and with it the 
increase of the national. burdens, 

Let not gentlemen flatter themselves that the 
present weight of Government was not felt by the 
people. In those parts of the Union where com- 
merce floats by the doors of our citizens, the taxes 
are paid with ease, but in the interior of the States 
they were met with difficulty. Butif this army 
system was persisted in, taxation must every where 
become great and burdensome. His desire. was, 
to exact no more money from the people thar was 
absolutely necessary. Nothing had a greater ten- 
dency to tame the spirits of a free people, and 
sooner to prepare their minds for political servi- 
tude, than an immense national debt and heavy 
taxation. 

The feelings of a nation may well be assimilated 
to those of an individual. A man loaded with 
debt, and guarded by his creditors, too often loses 
his firmness of character, and sinks into inactivity 
and despair. A nation groaning under a national 
debt and the weight of taxes was too apt to fall 
into a political lethargy, and tamely to wear any 
poke their rulers may prepare for them. What 

ut this, has induced the people of England, with- 
out a murmur, to carry a corrupt Government 
through so many wars of ambition? What else has 
induced the people of England to suffer their trea- 
sure to be squandered away in the paying of for- 
eign hirelings, to impose upon distant countries 
Governments not wished for by the inhabitants ? 
And what besides has occasioned the people of 
England to see without complaining a war of plun- 
der and desolation carried to the once peaceful and 
happy plains of India? But, to avoid immediate 
recourse to further taxes, gentlemen proposed the 
expedient of loans. This, however, was only de- 
laying the evil; this policy is bad, as was clearly 
shown by his friend from North Carolina (Mr. 
Macon) at a late period last evening. 

Mr, C. said, he had given an opinion, that the 
disbanding of an additional army would strengthen 
the resources of our country, and increase the love 
of the people for the Government. To his mind, 
nothing could be more clear. Next to freemen, 
money was the most powerful engine in the de- 
fence of a nation, a saving of which would insure 
the adoption of the resolution. Next to dispen- 
sing protection and equal justice to the people, 
economy tends to render an administration pleas- 
ing. But the gentleman from Delaware (Mr. Bay- 
arp) was fearful, if this army was reduced, another 
could not easily be raised, when the occasion re- 
quired it. Mr. C. could not think so; he placed 
great reliance upon the patriotism of his fellow- 
citizens, and when the country was in danger, 
many brave defenders would range themselves 
under her standard. 

We have been told, said Mr. C., that of the 
twelve regiments, not more than 3,500 men have 
been raised; this convinced him that the Amer- 
ican people did not view this army as necessary 


for their defence; were it otherwise, the ranks 
would rot be so thin. 

Some gentlemen were. apprehensive that the 
adoption of the resolution would injure the pend- 
ing negotiation with France. Mr. C. said, if he 
thought so, it would not receive his support. No 
man desired more heartily the success of the mis- 
sion than hedid. Peace was essential to the wel- 
fare of his country, and he wanted much to see it 
restored. But the disbanding of this little army 
could have no influence on the councils of France. 
No other inférence could be drawn than this: that 
the American Congress, assured of their immense 
resources for defence, and relying on the bravery 
and attachment of the American people to their 
country, had thought proper to lessen the expenses 
of Government, by reducing a useless part of their 
military forces. 

Mr. Harrison said, the resolution had been so 
ably spoken to, that it could not be expected to 
receive any new light from what he should add. 
But when it was recollected that,he had no other 
way of expressing his opinion on any subject that 
came before the House, than by taking part in the 
debate, not having a vote in the House, he trust- 
ed he need make no apology for rising on the 
present subject, which to him appeared an import- 
ant one. He was fully of opinion that disbanding 
so large a proportion of the military force would 
be attended with disastrous consequences. In 
giving this opinion, he was sure he spoke that of 
nine-tenths of his constituents, and that they 
would with much more readiness bear their pro- 
portion of the expense which would be necessary 
to maintain these forces, than that they should be 
disbanded. 

The employment of his past life, Mr. H. said, 
had led him to believe that too much reliance was 
placed on the militia. Were valor or alertness 
the only requisite in the formation of a good sol- 
dier, he should willingly give the militia that 
character. But these are only partial qualities 
compared with those which they may be called to 
meet. What would their valor do, attacked by 
the military tactics of a Bonaparte or a Massena ? 
Nothing short of discipline will do for our forces. 
And are our militia welldisciplined? No, sir, they 
are not. 

Mr. H. said he had experienced the inconveni- 
ences of a militia army. In 1794, he went out 
with a number of the militia of his part of the 
country against the Indians. When brought into 
action they behaved very well; they did not want 
courage, but after a very short service they wanted 
to go home, they were anxious to see their families, 
and therefore numbers deserted, and left the army 
in a state which was almost the cause of its de- 
struction. He had experienced seven years ser- 
vice with the militia, but he was sorry to say, 
such was their conduct, that he never could think 
of trusting the country entirely to their protection. 
They might do well with regular troops, and no 
doubt would. Under these impressions, and from 
this experience, he knew he spoke the will of a 
proportion of his constituents in sincerely hoping 
the resolution would not pass. 
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Mr. HiLL.—Notwithstanding the invincible em- 
barrassment-which always oppresses me when 
T rise to.address this House, notwithstanding my 
reluctance to protract the debate.on this question, 
which I have all along considered ought to be 
promptly and immediately decided, I find myself 
impelled to offer a few observations on the sub- 
ject, to make evident that. my desire to press. a 
speedy decision does not arise from the unworthy 
motive of forcing the minority into a measure 
without a full discussion of its merits; and that the 
sentiments which have actuated me, and will deter- 
mine my vote on the present occasion, are such as 
forcibly impress me with the propriety and neces- 
sity of such disposition of the resolution. 

I consider this question of vast importance in 
various points of view, whether it regards our 
respectability abroad or our interests and safety at 
home. The proposition appears to. me to be 
fraught with mischief, calculated to involve the 
councils of our country in the contempt of other 
nations—to make them disreputable. in the con- 
sideration of our citizens. .. While, sir, [thus freely 
declare my sentiments. of the measure, I would 
not be understood to intend that an improper mo- 
tive is ascribed to the gentleman who moved or 
the gentlemen who advocate the resolution. The 
human mind is so constructed that the same ob- 
ject of contemplation will appear differently to 
different persohs, and. even, under various views, 
will assume various appearances to the same mind; 
to this 1 am disposed to ascribe the want of unani- 
. mity. now experienced. 
~: To me, sir, after bestowing the most unremit- 
ting, steady attention to the arguments of gentle- 
men on both sides, it appears unequivocally, tit 
the measure if adopted would produce the most 
fatal effects; that te proposition can: but create 
the most pernicious influence on the pending nego- 
tiation with France. . Hence; sir, it is my wish to 
have the resolution speedily disposed of. I be- 
lieve a majority of this House unquestionably dis- 
approve it; and the only way to prevent the per- 
nicious influence dreaded is to let the disapproba- 
tion of the House accompany the account of the 
proposition. I would have the same breeze which 
watts across the ocean the paralyzing intelligence 
of the proposition, convey to our Commissioners 
the restorative information of its decisive rejection. 
But, sir, it is said that this ill effect cannot be 
produced, because this army forms no part of that 
system of defence occasioned by French aggres- 
sions. The contrary of this is so evident, that it 
would be an insult on the understanding of this 
House to attempt to prove it. If, however, a doubt 
exists, a reference to the law authorizing the en- 
listments—to the terms of enlistment which form 
the contract between the Government and the 
soldier, will effectually conclude it. If, then, this 
army is part of a system of defence adopted in 
consequence of French aggressions, before we 
agree to disband it, it becomes necessary to know 
whether those aggressions have ceased; whether 
the injuries suffered have been repaired; and to 
examine the present state of affairs between the 
two countries. Will it be alleged that this is ma- 


terially different from that existing when this army 
was organized? Willit be concluded that we are 
nat in a state of actual war?. Sir, it will not, be- 
cause neither position is tenable—the facts are 
otherwise. Why, then, sir I ask, are we to aban- 
don this system? It is said; because it has not, it 
cannot-have, any useful operation—because it has 
not had, it cannot have, any possible effect on the 
French councils, while it induces a heavy expense 
on the American people. Sir, it has been clearly 
and conclusively proved, that the system adopted 
has had a powerful influence on the French mea- 
sures. The belligerent attitude assumed by this 
Government, was a strong and indubitable evi- 
dence to the Government of France, that weshould 
prefer war, with all its calamities, to submission, 
and loss of our independence ; that we would ex- 
pend our last dollar in defence of our rights, but 
not bestow a single cent for tribute. The change 
of measures evidences the change of sentiment in 
the French councils, and this was consequent to the 
adoption of this system—a negotiation is invited 
by those who, but a little while before, rejected 
with scorn and contempt a like overture. If now, 
in the very commencement of that negotiation, 
the first act of the Legislature is an abandonment, 
is the destruction of that system, what must be the 
fatal consequence? Sir, it cannot be anything 
less than a prostration of our national honor, dig- 
nity, and interests, at the feet of French justice, 
of French mercy; and all that we could have to ex- 

ect would be, what the magnanimity of the Great 
Nation might, in its tender commiseration for us, 
think proper to bestow on a people whose councils 
are too fluctuating and too weak to assert their 
rights, and whose resources are unequal to their 
protection. 

But, sir, it is said that the negotiation py fail; 
nay, it would seem that gentlemen calculate it 
will fail; and therefore it is, say they, we bring 
the proposition forward now,aware that we have to 
encounter less difficulties than if we wait the issue 
of the negotiation. Surely, sir, nothing can ope- 
rate with more force on the mind of every mem- 
ber of this House favorable to the measures of Gov- 
ernment, resisting such encroachments, than this 
declaration; it must decide every mind on the pro- 
priety of making a firm stand against this present 
attempt. Itis further stated that the army cannot 
be useful because invasion is impracticable, or if 
practicable, still it cannot be useful, on account of 
the paucity of its numbers, and for other reasons. 
Both these positions have been so ably assailed, and 
the assertions so conclusively refuted, by two gen- 
ilemen from Virginia, that it would be but waste 
of time to enlarge on the subject. I will only ob- 
serve, that possibilities more remote have been 
sustained inthe French councils, and have proved 
practicable in their execution. Calculations foun- 
ded on the events of former wars, are not admis- 
sible as correct indications of what may occur in 
the present war. Never in modern times has a 
war sustained as this has been existed. Perhaps 
the present are the only times which ever witnessed 
a single nation, unaided by allies, carrying war and 
havoe in every direction, through various nations 
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at the same time, with such a combination of Pow- 
ers to resist, and sustain itself, victoriously, as the 
French nation has done. 

Are we to satisfy ourselves with the belief that 
the French will not invade us, and become unpre- 
pared to defend ourselves, while in actual war 
with that Power? Sir, is not this inviting inva- 
sion? But, admit that invasion is not to be dread- 
ed—is that the only means the French have of an- 
noying us of disturbing the peace, and introdu- 
cing war into our country ? 

While we are considering whether our Consti- 
tutional power to adopt measures to repel invasion 
is or is not expedient to be exerted, let it not be 
forgotten, our country has a vulnerable side, other 
than that exposed to invasion; a point, sir, that 
will not escape hostile notice; a point, sir, which 
the Southern States have most to dread, and where, 
if war in our country is to happen, it will proba- 
bly commence. 

As to the expense to be incurred by maintaining 
the army proposed.to be discharged, it is admitted 
it cannot be much; too trifling, it is acknowledged, 
to be an object, if the mission to France succeeds. 
In that event itis merely questionable whether 
there would be any saving at all by disbanding 
the army now, as most probably the pay which 
may be considered as proper to bestow on its dis- 
charge, would be fully equal to its support during 
the whole period of its enlistment. 

Much has been said on the subject of economy. 
Truly, sir, it is an important consideration, and 
ought always to be present in our councils. But, 
sir, economy consists in a due application of the 
wealth and resources of the country; to promote 
measures calculated to produce the peace, safety, 
and happiness of the citizens; to insure the pros- 
perity and welfare of the Republic. This kind of 
economy is as distant from the paltry considera- 
tions of an impolitic parsimony as it is removed 
from the waste of an inconsiderate prodigality. I 
therefore consider what has been urged on that 
subject as of no moment in the present question ; 
and much better calculated to tickle the ears of an 
unreflecting populace, than convince the minds ofa 
deliberativeassembly. It has been alleged that the 
existence of this army occasions unpleasant sen- 
sations in the minds of the citizens at large; that 
the sound of the drum and the glitter of arms 
among their peaceful habitations distresses them. 
Sir, doubtless it excites their attention, and pro- 
duces from them inquiries on the subject, but when 
told that this army is raised to be ready to protect 
the rights and support the honor of their country, 
which has been and still is injured and insulted by 
a foreign Power, they are satisfied. But what 
would be the operation of the measure proposed 
on the minds of these very citizens? They find 
the army disbanded, they inquire what reparation 
has our Government received for the injuries, what 
satisfaction for the insults, heaped on our country ? 
None. : Whyis the army then disbanded, and, after 
the expense of organization for the defence of our 
country, why are we now left without the pro- 
posed means of defence? Sir, can these questions 
be answered without involving our Government 


in the disrepute of its citizens? No, sir, it must 
forcibly attach to it in every mind. 

It has been urged that the wisdom and prudence 
of this House are involved in the present question. 
I sincerely coincide in this sentiment. I will go 
further: the dignity, sir, of this House is involved 
in entertaining this question. I call loudly to be 
extricated as speedily as possible. Scarcely, sir, 
hasa month elapsed since this House,-without a 
division, announced to the American people, to the 
world at large, that it is the dictate of wisdom, of 
duty, to persevere in the system of defence adopt- 
ed by the councils of our country. This senti- 
ment is emphatically expressed in the Address of 
this House to the. President.. And we are now, 
without even the suggestion of a change of situa- 
tion, called on to make an inroad on that system, 
to commence its destruction. ah 

T hope, sir, the question-will be taken this day. 
I feel every disposition to accommodate gentlemen 
in their feelings and wishes, but I hold the interests 
of the country, which I'sincerely believe-to be in- 
volved in the length of this debate,as too expensive 
a sacrifice. I apprehend every .gentleman has 
made up his mind, without the probability of re- 
linquishing the point on which it rests; if so, a 
further postponement can only be to afford an 
opportunity for a display of oratory. If gentle- 
men have made uptheir minds, and if it is impor- 
tant that a prompt decision should be had, it will 
be better to take the vote now and have the speeches 
afterwards—they doubtless will prove entertain- 
ing and instructive essays; and this course will 
be considered less exceptionable, as it has heen ex- 
emplified with no small success by an ancient 
@ator of celebrity. I allude to Cicero, and his 
oration in defence, but not heard until after the 
trial, of his friend Milo. It is true it was of no 
manner of service to his friend—but it was never- 
theless a very fine speech, and contributed not.a lit- 
tle to increase the fame of his eloquence. I hope, 
therefore, sir, that this course may be taken, rather 
than the decision should be any longer delayed. 

At this point the Committee rose, and had leave 
to sit again. 


Fripay, January 10, 
REDUCTION OF THE ARMY. 


The House, in Committee of the Whole, Mr. 
Morais in the Chair, resumed the consideration 
of Mr. Nicwouas’s resolution for reducing the 
Army Establishment. 

Mr. Krrcnext thought that the question before 
the Committee had been treated by the gentlemen 
on both sides upon much too extensive grounds, 
many of which had nothing at all to do withit. It 
appeared to him that the real merits of it would 
be better ascertained, and a vote taken with much 
more propriety, ifit only rested on these two puints, 
to which he wished to call attention: 

First. What would its influence be with the 
French Directory in the present state of the nego- 
tiation ? 

_ Secondly. What would be its influence or use 
in case of invasion ? 
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invaded the country. He did not believe that the 
was opposed, but, he conceived, without much | people could not support this army; they could, 
foundation. As to its influence on our negotia- | or one ten times larger, if necessary, and they 
tion with France, he thought the arguments very | would do it in that event. But he was confident 
weak... Could it be supposed that an army of three that a cheaper and more efficient protection was 
or four thousand men, at a distance of at least | to be found in the people of the United States, 
three thousand miles, could bid defiance to a Power | Suppose this army were to be divided to guard 
that the combination of all Europe would not ap- | different parts of the coast. Our coasts are so èx- 
pal? That must be an absurd conclusion. This | tensive that there could not be a sufficient quan- 
small army could not possibly affect a negotiation | tity at any one point to do any good against an 
when the Atlantic separated the Powers. Inj army that should invade, and therefore what use 
what form could they be used to attack the French ? | could they be in that service? 
Could they be transported across the ocean to com- |- Mr. K, said he merely threw out these ideas to 
pel the Directory to attend to the terms we should | show his reasons for voting in favor of the resolu- 
dictate? If the attempt was made, our great and | tion, which he must do unless his objections, and 
good allies would meet, and very probably impress | some others which had been mentioned by gentle- 
them into their service. Or wasa bridge to be laid | men who spoke before him, were satisfactorily re- 
across for their transportation to Europe? But, ifi moved. He thought the money could be better 
they could get there, what would they do? These | applied to arming and disciplining the militia, 
notions, he believed, would be acknowledged ab- | and he never could give a vote to impair that 
surd; but in what other way could the preserva- | great foundation of our strength, which ought to 
tion of this army influence the Directory? Yet į be cultivated with assiduity. Nor was he anywise 
gentlemen had ascribed to it that wonderful pow- | apprehensive of invasion if the war in Europe 
er. He concluded it could have no such effect. | should cease, because of the affinity of France and 
But the gentleman from Delaware said, if the | Great Britain to each other, which would operate 
French could have emissaries here to direct our | as a sufficient check. Besides, it could not be 
councils, they would recommend such a motion | supposed that after a war of this great length, and 
as this. No, said’Mr. K., they would rather advise | unprecedented for fatigue and sanguinity, either 
or influence us to augment the forces, in order to | of those Powers would enter on new adventures, 
drain our resources, so that we should be unable | when a few years rest and peace would be so re- 
to meet them, if they had any design upon us. | quisite to recruit their men as well as their finan- 
They would wish rather to disable us from mak- | ces. It was said that in another year they may in- 
ing any opposition, which could be more effect- | vade us, and therefore we ought to preserve the 
ually done by leaving us without money than | army. To be sure it was possible, but the argu- 
without troops. Not that he conceived our finan- | ment would lead to making provisions for another 
cial state to be at so low an ebbas to disable us in | century. Ifthere isany way, said Mr. K., in which 
any event from keeping tipthe army, but while our | we can attack the French Republic, it must be 
expenditure was already more than our revenue, | by sea; we have no fear of them by land, because 
it would certainly be imprudent not to attend to | they will not attack us, and it is not probable we 
every opportunity of decreasing it, so as to bring it | shall attack them. If, indeed, that is our wish, we 
as nearly levelas possible. | must increase our force, instead of diminishing it. 
Farther. What effect could this army have in | They do distress our commerce, we ought not 
case of invasion? What would our whole army, | therefore to be negligent of our navy, but to protect 
of fifteen or sixteen thousand men, do against the | it; but as for an army, we can have no use for it. 
great number any European Power, who wasso} Mr. S. Smrra believed, with two gentlemen 
inclined, could throw into our country? If such | who had lately spoken, that if a bill was now 
madness should seize them as to send an army here | brought in to create the army in question, it would 
for the invasion of our country,could it be supposed | have very few advocates. The gentleman from 
that they would immediately send a flag of truce | North Carolina (Mr. Wiitiams) had said, that if 
to inform us of the manner of itsexecution? Cer-!he had voted for raising this army, he certainly 
tainly not. Would they not be so well acquainted | should now vote for its continuance, because he- 
with our country and situation as to land where | saw no change in circumstances sufficient to wags 
these troops could not be brought to operate against | rant any change in measures. Mr. S. said, ‘he 
them? Then can we suppose that the keeping | disagreed with that gentleman: he did not think 
up of these men, at the rate of four millions of dol- | the same occasion now existed. ? : 
lars a year, will compel France to do what we! Mr. S. said, he came to Congress this year with 
please? No, sir, this army would not be found, | a strong impression upon his mind that the ex- 
were a disembarkation to take place; and our mili- | pense of this army was an unnecessary one; but 
tia would have to stand the whole attack. ‘he did not expect such a resolution to be brought 
Mr. K. believed that at any time a well armed, | forward at so early a period of the session, He 
and well disciplined militia would be competent | had hoped that the gentleman would have de- 
to all the purposes required to make head against | layed his motion until every document relating 
an invasion fromany nation. Hethereforethought | to the army was laid before the House by the Se- 
that while a standing army of this force would be | cretary of War, and every document of finance 
useless to make any impression on the French | from the Treasury Department. Unprepared as 
mind, so it would on their armies, if they actually | he was, and unwilling as he was to vote, he was 
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These were the principal grounds on which it 
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called on now so to do, and therefore must vote 
upon such documents as were in possession of the 
House. 

He conceived it necessary to call the recollec- 
tion of gentlemen to the state of affairs when the 
law in question had passed. . It had been thought 

roper, by the Senate of the United States, to pub- 
Fist the despatches of our envoys to France, which 
by him, and many. others, was considered in no 
other light than as a manifesto to prepare. the 
minds of the people for war; for all had declared 
that France could not do otherwise, after. their 


publication, than declarewar. The House thought | 


so, and declined the publication on their part. 
However, having been made public, it became a 
duty to assume a posture of defence; the neces- 
sity of which so strongly impressed him, that he 
could not have returned to his constituents with- 
out seeing the proper measures taken. 

It had been said, that this part of the army was 
not a part of the system of defence. What else 
coulditbe? Tobe sure it was not the only means 
of defence adopted, but it was considered that this 
army would operate valuably as a rallying point 
round which the militia would assemble. It was 
thought that wherever the United States should 
be invaded, the enemy would first be met by the 
militia, and that these troops, being prepared, would 
rapidly come to their aid. 

nder these impressions, Mr. S. said, he had 
thought it his duty to bring forward a resolution 
for raising eight regiments, and six troops of dra- 
goons; the House carried it further, and voted 
twelve regiments and the dragoons. The mea- 
sure was then thought to be so essential a feature of 
our defence, that there were but eleven members 
who voted against it. It will be recollected that 
a gentleman expressed an opinion that the right 
wing of the Army of England (as it was then 
called) would probably come to this country ; al- 
though he had no such idea, he had thought that 
the Southern States might be in danger of a de- 
scent from Hispaniola, and therefore thought that 
a small army might be necessary. 

{t would not be considered improper for gen- 
tlemen to vote for continuing the men who had 
been recruited into the twelve regiments a few 
months longer; for although they could not be 
draughted into the old regiments, yet many of 
them might and probably would be recruited for 
those regiments, and a saving of clothing, &c., 
w6jild thereby be effected. He presumed some- 
thing like this was the middle ground contempla- 
ted by the gentleman from Virginia. At present 
ho regiment appeared to have more men than 
would make a battalion. The supernumerary of- 
ficers might therefore retire home till called for, 
and thus make a considerable saving. 

From the reports of the War Department, Mr. 
S. said there were no more than 3,399 men 
recruited for that service; many of these would 
be objected to when they came to the muster, so 
that they would probably be reduced to 3,000; 
8,520 was the total number of men wanted for the 
twelve regiments. By stopping the enlistments, 
there would be a saving of bounty and clothing 


for 5.520. The raising of the six troops of dra- 
goons (no men being yet engaged) might also be 
stopped, and. the whole expense of their bounty 
and clothing, besides the purchase of horses, would 
be saved. Under this statement of facts, would 
gentlemen think of destroying this army at once ? 
Would it not be more prudent to wait two or three 
months for advices from our Envoys? . He felt 
well assured in his own mind that a peace would 
be the result.of our. negotiation. If gentlemen 
thought with him, they would wait the event. . If 
successful, the army would of course be discharged 
under the law. . 

The resolution, Mr. S. said, was calculated to 
discharge all these men. without a single shilling 
to carry them home. . He trusted they would not 
be sent home without such provision as had been 
usual to make. : 

This army had been called a ne army, 
and it was said that excuses would be found to 
keep it up, even after a peace. But this cannot 
happen, for the law expires, “ whenever the differ- 
ences between France and America are made up.” 

Sir, said Mr. S., there is no man that places 
more reliance on the militia than I do, but before 
I place all my reliance on that truly essential part 
pee defence, much as I admire it, I must see.a 
better militia law framed than exists at present. 
Until that time, I must say that a regular army 
in case of war will be always deemed necessary. 
I was pleased to hear the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Ranpoupu) say that something like a 
requisition was necessary, and that the money 
appropriated to this army ought to be applied to- 
wards disciplining our citizens, that they may be 
ready on an emergency. But how can that gen- 
tleman make these men serviceable under the pre- 
sent militia law, when their time of service is so 
short, that in many instances it will be nearly ex- 
pired before they can arrive at.the scene of action ? 
Sir, a requisition might be useful in this coun- 
try. Itis the youth ofa nation that can most 
easily be made its effectual defence; France has 
proved it—oppressed by the great Powers of Eu- 
rope, ina manner deprived of her soldiery, she 
called out by requisition the young men from 
eighteen to twenty-three. What was the conse- 
quence? The veterans of Europe were not able 
to withstand this shock, and France was every- 
where victorious. Again oppressed by numbers, 
the armies of France, pressed by the troops of 
Russia and Austria, were defeated at all points, 
and again she had recourse to the young men. 
The conscripts (being those who had passed the 
age of eighteen since the first requisition) were 
called on; they joined the armies of their country, 
and the proud armies of the allies fled before them, 
from the morasses of Holland and from the moun- 
tains of the Alps, and victory again decided for 
the armies of France. 

_ Mr. Chairman, grant a militia law such as has 
twice been reported to this House, where the 
youth from eighteen to twenty-five are selected, 
in which a plan is digested for arming, disciplin- 
ing, and holding them in a constant state of pre- 
paration, and with power of keeping them in the 
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the appearance of versatility in our Government. 
He should therefore vote against the motion, un- 
der a firm reliance that the recruiting service 
would be stopped immediately. 

Mr. Harper said: What, Mr. Chairman, would 
be the effect of this motion, if adopted, on the ne- 
gotiation now pending between this country and 
France? What would be its effects on the state 
of this country should the negotiation fail? Such 
are the questions which arise out of the resolu- 
tion upon your table, and present themselves for 
the consideration of this Committee. Sostrongly 
am I impressed with their magnitude, that I should 
regard myself as a traitor to that country which 
gave me birth, and in defence of which I drew 
my sword before fifteen years had passed over my 
head, dead to every feeling of that patriotic affec- 
tion for it which I drew in with my mother’s milk, 
were I to pass over, with a silent vote, questions so 
deeply interesting to its honor and welfare. These 
questions, indeed, have been so ably discussed, that 
Tam far from hoping to urge any new reasons, or to 
adduce any additional information; but if I can 
renew the impression formerly made, which the 
length of the discussion may have in some degree 
obliterated, I shall consider the time which I may 
occupy as not wholly misspent. 

What then, Mr. Chairman, let me be permitted 
again to ask, will be the effect of this motion, 
if adopted, on the success of our negotiation with 
France? What would be its effects on our safety 
should that negotiation fail? , 

The motion from which these questions arise, 
becomes infinitely more important and alarming 
to my mind, when combined with the avowed ob- 
ject for which it is introduced. Gentlemen tell 
us, most explicitly, that it is not on the success, 
but on the failure of the negotiation, that their 
motion becomes altogether necessary ; because, 
in that case, the army, by the very terms of its 
establishment and of the act under which it was 
raised, is to be disbanded. The troops were en- 
listed to serve “during the continuance of exist- 
ing difterences with France.” Should these dif- 
ferences be terminated, which is the object of the 
pending negotiation, the troops are disbanded of 
course. This gentlemen well know; and, there- 
fore, they feel that their motion would be wholly 
unnecessary in case the negotiation should suc- 
ceed. They even tell us, in plain terms, that did 
they consider the success of the negotiation as 
certain, they should feel very little solicitude 


about the motion. An honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Gatiatin) declares that he 
should not, in that case, think it worth while to 
make this motion; and the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia, who brought it forward, (Mr. Nicu- 
oas,) fully concurs in this sentiment. But it is 
precisely because they think that the negotiation 
may fail, that they feel anxious to carry this mea- 
sure. It is because they think that we may be left 
in a state of war with France that they wish to 
disband the army. It is because we may have to 
contend with a powerful and an insidious foe, 
which shall have refused to treat with us, and 
may meditate an immediate blow against our 
country, that gentlemen wish to deprive us of this 
arm of force for our defence. It is not in case of 
peace they wish to reduce, to disband, the national 
force, but in case of war; a war, too, against a 
Power whose constant policy it is to divide and 
conquer; to avail itself of every party contention, 
every internal discontent, every jealousy against 
Government, in order to disarm those on whom 
it intends an attack; to employ every act of in- 
trigue, and hold out every insidious appearance 
of friendship, for the purpose of lulling into a false 
and fatal security the victim which it has des- 
tined for its future prey. 

Sir, it is this view of the subject which strikes 
my mind with awful alarm. It is not foreign force 
that I dread, but internal division: it is not an at- 
tack from without that fills me with apprehension, 
but a weakness within, arising from timid coun- 
sels, which may prevent us from exerting our 
strength; from party animosity, which may ren- 
der one half of the country the instrument for de- 
stroying the other ; from jealousy of our own Gov- 
ernment, which may prevent us from entrusting 
it with the means of defending us against the en- 
terprises ofanother. I have heretofore been charg- 
ed with endeavoring to spread alarm ; and I have 
confessed the charge; for, when I feel alarm, I 
hold it my duty, as one of those persons to whom 
this nation has confided the task of watching over 
its safety, to spread that alarm. When danger 
is abroad, it is the duty of the sentinel to give the 
alarm; and it is by being alarmed that, alone, we 
can be saved. And I confess, sir, that when I see 
men, no doubt of the best intentions, so blinded 
by the spirit of opposition, so carried away by 
party animosity and jealousy of the Executive, as 
to struggle, with all their might for the disband- 
ment of the army in the midst ofa war; as to con- 
tend, with the most persevering zeal, that the fail- 
ure of the negotiation is the precise case in which 
we ought to divest ourselves of our only regular 
diciplined force, I do feel extreme alarm, and am 
most awfully anxious for the fate of my country. 
This alarm it is my desire to spread, for I am 
fully convinced that unless we take the alarm, in 
occasions like this, we must be lost. 

But to return, Mr. Chairman, from this digres- 
sion, into which I was irresistibly impelled by the 
force of my feelings, let me be permitted to discuss 
the first of the two questions which present them- 
selves for our consideration. Let me inquire, what 
must be the effect of this motion, should it succeed, 
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upon our negotiation with France? Out of this 


question, sir, will arise two others, which ought | every’ 5 
In what manner | amongst us, we know that there resided here, for 


tò be separately considered. 
must the French Government be affected, in the 
pending negotiation, from this measure? How 
must it affect the conduct of our own Govern- 
ment? Under these two points of view, permit 
me to examine the measures. 

When gentlemen who support this motion, have 
endeavored to answer the question, “in what man- 
ner the conduct of the French Government, in 
the pending negotiation, must be affected by this 
measure?” they seem to me to have fallen into a 
great, I had almost said an unaccounable, mistake. 
They have spoken of the amount of the force 
which it is the object of this motion to reduce, and 
they have triumphantly asked, “ Will France bede- 
terred or overawed by an army of ten thousand 
men? Will her Government, after having broken 
and triumphed over one most formidable coalition, 
and successfully resisted the progress of another, 
be induced to treat with us by the fear of this hand- 
ful of troops? ‘Will she regard this as the whole 
force we have to resist her, in case she should attack 
us?’ To all these questions, sir, I answer no. 
She will not be deterred by this handful of troops. 
The fear of ten thousand men will not induce 
her to treat with us. She will not consider this 
as the only force which we can oppose to her at- 
tacks. But these, sir, are not the true questions 
to be determined. France will not advert to the 
mere amount of force to be reduced, but to the 
ae to be displayed by the reduction. This is 
the point of view and the only one in which she 
will regard this measure; and the impression 
which itis calculated to make on her, in that point 
of view, is the important subject which we are 
now called toconsider. What inference with re- 
gard to our situation and our councils, will France 
draw from a disbandment of our army at this mo- 
ment? How will that influence affect her con- 
duct in the negotiation? These, sir, are questions 
which it is our duty to solve, before we adopt the 
resolution on your table. 

Will France consider this disbandment as an 
indication of a want of strength, of want of means, 
of inability to support this force? No, for she 
well knows the extent of our means, and the great- 
ness of our strength. She knows them from the 
exertions made under her eye, in the Revolution- 
ary war, at a time when we were but infants com- 
pared with our present state. She knows them 
from the exact information which she possesses 
respecting our commerce, our maritime wealth, our 
population, our finances, and our rapid increase. 
On all these particulars we cannot doubt but that 
she is perfectly well informed. It has been at all 
times a leading maxim in the policy of her Gov- 
ernment, to spare no pains or expense in acquiring 
the most accurate information on all these points, 
respecting the countries comprehended in her po- 
litical system. For this purpose she has at all 
times maintained skilful agents in all the coun- 
tries with which she had connexions. Can we 
suppose, even for a moment, that she has departed 
from this maxim in our case? We know that she 


‘has not. Besides the secret agents, whom there is 
reason to believe that she has always kept 


three years, a person of the most comprehensive, 
active, and discerning mind, unwearied in his pur- 
suit of information respecting our affairs, and per- 
fectly well qualified for obtaining it. We know 
that this person was recalled to France and placed 
ina very high and influential stationin her Govern- 
ment. We know that he carried with him the most. 
exact inférmation that has ever gone to Hurope 
respecting everything in this country that can be 
known by a foreigner. And although he has since 
been removed from his official stationin France, yet. 
there cannot be a doubt that the communications. 
which he made and the opinion he impressed have 
had, and will long continue to have, a powerful. 
influence on the conduct of his Government to~: 
wards this country. The facts which he related. 
and the statements which he was in a ‘condition 
‘to make, and no doubt did make, will at least re- 
main and be remembered; and they are sufficient 
to inform the Government of France that our 
strength would be great were we disposed to ex- 
ert it, that our means are extensive and abundant 
should we resolve to employ them. That suchis, 
and from the beginning of her present struggle has. 
always been her impression, is rendered perfectly 
manifest by the anxiety which she has shown and 
the pains which she has taken to draw us into the 
quarrels on her own side. . She well knew the use 
of such an ally; she was fully assured of the aid 
which we could afford for the accomplishment of 
her great purpose, the destruction ‘of the English 
commerce and marine, and therefore, with a pol- 
icy equally profound and comprehensive, she early - 
took every step in her power tosecure this aid- 
We well know that early in the year 1793, as soon 
as her contest with England had commenced, she 
sent a Minister here for the express purpose of in- 
ducing us, by every artful pretext and insidious 
contrivance, to join her in the war. We know 
that when her intrigues were baffled, she resorted 
to menaces and violence for the same purpose. Al 
this proves, in the most undeniable manner, that 
she has a very high and adequate opinion of our 
force. Her desire to gain the disposal of this force 
would not otherwise have been so ardent, nor her 
mortification and rage so excessive at finding her- 
self disappointed. She will not therefore, she can- 
not, consider this measure as an indication of our 
want of means. She well knows that we possess 
them. She has hitherto found that we were not 
only too wise to be inveigled by her insidious 
policy, but too strong to be bent by her force. In 
what light, then, will she consider this measure ? 
She will consider it, sir, as a most decisive proof 
that our divisions have arisen to such a height as 
to render us incapable of exerting our strength ; 
that although we were, for a moment, roused into 
something like spirit, by the unheard of insults and 
indignities wherewith she loaded us in the wan- 
tonness of her pride, we are of a character too feeble 
and timid to support, with persevering courage 
and unshaken firmness, the hazard of a great con- 
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and of their Government to unite, for any length 
of time, in ‘vigorous measures; too Inert to support 
the fatigues of a continued exertion, or too avari- 
cious to pay itsexpenses. That our Government 
is feeble in itself; destitute of confidence in the 
magnanimity and patriotism of the nation ; or so. 
logged in all its movements, by the opposition of 
a powerful party, as to be rendered incapable of 
adhering with steadiness to any great and manly 
system for the protection of its honor or national 
rights. That there exists among usa great and 
powerful party which is impelled by party spirit, 
by animosity against its rivals, by jealousy of the 
Administration, by its own political system, or by 
whatever other motive, to exert all its force with 
unabated zeal, and at length with complete success, 
for wresting from the Government every means 
of defence, for depriving it of all means of exerting 
national force, for robbing it of all hope of public 
support, by withdrawing from it, completely, the 
public confidence. That this party, in fine, about 
whose existence she is but too well informed, and 
whose principles and views it is not natural for her 
to mistake, has at length obtained an ascendency 
in our councils, and will not fail in the pursuit of 
its own plans, whatever they may be, to serve ef- 
fectually her cause, by tying up the hands of the 
Administration, separating the nation from the 
‘Government, and neutralizing, by means of that 
division, the national force. 

These, sir, are the circumstances of which this 
‘motion, if adopted, must be considered by France 
asa certain indication. Believing these circum- 
‘stances to exist, she must consider our wealth, our 
population, our commerce, our capital, our ship- 
ping, in fine our national means, not as a force to 
‘be dreaded, but as a prey to be seized. The 
greater these means, the richer will be the spoil, 
‘and the more eager she will be to seize it, and to 
‘continue the quarrel which is to furnish the 
occasion. But resist the motion and all these 
indications are at once wrecked; she will then 
consider our national means, not asa prey to be 
‘seized, but as a force to be overcome; and, know- 
ing as she does, the extent of those means, she 
‘would be induced to put an end to a quarrel from 
which she would see there was so little to be 
gained. f r 

Mr. Chairman, we know the men who guide 
the councils of France. We have seen their con- 
duct for six years past. Unfortunately for man- 
kind, they have acted a most conspicuous part on 
the theatre of the world. We have been enabled 
‘to discover their characters, their views, and the 
means, as well as the object of their political system. 
Weknow thatitis by fomentinginternal discontent, 
by availing themselves of the weakness resulting 
from the jealousy of Government, and party di- 
visions, that they have triumphed and still hope 
to triumph over other countries. In other coun- 
triesthey have found parties that aided their views; 
-and when they see a party here pursuing measures 
exactly similar, why should they not expect some 
aid from that party? Sir, I speak not of the 


motives of gentlemen—God forbid that I should | 


‘their motives! 


Among those who support this 
motion, there are many with whom I have the 
advantage of being much acquainted, whose char- 
acters I highly respect, and whose intentions I 
believe to be most upright. But I am constrained 
—it is my duty—to speak of the effects of their 
conduct; and I must remark, that those effects 
will be precisely the same, from whatever motives 
their conduct may flow. If France find a party 
among us which strips us of our defence in the 
midst of a quarrel with her; which disbands our 
regular disciplined force at the moment when our 
negotiation shall have failed; it is the same thing, 
in her view, whether this be done through a mean 
and foolish parsimony, through versatility and 
weakness of character, through party spirit, ani- 
mosity against the Administration, jealousy of the 
Government, or a direct intention to promote her 
views. In either case she will consider her views 
as promoted ; because, in either case, the country 
will appear to her to be left at her mercy. Sir, 
she will have ground for this opinion—the ground 
of experience—for she has found her views most 
effectually promoted by a similar state of things 
in other countries. The example of other coun- 
tries cannot be too often recurred to, for it is from 
the misfortunes and errors of others that, if we are 
wise, useful lessons for our conduct will be drawn. 

Let it then be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that 
the independence of Switzerland was subverted by 
a party; nota party among the people, for they 
were united, and were attached to their Govern- 
ment, and eager to defend their country; buta 
party in the Government itself. The example of 
the deplorable effects of foreign force and intrigue 
aided by internal division, has already been no- 
ticed, but it cannot be too often held up to our 
view, for nowhere else shall we be able to find so 
many points of resemblance with ourselves, so 
many considerations applicable to our own situa- 
tion. Let me therefore be permitted to dwell for 
some time on this most interesting and affecting 
picture. 

When I speak of Switzerland, Mr. Chairman, 
I mean to be understood especially of the Canton 
of Bern—the most powerful by far of the whole 
confederacy, and the only one able to exert a great 
force of itself, to stand asa bulwark for the rest, 
and to give union and system to their common 
efforts. The people of Bern, sir, were not that op- 
pressed and degraded peasantry, of whom an hon- 
orable gentleman from Virginia (Mr. RANDOLPH) 
has spoken, and whom he represented as being so 
ground down by the miseries resulting from their 
own Government, that they fled with joy into the 
arms of the invaders, for protection against their 
domestic tyranny. Let me inform that honorable 
gentleman, that there was neither misery, oppres- 
sion, nor discontent among the people of Bern. 
Nowhere was more happiness to be seen ; nowhere 
more prosperity, more comfort, more security for 
person and property, a more perfect exemption 
from the burdens of taxation, more contentment 
to be found. In addition to the united voice of 
every historian and every traveller, who has 


doubt, much less call in question the purity of | viewed or attempted to represent this delightful 
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picture of human bliss, let me refer the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia to the testimony of a 

entleman who now hears me, who has a personal 
Tnowlciee of that once happy people, and from 
whom the honorable gentleman may derive much 
useful information on this and many other sub- 
jects. That gentleman will inform him, as he 

as informed me, that the Government of Bern, 
however defective in theory; was, in its practice 
and administration, the best that mankind has 
ever seen;.that there was no tyranny and no 
misery in Bern; that the people loved the Gov- 
ernment, and were at all times ready to fight in 
its defence; that the Government cherished the 
people, and maintained them by a tender and 
paternal exercise of authority, in the possession 
of every blessing which Government was origi- 
nally instituted to secure. Among such a people, 
there could be, there was no party division. The 
Government, indeed, was in the hands of a certain 
number of families, they were numerous, and 
operated as a check upon each other; they were 
venerated, and that veneration produced a willing 
obedience to their authority; the manners of the 
country were pure, and those manners contributed 
largely towards preventing the usual abuses of 
power. The mass of the people was excluded, 
indeed, from all share in the Government, but they 
felt all its blessings, and were willing to be exempt 
from its labors and its cares; and any among 
them who became distinguished by their talents, 
their virtues, or their services, found an easy ad- 
mission into the order which held the Govern- 
ment. In fine, sir, they were wedded to it by the 
habits of three hundred years, during which it had 
existed in prosperity and honor. But, although 
there were no divisions or discontents among the 

eople, two parties existed in the Government 
itself. These parties, as in all other Governments 
partaking of a popular nature, long struggled for 
superiority and rule, but, until the French Revolu- 
tion broke out, and the war which its leaders, to 
serve their own purposes, immediately excited 
against the great Powers of Germany approached 
the borders of Switzerland, those struggles were 
productive of little injury. The shock produced 
by those events was soon felt in Switzerland. 
The party which at the same time possessed the 
chief magistracy of Bern, foreseeing the danger 
whereto the country would be exposed, attempted 
to adopt a firm and vigorous policy, to put the 
country in a state of defence, and to take measures 
for causing its neutrality and its rights to be re- 
spected by France, when a disposition to disregard 
both was‘early displayed. The opposite party, 
which, let it be remembered, sir, was nota French 
party, and would have spurned the imputation of 
French prepossessions, much more of French con- 
nexions or views, with the utmost indignation, did 
not fail, however, to oppose all these attempts, 
sometimes on the ground that they would irritate 
France, sometimes because they would be too ex- 
pensive, and sometimes because there was no dan- 
ger. During the whole war this conflict con- 
tinued. One party took hold of every favorable 


tion, while every new injury or insult from France 
was palliated by the other, which, aided by the cau- 
tious policy of the French Minister in Switzerland, 
by the fear of expense and exertion natural to the 
people every where, and by the indolence of charac- 
ter which wealth and a long continued peace had 
produced, perpetually succeeded in its. opposition, 
and kept the nation in an alarmed state. 

Many injuries were endured, many insults were 
submitted to, but no direct attack was made on 
the part of France while the war with the Em- 
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quarrel were however provided ; and no sooner did 
the House of Austria make a truce with France, 
by which the latter was left in possession of Italy 
and the Rhine, than this quarrel was openly be- 
gun, and an attack on Bern, which alone stood 
in the way of France, was secretly planned. For 
this purpose a part of Bonaparte’s army command- 
ed by General Brune, was ordered to advance in- 
to the neighborhood of the Pais de Vaud, a part 
of Bern, and to support a handful of wretches, 
who had been excited by the French Government 
to rise in insurrection. One party in the Govern- 
ment of Bern wished to send a general to sup- 
press this insurrection, and drive off Brune’s army, 
which was not considerable in foree. The other 
party, which called itself the peace party, and 
which acted and talked as. our pretended peace 
party has always done, opposed this measure with 
success, and procured a negotiator to be sent in- 
This negotiator was also en- 
trusted with military powers, but he belonged to 
the peace party, abandoned the country to the in- 
surgents and to General Brune, with whom he 
entered into a negotiation instead of fighting him. 
The consequence was, that Brune advanced into 
the Pais de Vaud, took. possession of it, revolution- 
ized it, and conquered it, although nineteen-twen- 
tieths of the people were firmly attached to their 
Government, and ready to risk their lives in de- 
fence of the country, had there been any one to 
unite and direct theirexertions. Having achieved 
this conquest, and levied an enormous contribu- 
tion for the supply of his army, General Brune 
advanced to the frontier of Bern itself. 

This invasion, however, roused the nation and 
the Government, The peace party, which still 
talked of irritation, and of expense, and of nego- 
tiation, was overborne, and preparations were 
made for a vigorous defence of the country. In 
this state of things, Brune found himself too weak 
for the enterprise, and had recourse to negotiation, 
till another body of troops. amounting to twenty 
thousand, could be brought from the Rhine, by 
General Shauenburg, to his aid. He sent nego- 
tiators to Bern, to negotiate with the peace party, 
and by means of the peace party to suspend the 
measures of defence till Shauenburg could have 
time to arrive. The peace party entered into his 
views; they negotiated; the measures for driv- 
ing Brune out of the country were suspended, 
and Shauenburg advanced by rapid marches. At 
length he approached the opposite frontier, got 
possession of the passes which lead into the coun- 


occasion to use its system of defence and prepara- į try, and attacked one of the neighboring cantons. 
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Then the Canton of Bern again roused itself. 
The people called aloud on the Government to 
take measures for the defence of the country, and 
demanded to be led against the enemy. The pre- 
‘tended peace-makers were silenced, the real friends 
of their country gained a majority in the Council 
of Bern, and General D‘Erlach received orders 
to take immediate measures for attacking the ene- 
my and driving him from the country. The pa- 
triotic enthusiasm of the people soon supplied him 
-with an army of 30,000 men; the confidence of 
the nation revived, and the country was on the 
point of being saved. 

Now begins the mournful history of the delu- 
sion of party. General D‘Erlach left the Council, 
of which he was a member, and went to take the 
command ofthearmy. One hundred officers, also 
members, attended him to the field. Their absence 
threw the majority again into the hands of the 
peace party——the party that talked of negotiating 
with an advancing enemy, of expense, of irritation, 
of the horrors of war. This band of misguided 
and timid men, led on and instigated by a faction 
of modern patriots—not such as Cato, as Hamp- 
den, or as Washington, but of that bastard race of 

. patriots of the present day, whose patriotism con- 
sists in devotion tothe will of France—struck the 
blow under which their country sunk, perhaps to 
rise no more. Availing themselves of the major- 
ity thus acquired, they obtained a reversal of the 
orders to General D’Erlach, and procured an order 
that he should retreat. This fatal order, the pre- 
‘text’ for which was to avoid irritation and leave 
the door still open for negotiation with an invad- 
ing advancing enemy; this order once given, the 
energy of the nation was completely unstrung. 
The people and army of the country, astonished 
and indignant at this very unaccountable weak- 
ness and versatility, which they attributed to the 
treachery of their Government and their officers, 
gave up the public cause in despair. Some re- 
fused to obey, some fled to their homes, and some 
turned against their officers those arms which 
they were not permitted to employ against the 
invaders of their country. Everywhere distrust, 
confusion, and flight, were seen, while the enemy, 
feeling the favorable moment, advanced with ra- 
pidity against the city of Bern, in different direc- 
tions. Then the last struggles of despair took place. 
A brave people, deprived of leaders, deprived of 
government, deprived of all means of resistance 
except such as despair could supply, threw them- 
selves between the enemy and their homes, their 
families, and theiraltars. The wife fought by the 
side of her husband. The aged grandsire, the 
youth, and the tender virgin, fell in the same 
tanks. The scythe and the pitchfork supplied the 
want of the bayonet and thesword. Glorious, but 
unavailing efforts! Unavailing to you, brave and 
self-devoted Swiss! but useful to us, were we will- 
ing to profit by the lesson. Useful in teaching 
how fruitless is valor unaided by discipline, how 
little can be effected by the most exalted patriot- 
ism, the firmest union, in a nation, unless the 
public spirit be sustained, the public exertions sys- 
tematized, combined, and directed, by a wise and 


vigorous Government! The catastrophe, sir, is 
known. Bern fell; and with her fell Switzerland; 
affording, in their fall, a mournful but impressive 
example of the mischiefs resulting from weak and 
versatile counsels, from party jealousy and ani- 
mosities, from distrust of our own Government, 
and blind security as to the designs and projects. 
of our neighbors. 

This awful example, Mr. Chairman, passed 
under the eyes of France; and the reflections 
which this example furnishes, she will, she must 
apply to us, and to our conduct. In Switzerland 
she saw her views accomplished by the aid ofa 
party, which did not intend to aid her; by the 
feebleness, the timidity, the divisions, and the fic- 
kleness, which the efforts of that party, guided 
most probably by upright though mistaken views, 
were able to introduce into the councils of Bern. 
That party, sir, was not a French party. It was 
nota revolutionary party. It was not even a dem- 
ocratic party. It called itself a peace party. It 
talked of the expense of defensive preparations; 
of the danger of irritation; of the horrors of war; 
of the improbability, not to say the impossibility, 
of an attack by France. When France sees the 
same measures pursued, finds the same language 
held, by a party here, and sees the efforts of that 
party so far successful as to effect a disbandment 
of the army at a moment like this, may she not, 
will she not, nay, sir, must she not expect the same 
final result? must not her conduct in the negotia- 
tion be guided by that expectation? She will say, 
“The conduct of this party, like that of the party 
in Bern, proceeds, perhaps, not from attachment 
to me, but from jealousy of their own Executive, 
from the spirit of opposition, from animosity against 
their rivals who are in power; but, from what- 
ever cause it proceeds, its effect is to stop the Gov- 
ernment of all means of defence, and to lay the 
country at my mercy.” Sir, this must be her rea- 
soning, and by it her conduct must be regulated. 
Elated by success in one country, she will expect 
it in another and that expectation will imbolden 
her to the attempt. Can any party be more hon- 
est than the party in Bern? Sir, I believe not. 
Can any people be more patriotic, more brave, 
more devoted in their country’s cause, than the 
people of Switzerland? They cannot. Can our 
hardy mountaineers sacrifice themselves in defence 
of their mountains, with a courage more truly 
Spartan, than was displayed by the shepherds of 
Underwald? Sir they cannot. Can our farmers 
die with more heroism in defence of their firesides 
and their families, than died, I will not say the 
men, but the women, and children of Bern and 
Solure? No! no! they cannot. Yet they per- 
rished. Their means were abundant, their cour- 
age was undismayed, their patriotism was ardent 
and pure; and yet they perished, because the ef- 
forts of a party in their Government prevented 
them from using those means. France found in 
that party a most useful ally; and, by its aid, her 
arts and her arms triumphed over the bravest, the 
most virtuous, and the truest people that Europe 
could boast. Sir, let the mournful, the instruc- 
tive truth, be again repeated, and never forgotten ; 
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national rights and honor, in a negotiation with 
such a Poweras the French Republic. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, in. my apprehension, is 
the effect which this resolution, if adopted, must 
have on the success of our negotiation with 
France. What must be its effect on our situation 
should that negotiation fail? This is the ques- 
tion which next demands our consideration. 

In discussing this question, gentlemen have 
affirmed, and. made it the groundwork of their 
reasoning, that there can be no danger of invasion 
from France, even should the negotiation fail. 
What object, they ask, could France have for in- 
vading this country? What means has she of 
effecting such.an enterprise were it her desire ? 

As to the objects for invading us, sir, I will an- 
swer that question by another... What object had 
the French Government in sending Bonaparte to 
Egypt? The object must have been conquest or 
plunder on the one hand, or, on. the other, the de- 
sire of getting rid of a general whose talents, am- 
bition, and influence they dreaded, or of employing, 
rewarding, or banishing an army. whose claims 
they werenotin a condition to satisfy,on whose.obe- 
dience they could not rely, and of whose enterpri- 
sing valor and attachment to their chief they were 
justly afraid. Some, perhaps all, of these motives 
must: have induced them to send Bonaparte with 
an army of forty thousand men to invade Egypt. 

Now I shall ask gentlemen whether all these 
motives do not exist, in a stronger degree, in our 
case, than in the case of Egypt? Are there, or can 
there be, no more enterprising armies and pow- 
erful generals whom the Government may dread, 
and wish to get rid of? In case of their makin 
peace with Austria, an event very probable, wil 
there be no more troublesome, discontented armies, 
whom it may be impossible to pay, and necessary 
to employ in distant enterprises, in order to pre- 
vent them from doing mischief at home ? ; 

Would not the plunder of America, be an object 
as inviting to such an army, as the plunder of 
Egypt? Would not the rich shores of the Savan- 
nah, the Potomac, the Chesapeake, the Delaware, 
and the Hudson, yield as plentiful a crop of pillage 
as the barren sands of the Nile? Would not Bos- 
ton, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, 
Charleston, and Savannah, present as rich a spoil 
as the miserable remains of Alexandria and Cai- 
ro? Would not the conquest of America be as 
fine a feather in the cap of the old, or some new, 
Bonaparte, as the conquest of Egypt or Syria? ` 
Gentlemen say there is nothing for France to get 
by invading us. Sir, is the worth of our towns 
nothing? Would it be nothing to have the dispo- 
sal of six millions of population; of our revenue ; 
of our banks; of our shipping, amounting to up- 
wards of 800,000 tons, exclusive of ships of war; 
of our immense funded capital; of fifty thousand 
sailors; of our ports and harbors; in fine, of the re- 
sources of this great people? Would this be no- 
thing to France? Would it be nothing to her to 
be enabled to employ these resources against the 
commerce and settlements of the English in the 
West Indies, where the maritime power of that 
nation is susceptible of so deep and deadly a wound ? 


it was in the Council of Bern that the conquest 
of Switzerland was achieved. And it is on this 
floor, sir, that, from the example of Switzerland, 
France will expect to achieve the conquest of the 
United States, should she see measures like that 
on your table adopted. 

The resolution on your table, sir, would mani- 
‘fest, or be considered by France as manifesting, 
the same weakness, the same division, the same 
preponderance of a party steadily opposed to every 
measure for resisting her encroachments and her 
attacks; and the success of it must give her hopes, 
and apparently well grounded hopes, of the same 
success here, which she has seen to result from a 
similar state of things in. Switzerland. . These 
hopes must lead to a resolution, on her part, to 
bend us to her will, whenever she may find it 
convenient to make the attempt; and in the mean- 
time, to pass over our demands of justice with 
contempt, or repel them as formerly, with haugh- 
ty insult. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, in my apprehension, must 
be the effect of this resolution, if adopted, on the 
Government of France. What must be its effect 
on the conduct of our own Government? This 
is the question next to be considered. 

I cannot suppose, sir, that gentlemen wish to 
place the Government of this country in such a 
situation, that it must feel itself deprived of the 
public confidence, deprived of the national support, 
and compelled, through a sense of weakness, to sub- 
scribe to the terms which France may choose to 
dictate ; but such, I conceive, must be the effect of 
adopting this resolution. The language of this 
resolution to our Executive is this: “We cannot 
trust you with the means of defending the coun- 
try. Even in case of a conflict with France, we 
will deprive you of those means, lest you should 
abuse them. Besides, we cannot afford the ex- 
pense of those means. We cannot pay for an 
army capable of defending the country,even should 
it be invaded; and, therefore, you must arrest the 
danger, as well you can, by submission.” What- 
ever different explanation, sir, gentlemen may 
give; whatever they may say about the want of 
motive, or the want of means, to invade us, on the 
part of France ; whatever they may say about the 
all-sufficiency of a sudden effort of militia, hastily 
collected together, without officers, without dis- 
cipline, and without the possibility of acquiring 
it, to defend their country against the attacks of 
disciplined and veteran armies; this is the plain 
language of their resolution; this is the manner 
in which all men of sense must understand it; 
thus it must be understood by the Executive of 
the United States. It must go into the negotia- 
tion with a thorough sense of its own Weak ease 
of its abandoned state. It must find itself dis- 
couraged from demanding fair and honorable 
terms, precisely in the same proportion and by the 
same means that the Government of France is 
encouraged to refuse them. The tendency and 
perhaps the effect of this view of things, must be 
to strip it of all that manly energy, of that lofty 
magnanimous spirit, of that unshaken firmness, 
which are essential for the preservation of the 
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- Would it be-nothing to her to gain the entire dis- 

posal of our-means, as she has gained that of the 
means of Holland, Switzerland, Belgium, and, till 
very lately,.of Italy. 7 

But gentlemen say she cannot gain all this with- 
out conquering the country, and that such a con- 
quest she cannot effect. 
never effect it; but she may hope to effect it, by 
the same means which she has found successful 
elsewhere; and that hope will be sufficient to in- 
duce the attempt where the prize is so alluring. 
The success of this motion would be considered 
by her, and with great appearance of reason, as a 
decisive proof of the existence, in this country, of 
the means which have enabled her to conquer 
others, and would, therefore, add new confidence 
to her hopes of success here. In all probability, 
she would not wish to effect what gentleman would 
call a conquest, she might not even hope it... But 
her purpose would be completely accomplished, 
by placing herself at the head of that party which 
she considers as favorable to her views, by aiding 
that party to possess itself of the Government, and 
then compelling it to rule according to her will. 
This she has done in other -countries, and she will 
hope to do it here also. Nothing could tend more 
to strengthen this hope, than the success of a mo- 
tion like the piesent. And let it be remembered, 
sir, that when wespeak of theattempt which France 
may beled to. make, we are to consider, not the 
actual probability of success, but the hope which 
she may entertain of success; for itis by that hope 
that her conduct will be regulated. Besides, sir, 
it is not necessary that she should hope for the 
conquest of that country, or even to revolution- 
ize it in her usual way, in order to induce her to 
attempt an invasion. In the case of her wishing 
to get rid of a troublesome army, or a dangerous 
chief, or both, a case which probably has once hap- 
pened and certainly may happen hereafter, the 
success of the invasion would be a very secondary 
consideration. The hope of plunder would allure 
the troops. The hope of glory would allure the 
leader. - If conquest should result, it would be a 
gainto France. If the troops and the leader should 
be destroyed, which I have no doubt would happen, 
stillshe would gain. In one case she would extend 
her power; and in the other, she would rid herself 
of a dangerous and troublesome burden. France, 
therefore, Mr. Chairman, can never want an in- 
ducement to invade us. Can she want the power? 
I answer that she cannot. 

On what do gentlemen rely, when they say that 
France cannot invade this country? Do they 
rely on her want oftroops? If so, let them remem- 
ber that she found forty thousand men to send to 
Egypt. Do they rely on her having full employ- 
ment for all her troops against the Austrians and 
Russians? Let them remember she may sudden- 
ly make peace with the Austrians and Russians, 
as she did with the Austrians in 1797; that such an 
event grows every day more probable; and should 
it take place, she will have troops very fit for such 
an enterprise, and very ready to be employed in 
it. Do they rely on a want of ships? Let them 
remember that she found ships enough to transport 


I grant, sir, that she can Í 


forty thousand men to Egypt, and a fleet of thir- 
teen sail-ol-the-line to escort them, and that having 
gained possession of the Spanish fleet, she has now 
a much greater naval force at her disposal than 
heretofore. Do they rely on the superior power 
of the British at sea, and on the vigilance of their 
fleets? Let them remember that in 1797 General 
Hoche got out of Brest with a fleet and a consid- 
erable army, eluded two British fleets which were 
watching him, entered a port in Ireland, remained 
there several days, and after being prevented from 
landing by the bad weather, again eluded the Bri- 
tish fleets, and got back to France with his fleet 
and his army. Let them remember that when 
Bonaparte sailed from the ports of France on his 
Egyptian expedition, he was watched by a supe- 
rior British fleet, under the command of one of the 
ablest, most active and most enterprising naval 
commanders that ever England could boast; that 
he-eluded this fleet, arrived safe at Malta, and had 
time to conquer that important place before the 
British admiral could find out where he was, and 
come up with him; that he sailed from Malta, 
and, notwithstanding this fleet was in full pursuit 
of him, arrived in Egypt and made good his land- 
ing, without the least molestation ; that his fleet 
might, after landing him, have returned safe to 
France, had not some unaccountable fatality in- 
duced the Admiral who commanded it to remain 
for many days in a situation where it was expos- 
ed tothe attack of the British; and that when Bo- 
naparte had once escaped near the ports of France, 
from the British fleet which watched him, it was 
as easy. for him to go down the Mediterranean, and 
through the Straits, to America, as up the Medi- 
terranean to Egypt. Wet them remember, in fine, 
that in the course of the last year, a French fleet 
escaped from Brest, and having eluded the British 
fleets that were in that quarter and near the Straits, 
passed into the Mediterranean; that having drawn 
after it the British fleets which blockaded Cadiz, 
and thereby enabled the Spanish fleet to follow it 
into. the Mediterranean, it formed a junction with 
that fleet, escaped from the British who were in 
pursuit of them, repassed the Straits into the At- 
lantic, and returned safe to Brest, and that during 
the whole of this long aud circuitous voyage, the 
French and Spanish fleets were watched and pur- 
sued by superior British fleets. Do they rely, sir, 
on the distance? Let them remember that when 
a fleet has once escaped into the open sea, the dan- 
ger of meeting the enemy is almost past, and that 
the distance is a matter of small moment; that 
when the Brest fleet, having got into the Atlan- 
tic, turned to the East and went into the Mediter- 
ranean, it could as safely and as easily have turn- 
ed to the West and gone into the Chesapeake ; 
and when the two fleets had formed their junction 
in the Mediterranean and returned into the Atlan- 
tie, the course to New York or Charleston was 
as plain, and far more free from the danger of an 
enemy’s fleet, as the course to Brest; and, in fine, 
that during our Revolutionary war, the French 
did find means, notwithstanding the distance, and 
the naval superiority of England, to send fleets 
and armies to this country. 
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Sir, what has been done, may be done again. 
It is even more easy, I affirm, and every man of 
reflection will concur in the opinion, to invade 
America than to invade Ireland; because Ireland 
is nearer to the British, and can more easily be 
watched by their fleets. There was more diffi- 
culty in going from Brest into the Mediterranean, 
than from Brest to America; because the British 
fleets could watch, and did watch, one route, but 
could not watch the other. When we wait for a 
fleet at a port from or to which it is bound, or 
‘at a cape, round which it must pass, the chance of 
finding it is a thousand times greater than when 
we search for it in the wide ocean, uncertain of 
its course or its final destination. * 

And yet gentlemen will tell us, that France has 
neither the means, nor the inducement to invade 
us; and that although our quarrel with her should 
continue, yet we ought to rest secure, and disband 
our troops. Sir, she has both the means and the 
inducement; and if we, by measures so weak, give 
her hopes of success, she will make the attempt. 
The use of this force is to deter her from the at- 
tempt, by showing her that we mean to resist, 
and to be prepared for doing so with effect. 1 
will admit, sir, that this army might be sufficient 
to deter her from invading us with a great force, 
if she were disposed and able to do so. But we 
must bear in mind that a small force, an army of 
ten or fifteen thousand men for instance, is much 
more easily spared, and much more easily trans- 
ported than a large one. I do believe that she 
will never find it convenient to send a large force 
here. Her want of pecuniary means, her want of 
ships, and the hazards of the enterprise, will very 
probably prevent her from making again so great 
an exertion, as that for the invasion of Egypt. 
But these circumstances would not so certainly 
prevent her from sending a smaller force against 
us, either for conquest, or plunder, or to get them 
out of her way. Here, then, is the first use of 
this army. Its first use is to prove to France 
that we cannot be invaded with effect, or with 
impunity, by a small force; that we mean to re- 
sist, and are so prepared for resistance; and by 
that conviction to deter her from making the at- 
tempt with a small force. Her finanical embar- 
rassments, and the state of things in Europe, will 
probably be sufficient to prevent her from using 
a great one against us, and we shall be safe. On 
the contrary, if we disband this army, she will 
consider the country as an easy, as well as a rich 
prey. She will suppose that we are too timid in 
our counsels, too much divided, too jealous of 
each other, and of our Government, too avari- 
cious to make any exertions for our defence. She 
will suppose that ten or twelve thousand veterans, 
under an able leader, and with a few ships-of-the- 
line, will be able to insult, pillage, and distress 
the country with impunity; and perhaps with the 
aid of a party here, of whose existence, force, and 
views, she will consider the success of this motion 
as a decisive proof, to overturn the Government, 
revolutionize the country, and place its affairs un- 
der the control of her partisans and creatures, A 
prospect so alluring will probably induce her to 


make the attempt, as soon.as she can spare a hand- 
ful of troops and a few ships for the occasion. To 
deter her from such an attempt under such cir- 
cumstances, by taking dway this alluring prospect, 
‘is, let me repeat it, the first: use of this army. 

To enable us to resist with more promptness 
and more effect, if she should resolve'to invade 
us, as she did Egypt, with greater. means and 
more direct views, is its second use. Suppose 
Bonaparte, or some of his brother.adventurers, to 
appear with forty thousand men, and thirteen sail- 
of-the-line, at the mouth of the. Chesapeake, as he 
did at the mouth of the Nile, and to make good 
his landing. The case, sir, let it be remembered, 
has once happened, and may happen again. Sup- 
pose it to have happened, would the army which 
gentlemen propose to disband be of no-use? Sir, 
they would be of the utmost use. Not as super- 
seding a militia of the country, but as aiding them; 
as being a centre to which they might collect; as 
furnishing the means of giving them discipline 
and military knowledge. Gentlemen have chosen 
to treat this question, as if all who: support the 
necessity of a regular force, or of what they, for 
purposes best known to themselves, choose to desig- 
nate by the odious epithet of a “standing army,” 
were desirious of disuniting and discrediting the 
militia. This is one of the expedients whereby 
popular odium is perpetually attempted to be exci- 
ted, but, sir, the reputation is unfounded. We think 
highly of the militia, we rely much on them; we 
know that they are the materials out of which 
any efficient force for the defence of this country, 
in a great struggle, must be made; we have no 
doubt of their patriotism and courage; but we 
know from our own experience and that of other 
nations, that patriotism and courage are not enough 


| for soldiers; that without discipline, military sci- 


ence, command and subordination, they are un- 
availing in a contest with troops possessing those 
advantages. The exploits of militia during the 
American war are often talked of. I admire them, 
sir, as much as anybody; but let it be remembered 
that those exploits were performed near the close of 
the war, when the militia, by frequent and long ser- 
vice, had acquired much of the character of regu- 
lar troops; that they were performed by short and 
sudden efforts, which militia will readily make, 
and which are infinitely different from those long | 
continued, steady exertions, those painful evolu- 
tions, those patient and tedious manœuvres where- 
on the success of a campaign, and of a war, almost 
wholly depend, and to which regular troops alone 
are equal; that, in fine, they were performed by 
small detachments, for the most part, of two, three, 
or four hundred men, in a sort of partisan, skirmish- 
ing war, where the want of discipline, military 
subordination and tactical knowledge, is infinitely 
less felt, and less pernicious than in large armies. 
Leta man collect together any army, of even 
ten thousand men, where officers and privates are 
destitute of military habits, military knowledge, 
and regular subordination, and who are bound to 
service for only a short period of three, four, or five 
months, for instance ; and let him attempt to make 
a campaign with such an army against a regular 


341 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Janvary, 1800. 


Reduction of the Army. 


H. or R. 


force. He will soon find its utter insufficiency 


Let him double or treble the number, as in case A 


any great exertion, and the confusion will be in- 
creased in proportion. His troops would be brave, 
but they would neither be patient, nor obedient. 
They would be willing to fight, but unwilling to 
keep the field. They would not fear the enemy, 
but.they would grow disgusted with the slowness 
of the operations, the toils and inconveniences of 
the camp, the hardships of the military life. And 
their general would be in perpetual danger of their 
abandoning him, to go home, at the very moment 
perhaps when the operations of the campaign 
were most critical and important. Nay, sir, their 
term of service must always expire before any 
great scheme of military operations would be com- 
pleted. 

The consequences ofall this are easily foreseen, 
nor can they be prevented without having, at least, 
a considerable portion of regular troops, to give 
consistency to the operations, confidence to the 
militia, discipline to the new levies, and some de- 
gree of stability to an army, a great part of which 
must, from its very nature, be subject to perpetual 
changes. 

An honorable member from Virginia, (Mr. RAN- 
DOLPH,) in proof of the efficiency of militia, has ad- 
duced the example of the French conscripts or re- 
quisitiun men, and he tells us that in case of a war 
in this country, we also must have recourse to re- 
quisition. If that honorable gentleman, by the term 
requisition, means no more than a draught of mili- 
tia for that period, and according to some rule of 
rotation, [agree with him that we must always 
have such requisition, when the militia is to be 
called out. But if he means the French requisi- 
tion, which I cannot suppose, I then answer, that 
the example is worthy of execration and abhor- 
rerice, not of imitation. Nay more, sir, that it 
never can be imitated in this country. I say that 
the American nation can never be forced to sub- 
mit to so horrible a despotism, as that which exists 
in France under the name of a Republic, and en- 
forces the requisition of that unhappy and degrad- 
ed people. No, sir, while the free spirit of this na- 
tion and its ardent attachment to liberty still exists, 
which I hope and believe will always be the case, 
a French requisition can never be enforced here, 
evenshould that revolutionary stateof things which 
some gentlemen seem to desire ever be produced. 
Does that honorable gentleman, sir, when he talks 
of a French requisition and French conscripts, and 
recommends them to future adoption, know what 
they are ? Iam inclined to think that he does 
not: Let me be permitted to inform him. 

A French requisition, sir, or conscription, is nei- 
ther more nor less than a British impressment, 
about which gentlemen sometimes declaim with 
such warmth, with this single exception; that, in 
the conscription, men of a certain age are first ta- 
ken before those of amore advanced age are touch- 
ed; those from eighteen to twenty-five for instance, 
are taken before those from twenty-five, to forty ; 
whereas, in a British impressment, all men of a 
certain class, that is all seamen, are taken, what- 
ever may be their age. With this difference, 


which is altogether in favor of the impressment, 
the two things are precisely alike. The conscript 
is seized by force, and if he absconds, his father, 
mother, and family, are answerable for his appear- 
ance. He isis carried handcuffed tothe army. 
He is put into a regular regiment, under regular 
officers, subject to military discipline of the strict- 
est kind, and obliged to serve till the Government 
have no farther need of him. When the conscript, 
or the impressed seamen, once getsinto the regi- 
ment, or on board of the man of war, discipline, 
habit, association, and the difficulty of escape, all 
combine with the sentiments naturally inspired 
by action and the sight of the enemy, to make a 
soldier of one, and a gallant tar of the other. This 
is more especially the case with the Frenchman, 
whose characteristic valor and military spirit are 
so universally known, and who is always taken 
at the age most susceptible of all the sentiments 
which ought to fire a soldier’s breast. 

That new levies thus selected, thus raised, and 
disposed of, should soon become excellent troops, 
is certainly nothing very wonderful. The won- 
der is that gentlemen should compare such troops 
as these to militia draughted in the mode which we 
practice—to a body of men called by rotation from 
their farms into the field, to serve fora limited and 
short period, and under officers chosen by them- 
selves, as unacquainted with military matters as 
they are unaccustomed to service, and as impa- 
tient to return home. Sir, the conscripts of France 
are, to all intents and purposes, regular troops, or 
a standing army, if the gentlemen like the phrase 
better; for I contend not about names. They 
have all the qualities and distinguishing charac-, 
teristics of regular troops. They are dispersed 
into old regiments, among old soldiers, under regu- 
lar officers, subject to every part of military disci- 
pline, and forced to serve an unlimited time. The 
only difference between them and every other re- 
gular army is, that, instead of being raised by vol- 
untary enlistment, they are raised by arbitrary im- 
pressment. Yet this is the mode of raising troops 
which it is said that we must imitate, and because 
such troops fight and conquer, we are told that we 
need no regular troops, even in case of war! 

I must here, sir, advert to an argument advanced 
by my honorable friend from Delaware, (Mr. Bay- 
ARD,) which an honorable member from Virginia 
(Mr. RanDpoLPH) seems to have misunderstood. 
He has represented my honorable friend as having 
contended, that the force in question ought to be 
kept up for the purpose of overawing and curbing 
the discontents of the people. He is not capable 
of misrepresentation, but certainly he has wholly 
mistaken my honorable friend’s meaning. Let me 
be permitted, sir, to state the argument as 1t was 
stated and argued by the member from Delaware. 
We are perpetually told that there is no need of 
regular forces, even in case ourquarrel with France 
should continue, because the militia is the natural 
defence of the country, and a sufficient defence, on 
which we ought confidently to rely ; and when we 
answer, what every man of understanding and re- 
flection knows to be the truth, that militia, unless 
aided and supported by regular troops, are not to 
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operations, we are charged, most untruly no doubt, 
with wanting confidence in the militia, and wish- 
ing to depreciate their merits and their services. 
In reply to these charges my honorable friend 
from Delaware advefted to the unceasing and sys- 
tematic efforts which are made to inspire the peo- 
ple of the United States: with distrust and hatred 
of the Administration, to imprint on their minds 
a belief, that the system of measures pursued by 
it is calculated and intended to convert the Gov- 
‘ernment into a monarchy—that such is the wish 
and the constant aim, of the Executive, and of al 
those individuals who approve and support its 
measures, including a majority of both Houses of 
Congress; finally, that the principles of the Ad- 
ministration, as well as its measures, are hostile 
to republicanism. He asked whether those efforts, 
being constantly repeated, and aided, as we know 
them to be, by every species and degree of calumny, 
misrepresentation, and falsehood, might not, in cer- 
‘tain parts of the country at least, be at length suc- 
cessful? He asked whether the people, some por- 
tions of them at least, might not at length be in- 
duced to believe that those who administer the 
Government, and those who support its measures, 
are not engaged in a scheme for the subversion of 
republicanism, and the introduction of monarchy? 
He asked where, in such a case, would be the re- 
liance of the Government on the efforts of the mili- 
tia? Sir, the question is serious and important; 
and I will repeat it. Where will be the reliance 
of this Government on the militia for the defence 
of the country, if the militia, or considerable por- 
tions of them, should at length be induced, by the 
unceasing efforts which are employed, to regard 
the Government itself as their greatest enemy? 
Is there no danger that their efforts may be suc- 
cessful? Sir, I trust there is not. I have always 
relied on the good sense and prudence of the Ameri- 
can people, and I have never yet been disappointed. 
But when we consider the greatness of the efforts, 
the increasing zeal with which they are renewed, 
the ‘systematic form which they have assumed, 
and the hand whereby they are guided, can we 
say there is no danger of their success? Sir, I speak 
not of the army of libellers, pamphleteers, news- 
writers, and ‘profligate scribblers, of every name 
and description, that is cantoned regularly through 
the United States, openly supported by a political 
party, and employed most assiduously in carrying 
on an attack upon the character, public and pri- 
vate, of all those concerned in the administration 
of the Government, or known to favor its princi- 
ples. But shall I not speak of a letter written by 
a person of great name in this country, in which 
the people of America are informed that an“ aris- 
tocratico-anglico-monarchico” faction has arisen 
amongst us, that this faction includes the Execu- 
tive and all persons employed by it, the judges, all 
persons in office, of every description ; in fine, that 
whole description of men, in Congress and out, 
who are known to be friendly to the administra- 
tion of the Federal Government; and that the 
object of this party is to impose on this countr 
the substance of the British Government? Shall 


issued by a Legislature of this country against the 

Government of the United States, under the name 

of instructions, where the highest sanction is given 

to the vilest calumny, and the Administration is 

plainly charged with laboring for the introduction 

ofmonarchy? Shall I not speak of answers toad- 
dresses, in which the most scurrilous abuse and 

foulest slanders are poured out upon that whole 

class of citizens who think that the Government 

of the United States has been well administered; in 

which they are stigmatized as old ‘Tories, apostate 

Whigs, British akeni, speculators, and sycophants _ 
of power? Shall we say that these attempts, thus 

made, are always to be without success? I believe, l 
sir, for myself, that they will. I havea strong reli- 

ance on the good sense of the nation. I believe 

that these attempts will share the fate of that most 

malignant but contemptible effort which was 

made some time ago, from the same. quarter, to 

fix the odious appellation of Tory—that is, in the - 
common acceptation, a friend to monarchy and.an 
adherent to Britain—on the supporters and appro- 
vers of Administration, including WASHINGTON; 
to call WasuineTon a Tory !—an attempt which 
the nation laughed to scorn, and of which its very. 
authors at last grew ashamed. These attempts, 
I believe, will share a similar fate in the end. 
They will finally, I have little doubt, draw on 
their authors the contempt of the nation. But 
this is not certain, and if they should succeed, sir, 
what will betheresult? Yes, sir, if these persons 
should at length succeed by dint of repeated cal- 
umnies in persuading the people of America, or 
even certain portions of them, that the Executive 
of the United States, the whole Administration, 
and a majority of both Houses of Congress, are em- 
barked in a scheme for the gradual introduction of 
monarchy, and are pushing it with might. and 
main, at every favorable’ opportunity, and under 
every plausible pretext; I ask what reliance could 
be had on the aid of the people, in resisting inva- 
ders who should declare, as the French never fail 
to do, that they come to rescue the people from op- 
pression, to subvert aristocracy, and establish true 
liberty? I say, sir, and I found the opinion on the 
experience of every country, that such people as 
should be impressed with this persuasion, must 
join the invaders instead of opposing them. For 
what, sir, did the people of America formerly 

take up arms, and call inthe French aid? It was 

to subvert monarchy and resist the dominion of 
England. Once persuade them that their own 
Government is a British faction and aims to in- 
troduce monarchy, and the same principle will 
induce them again to take up arms, and hail the 
approach of foreign aid. Is there no danger of 
their being misled? Experience, sir, answers, and 
says that there is danger. What produced. the 

Western insurrection? The calumnies, misrepre- 
sentations, and inflammatory resolutions indus-- 
triously circulated on thé subject of the still tax. 
What raised the insurrection in Northampton? 
The falsehoods propagated, for electioneering 
purposes, on the subject of the house tax. The 
people were told that the Government of the Uni- 
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ted States wished to trample on their rights and | of that honorable gentleman and his neighbors. If 


liberties, and to`establish monarchy; that a`stand- 
ing army had been raised for that purpose, and that 
the house tax was laid to support this army. This 
they were-made to believe, and they resolved to 
resist the tax by force. And, sir, if one portion of 
the people can be brought by artifices of this kind 
to take up arms against the Government, might 
not other portions be induced, by the same artifi- 
ces, to aid, instead of resisting, an invading French 
army? When we see these artifices practised, 
with increasing industry, and more extensive com- 
bination, ought we not to retain, in case our quarrel 
with France should continue, some force that 
may be more perfectly relied on? 

Such, sir, was the argument of my honorable 
friend from Delaware; which I have been thus 
particular in stating, not only because it was mis- 
understood by the honorable member from Vir- 
ginia, but because I think it worthy of most serious 
consideration. I do indeed trust, and believe, that 
these contemptible and malignant acts will, in the 
end, recoil on the heads of their authors; and I am 
firmly persuaded that inthe mean time they will 
produce, at most, but some partial disturbances, 
which the patriotism and good sense of the neigh- 
boring districts will, as heretofore, put down with- 
out Hoodshed or painful exertion. But, while I 
entertain this persuasion, still it must be admitted 
that there is some danger of a contrary result. 
Should that danger be realized, should any con- 
siderable portion of the people at length be made 
to regard their Government as the greatest enemy 
of republicanism and the public good, and of course 
to look with favor on an invading French army, 
where would be the reliance on the militia, about 
which we hearso much? Sir, let me repeat it, 
this is a most'serious question. 

An honorable gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Ranvoips) has advanced one reason for disband- 
ing the army, on which I must be allowed to 
makearemark. He has told us that in his part of 
the country, the very appearance of these troops 
excited the gall of the people. Sir, I trust that he 
is under a mistake. We have seen that the hon- 
orable gentleman himself has no gall. The sense 
of decorum and respect for himself, which we have 
seen him so strongly display, has indeed permitted 
him to bestow the harsh and unmerited epithet of 
ragamuffins on the army; but I am persuaded he 
did not mean to apply it to the whole army. Some 
handful of recruits, perhaps, whom the honorable 
gentleman has seen lately picked up in a town, and 
not yet clothed or drilled, may have suggested the 
term to his mind, and in the warmth of debate he 
has applied it in a manner more extensive than he 
intended. But even admitting that the army 
were ragamuffins, how could they excite the gall 
of the honorable gentleman’s neighbors, or of him- 
self? They ought to excite compassion, and not 
gall. Congress that voted them, or the Adminis- 
tration that had raised them, might excite gall, but 
as for them they did only their duty, and no part 
of the gall could fall on them. Instead of finding 
abuse and exciting gall, they would, I am persua- 
ded, receive hospitality and kindness in the house 


really in the situation of ragamuffins, they would 
most probably be clothed; as well as fed, should 
they fall in the way of the honorable gentleman 
and hisfriends. He is therefore mistaken in the fact 
from which he adduces a reason for the disband- 
mentofthearmy. His friends from Pennsylvania 
and Virginia (Mr. Gattarin and Mr. NicHo.as) 
have assigned a much better reason for making 
the attempt at this time. They have told us that 
they are anxious to get the army disbanded during 
the pendency of the negotiation, lest, after its fail- 
ure, the public spirit should be so roused and the 
sense of danger become so general and strong, as 
to render the disbandment impossible. Sir, they 
areintheright. Ifthe negotiation should succeed, 
the army will be disbanded of course. If it should 
fail, I do believe that the public mind would not 
bear such a motion as this unnoticed. The sense 
of this country never would tolerate an attempt to 
disarm the Government in the midst of a war 
against France. The gentlemen therefore act 
wisely to make the attempt now, when there is 
some chance of lulling the Legislature and the 
country into a false security. And this, and not 
the gall of the honorable gentleman and his neigh- 
bors, is the true reason why the measure is pressed 
at this moment. The honorable mover himself, 
(Mr. Nicuouas,) with a candor which I always 
admire in his character, has avowed the motive; 
and, in this instance, his prudence is equal to his 
candor. 

Give me leave now, Mr. Chairman, to make 
some few concluding remarks on the financial part 
of this question, which has been so much dwelt 
on by the supporters of the motion. Much, sir, 
has been said of the deficit in our revenue. Much 
has been said of the alarming state of our finances, 
which, according to some gentlemen, present an 
appearance more alarming than has ever been ex- 
hibited by the fiscal affairs of any other nation. 
Last year, having oceasion to prepare for war, we 
were forced to expend five millions more than the 
product of our taxes, and this sum we borrowed. 
Being compelled to continue those preparations 
till we know the success of the negotiation with 
France, we shall have occasion for another loan 
this year, because our expenses will still exceed 
our revenue, while we remain in a warlike attitude. 
This excess gentlemen calculate very erroneously 
indeed, as will soon appear, at five millions for the 
present year; and they call it a deficit. What, 
they exclaim, a deficit of five millions, upon a re- 
venue of nine! Was such a thing ever heard of 
before ! 

Sir, when gentleme 


n alarm themselves thus, 
they mistake the meaning of the word “deficit.” 
If they will permit me, I will give them an expla- 
nationofit. The word “deficit,” sir, does not mean 
the extraordinary expenses which a nation is forced 
to incur by a state of war or of preparation. T'hese 
extraordinary expenses always are, and must þe, 
far beyond the revenue of every nation. The war 
expenses of England, for instance, have sometimes 
| amounted -to thirty millions, when her revenue 
| was only sixteen. Thesame thing, and ina much 
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greater degree, may be said of the war expenses 


of France. But the word deficit, which was in- 


vented or brought into use by Mr. Neckar, applies, 
exclusively, to times of peace, and signifies a defi- 
ciency in the revenue from taxes, to meet the or- 
dinary’and permanent expenses of ‘the Govern- 
ment. This was the deficit in the French finan- 
ces, which brought on the French Revolution; and 
such a deficit must destroy every Government 
where. it exists, unless it be cured by new taxes. 
But we, sir, have no deficit. When we were forced 
by the injustice of France into war preparations, 
we were so far from a deficit, that we had a clear 
surplus of a million. The moment peace is made, 
and we can lay down our war pteparations, we 
shall again have a surplus, to be applied to the ex- 
tinguishment of the debt which those preparations 
may oblige us to contract. While those prepara- 
tions continue, our present taxes, with. perhaps 
some small additions, will defray our ordinary ex- 
penses, and supply a fund for the interest of the 
loans which we may be compelled to make. To 
talk of a deficit, sir, in such a state of things, is to 
be guilty ofan abuse of words. 

Having corrected this mistake, I will now pre- 
sent the Committee, sir, with a short.view of our 
expenditure and revenue for the present year, and 
of the amount which our war calculations compel 
us to provide for by a loan. As the returns are 
not yet complete, this statement will not be perfect. 
Some items will be omitted on both sides of the 
account, but, in the main, it may be relied on for 
a general result. 


The interest of the old debt of every description, with 
the sums annually applied for its extinguishment, 
amounts for this year to - - - $4,215,981 

The interest on the 8 per cent. new debt, is 400,000 

The expenses of the Army, Navy, and Civil 
List, as estimated in the late report from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, amount 
for this year, to - - - - - 

The extraordinary expenses of foreign inter- 


8,162,923 


course, Indians, and Algerines -~ - 80,000 
An instalment due to the bank this year - 200,000 
Total amount - - - $13,078,904 


To meet which we have the following revenue: 


The import and tonnage duties, taken at 
the actual product of the last year, which 


was - - - - - $6,400,000 
The internal revenue, including the stamp 
duties - - - - - - - 800,000 


Certain small revenues, arising from post- 
age, dividend of bank stock, coinage, &c. 
The direct tax of two millions, the whole of 
which will not be collected in the course 
of this year, but may be brought into the 
Treasury by a temporary loan in antici- 
pation, which the President is authorized 
to make by former laws, and which will 
be repaid out of the tax when collected. 
The whole tax may therefore be placed 
to the credit of this year’s revenue - 


100,000 


2,000,000 


Giving a total of - - - $9,300,000 


which, being deducted from the total amount of 
expense, ordinary and extraordinary, leaves a bal- 
ance of $3,778,904, to be provided for by a loan. 
Suppose we say four millions, sir; how incon- 
siderable is the expense compared with the object, 
and with the resoarces of this country? The 
object is to defend our rights, and our national 
honor, which is above. price; to protect our flag, 
and secure.the fruits of their industry and enter- 
prise to our citizens, of all classes and descriptions. 
What, sir, are our resources? Let us look upon 
our revenue from imports and tonnage, which are 
bottomed on the consumption of the country, and 
must increase progressively with that consumption. 
The consumption of the country in its turn must 
increase with the increasing population and wealth 
of the country. The impost and tonnage duties, 
therefore, may be taken as a just criterion of the 
augmentation of our resources. In the year 1795, 
those duties produced $5,500,000. In. 1799, not- 
withstanding the immense losses ‘which our com- 
merce sustained from events growing out of the 
war, the same duties, with some small additions, 
by no means commensurate with the losses alluded 
to, produced $6,400,000. In some of the interme- 
diate years, the product was much higher. In 
1797, it rose to $7,500,000 ; and, as the causes which 
have produced a diminution since that year are of 
a temporary nature, it may be expected very soon to 
regain thatheight.. But take the two extreme points 
of 1795 and 1799, and we find that in this short 
space, only five years inclusive, and five years of 
war, those duties have increased from $5,500,000, to 
$6,400,000, which is one fifth, or twenty per cent. 
on the wholeamount. With a revenue increasing 
in this manner, and a population which, according 
to the best calculations, doubles itself in twenty- 
five years, are we, sir, to fear the incurring of a 
debt of a few millions for the defence of the coun- 
try? When this increasing revenue, too, arises 
from taxes the lightest that are paid by any. people 
on earth? Our revenue, including the direct tax, 
amounts to about nine and a half millions of dol- 
lars. Our population, most probably, amounts to 
six millions of souls, which is less than one dollar 
and two-thirds for each soul. The population of 
Great Britain may be about twelve millions of 
souls. Her permanent taxes, before the present 
tax of ten millions on income, amounted, as nearly 
as I can now recollect, to upwards of sixteen mil- 
lions sterling; which is nearly, or quite six dollars 
for every soul. And yet these taxes England pays 
with ease, and her people are prosperous and 
happy. Their very ability to pay such immense 
taxes, with a late addition of ten millions sterling 
on income, and a permanent addition of two mil- 
lions sterling in parish rates for the support of the 
poor, is an ample undeniable proof of their flour- 
ishing and happy condition. Such sums cannot 
be paid in a country where the people are misera- 
ble and oppressed. Despotism could not extort 
them, even if armed with all the apparatus of a 
French Revolutionary Government; for they can 
only be produced by a protected and prosperous 
industry. There are other proofs in abundance. 
They are to be found in the vast extent of agricul- 
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tural improvement, in the increase of product from 

. every great branch of national industry; in the 
immense sums expended annually on canals, and 
other public works of a beneficial nature. 

And, with ‘this example before us, sir, shall we 
say that we cannot afford money for our own de- 
fence? Sir, we never need be, and Iam persuaded 
never shall be, taxed as the English are. 
great portion of their permanent burdens arises 
from the interest of a debt which the Government 
most unwisely suffered to accumulate almost a 
century, without one serious effort, or systematic 
plan, for its reduction. Her present Minister, at 
the commencement of his administration in 1783, 
established a permanent sinking fund, which now 
produces very great effects; he also introduced a 
maxim of infinite importance in finance, which he 


A very | 


has steadily adhered to, that whenever a new loan | 


is made, the means shall be provided, not only of 
paying the interest but of effecting a gradual'ex- 
tinguishment of the principal. Had these two 
ideas been adopted, and practised upon, at the 
beginning of the century which we have just seen 
close, England might have. expended as much 
money as she has expended, and not owed, at this 
moment, a shilling of debt, except that contracted 
in the present war. These ideas, profiting by the 
example of England, we have adopted, and are 
now practising on. We have provided a fund, 
which is now.in constant operation, for the extin- 
guishment of our debt. This fund will extinguish 
the foreign debt in nine years from now, and the 
six per cent, a large part of our domestic debt, in 
eighteen years. I trust we shall adhere to this 
plan, and whenever we are compelled, by the exi- 
gency of our affairs, to make a loan, by providing 
also for its timely extinguishment, we may al- 
ways avoid an inconvenient or burdensome accu- 
mulation of debt. We may gather all the roses of 
the funding system, without its thorns. 

Let us suppose, sir, the worst that can happen. 
Let us suppose that we shall be compelled to con- 
tinue our defensive preparations, and present war- 
like attitude, for four years longer, and to borrow 
in each of these years as much as we want for the 
present, that is four millions of dollars. This will 
be sixteen: millions, and, added to the last year’s 
loan, would produce a debt of twenty-one millions, 
Suppose, what I think hardly probable, that we 
should be forced to make all these loans at eight 
per cent. The whole amount of interest would be 
something less than seventeen hundred thousand 
dollars, and five hundred thousand dollars, as a 
sinking fund for the extinguishment of the debt, 
which that sum would effect in the course of six- 
teen or seventeen years; and it would produce an 
annual charge on the people of the United States, 
then increasing in population, wealth, and revenue, 
of two millions two hundred thousand dollars, for 
about sixteen years. And this would be the price 
at which they would buy the honor and safety of 
their country, the protection of their flag, and the 
security of their national rights! 
grudge the price for such a purchase? Sir, I will 
not dishonor them by admitting the supposition. 

I have gone thus far, Mr. Chairman, into the 


| 


Would they | of internal policy and economy. 


consideration of the subject in a financial view, in 
order to take off the false and dangerous alarm, 
which general declamations about the augmen- 
tation of public debt, the increase and weight of. 
taxes, and the expense of defensive establishments, 
are calculated to. produce. I will now close this 

long and I fear tedious discussion, by repeating a 
maxim advanced under circuinstances nearly sim- 
ilar, in another country, by one of the greatest 
statesmen that has ever adorned the world—a 
maxim which can never be too often repeated, or 

too deeply impressed on the minds of those who are 

called to the direction of public affairs: “A nation 

‘which forbears to defend itself through fear of ex- 

‘pense, bribes its neighbors, with its own money, 

‘to attack and destroy it.” Under the impression 

of this wise maxim, I cannot but flatter myself that 

the Committee will vote on the resolution now on 

your table. 

When Mr. Harper had taken his seat, 

Mr. GauaTin rose.—He said that the gentleman 
from South Carolina had mistaken the opinion ex- 
pressed by Mr. Nicuotas and himself. It was 
not that the reduction of the army would be most 
desirable in a state of war, but only that, as it was 
already provided by law that the troops should be 
disbanded in case the negotiation with France 
should succeed, the resolution on the table was pe- 
culiarly applicable to the case of a failure of nego- 
tiation. And, therefore was it, that he had given 
his reasons at large why those troops would be 
useless even in thatcase. The principal of those 
reasons was that there was no rational apprehen- 
sion ofan invasion. Yet the gentleman from South 
Carolina, drawing his own deductions from a sup- 
posed opinion of his own creation, had gone so far 
as to suppose that we would also avow similar 
sentiments even in case of an actual invasion. The 
whole of the superstructure which he has erected 
on that false foundation must fall with the foun- 
dation itself. 

The gentleman from South Carolina supposes 
that this motion will encourage the French to at- 
tempt an invasion; and, in order to support that 
opinion, he insisted much on the knowledge which 
France had acquired of our means and resources. 
She is said to have derived that knowledge from 
her experience during the last war, from the public- 
ity of our financial and other statements, and from 
the correct observations made by her agents in this 
country, particularly by that one who till very late- 
ly was an influential member of her own Govern- 
ment, (Mr. Talleyrand.) Yet all the arguments 
and positions of the gentleman tend to show the ex- 
tent of our resources. If those positions are true, 
and the information of France as correct as he 
supposes it to be, it is impossible to believe that 
that nation should draw an inference from the dis- 
banding of this army, that we are unable to sup- 
portit. They will, if, as the gentleman supposes, 
their information is perfectly correct, view this 
measure, as we consider it ourselves, as a question 
They will con- 
elude that we reduce the establishment because 
we do not fear an invasion, and wish not to be at 
an useless expense. 
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But it is said that France will ascribe the motion 
to motives different from those we avow, different 
from those which actuate us; that it will evince 
the existence of a party that wishes to trammel 
and debilitate our own Government; that it will 
actually weaken the means of our Government to 
obtain honorable terms of accommodation, and 
compel the Administration to submit to any con- 
ditions France may please to impose. 

Are we then to take for our guide, on subjects 
of legislation, the opinion which foreign nations 
may form of our motives, instead of being govern- 
ed by the intrinsic merits of the question itself on 
which we are called to decide? But this motion 
is calculated neither to debilitate our own Govern- 
ment, nor to impress on France an opinion of im- 
becility in our councils or of internal weakness. 

Different opinions are entertained as to the mo- 
tives which have induced France to show a dispo- 
sition to treat with us on equal terms. That dis- 
position has by some gentlemen been ascribed solely 
to the spirit of resistance evinced by America, and 
to the state of hostility adopted by the last Congress. 
Was Ito hazard an opinion on that subject, I would 
say, that the refusal of our Envoys to accede to 
the terms first proposed by France, a public loan 
and a private bribe, and the subsequent determi- 
nation not to treat through the medium of a Min- 
ister selected out of the three by the Government 
of that country, a determination adopted by that 
Minister himself, contributed to produce a change 
on their part. I would even add, that, from Mr. 
Gerry’s correspondence, it appears probable to me 
that that refusal and that determination alone 
would have been sufficient to produce the present 
negotiation. ButI consider that discussion as un- 
connected with the motion now under considera- 
tion; and I am willing to grant at present, for the 
sake of argument, that the present state of things 
has been solely produced by the system of resist- 
ance and hostility adopted by America. And on 
that ground I say that the reduction of the Milita- 
ry Establishment can neither change the amicable 
disposition. of France, nor deprive our Government 
of the means of obtaining equally advantageous 
and honorable terms. 

The present negotiation originated in the indi- 
rect communications that took place in August, 
1798, between the French Government and our 
Minister in Holiand, and in the consequent nomi- 
nation of that gentleman in February last, to treat 
with that Government. This additional army 
was voted in July, 1798. That vote could not be 
known in France in August, when the commu- 
nications of that country, which are the acknow- 
ledged basis of the negotiation, were made. That 
vote, therefore, did not influence the change of dis- 
position in France, whatever effect might have 
been produced by our other acts; and the repeal 
of that law cannot alter that disposition to treat 
which was not produced by the law. 

As it regards our own Government, when they 
agreed to open a negotiation by the nomination of 
a Minister in February last, the army, voted six 
months before, existed that moment only on paper: 
it had, in fact, no existence. The disbanding of 


that army tends not, therefore, to debilitate our 
Government, by depriving them of any means to 
render a negotiation successful, which they did 
actually possess when they consented to open that 
negotiation. a 
There is, on the contrary, but one circumstance 
that can produce abroad an unfavorable impres- 
sion of oursituation ; it is the state of our finances; 
itis the knowledge that our revenue does. not ex- 
ceed nine millions of dollars, and our expenditure 
amounts to fourteen. Men and free men-we have, 
and we never, therefore, cam want soldiers to 
repel an invading foe. But our moneyed resour- 
ces are limited; and the only source of danger to 
us is our consuming those resources for useless 
objects and exhausting ourselves for the fear of 
imaginary dangers: And I would ask, added Mr. 
G., which situation is best calculated to impress 
foreign nations with an idea of our strength and 
wisdom—an annual expenditure reduced to the 
level of our revenue, without this-army, or a de- 
ficiency of five millions, and this ‘army; without 
any means of paying it but ruinous loans? ` 
That trite topic of the necessity of certain mea- 
sures, because they are called measures of defence; 
that cry of alarm that we are, or will be considered 
as a divided people; these charges of party’spirit, 
disorganization, and jacobinism, have, for a long 
time, been uniformly repeated on this floor Ee 
almost every subject of any importance. They 
have not not been confined to debates upon taxes, 
navies, or armies. The sedition and alien laws 
were also proposed and have since been supported 
as an indispensable measure of defence; those who 
opposed them were branded with the: appellation 
of enemies of their Government, and the fate of 
the conquered countries in Europe held up to our 
view asa warning of the approaching danger. It 
is true that the burden of the song is now some- 
what altered. Formerly it was Venice that was 
the constant subject of the lamentations of some 
gentlemen. With the fate of Venice we were per- 
petually threatened. At present Venice seems to 
ave altogether. escaped the recollection of those 
gentlemen. We hear not a single voice raised to 
remind us.of the fate of Venice. Indeed, sir, I 
hear no more of Venice in Europe than on this 
floor. We are yet to learn, that since the whole 
of the possessions of that Republic havebeen wrest- 
ed from the rapacious hands of the Emperor of 
Germany, he has restored to her her ancient in- 
dependence. Is it then because the conqueror is 
not the same, and because the charge of ambition 
and rapacity is transferred from one Power to 
another, that gentlemen have become silent on that 
subject? For myself, I sincerely beli: ve that all 
the great Powers of Europe, France as well as 
Austria, Prussia, England, or Russia, and these as 
well as France, are actuated by similar motives, 
and have similar objects in view. lcan see no 
sensible difference between the overthrow of Tip- 
poo Saib, the division of Poland, or the annexa- 
tion of Venice. and the conquest of Holland, Egypt, 
or Switzerland. Inordinate ambition and insatia- 
ble avarice equally govern them all, and they seem 
equally to disregard the dictates. of justice and in- 
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tegrity. | These are the exclusive attributes of the 
weaker European nations, and seem to have no 
better foundation than their weakness. 

We were, however, very seriously admonished, 
on this oecasion, with the destiny of Holland. As 
thé opposition to the motion is, in a great degree, 
grounded on the supposed inefficacy of a militia 
and the necessity of a standing army in case of inva- 
sion, the instance of Holland, who had no militia, 
and who was conquered notwithstanding her stand- 
ing army, is not certainly very judiciously select- 
ed by the opponents of the motion. Their object, 
however, is to insinuate that our political divis- 
ions may prove as fatal as those of Holland. Yet 
no evidence has ever been adduced to convince 
us that the patriots of that country assisted the 
French in their invasion. It appears that the 
mass of the people there, whatever might have 
been their former sentiments, have, during this 
war, been the passive prey of their successive de- 
fenders or conquerors. But there does not exist 
the least similarity between the parties of this 
country and those of Holland. Here men, per- 
fectly equal in their rights and expectations, dif- 
fer about the propriety of measures adopted or re- 
jected by a majority, and that majority fluctuates 
with the opinions.of the people expressed in their 
elections. Hete rien differ on the measures and 
not on the form of the Government. Here we 
have no influential family, possessed of an im- 
mense hereditary power, supported by one half 
and detested by the other half of the nation. In 
Holland, civil dissensions and wars on the subject 
of the Orange family, have been almost coeval 
with the existence of the Republic. The Stad- 
tholdership ‘has been abolished and reinstated six 
times before the présent war. The present Prince 
of Orange was, some time before the French Re- 
volution, expelled by a majority of the people of 
Holland, unaided by foreign aid; and he was 
within a short time reinstated, against their will, 
by the armies of the King of Prussia. Doubtless 
a people governed by a sovereign who had, but a 
few years before, been imposed upon them by a for- 
eign Power, could not be supposed to exert much 
energy in his defence. But, if for that reason they 
afford inducements of invasion to France, can any 
inference be drawn applicable to America? Un- 
less the gentlemen suppose that our Government 
was imposed on the people of America, against 
the will of a majority and by force, or unless they 
suppose the existence in this country of a party 
who wish to subvert our Government and to es- 
tablish here an hereditary Stadtholder, they must 
acknowledge the fallacy of these inferences. R 

Any comparison between Egypt and the Uni- 
ted States would be so evidently absurd that it 
would be wasting the time of the Committee to 
dwell on the subject. But Switzerland has been 
mentioned. An appeal to the opinion of a mem- 
ber of this House, personally acquainted with that 
country, has been made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina. I believe, said Mr. G., that I am 
the only member who may be supposed to possess 
some personal knowledge of Switzerland; I have 
indeed, principally on account of that appeal, been 
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induced to reply to the gentleman; and although 
I do believe that it is not altogether fair to draw 
any arguments from opinions of a member of this 
body, which have never certainly been declared 
on this floor, and which must therefore have been 
expressed in a loose manner and in private conver- 
sation; I will beg the indulgence of the Commit- 
tee whilst I state the facts alluded to, so far as I 
am acquainted with them. 

The population of Switzerland is estimated at 
less than two millions of souls, and the Canton of 
Bern includes about one third of the whole. Less 
than 400,000 souls form the population of that 
part of the Canton called the “German country.” 
Between two and three hundred thousand inhabit 
that part called “Pays de Vaud,” which was con- 
quered by Bern from the house of Savoy. The 
Government of that Canton was monstrous in 
theory, but gentle and it may be good in its ad- 
ministration. Outof two hundred families, and 
to the exclusion of all the other citizens, a council 
of two hundred and fifty was selected for life, fill- 
ing their own vacancies out of those families only, 
and uniting the supreme legislative, executive, and 
even judiciary powers. It was a complete heredi- 
tary aristocracy. Yet the people were protected 
in their property, justice was administered with 
tolerable impartiality, individual acts of oppres- 
sion were rare, taxes were light; the administra- 
tion on the whole might perhaps deserve the ap- 
pellation of paternal: even the conquered inhabi- 
tants of Pays de Vaud, although subjects in the 
true meaning of the word, could boast that they 
lived under the most gentle servitude. The people 
of the whole canton enjoyed a greater share of 
physical happiness than those of any other Eu- 
ropean nation; and the only rational cause of dis- 
content was the hereditary, insuperable exclusion 
from any share in the government of that nomi- 
nal republic of which they were nominal citizens. 
The causes of so much real happiness, under a form 
of government so little calculated to bestow it, are 
worthy of attention, and not altogether inapplica- 
ble to the present question. 

In the first place, that canton, together with 
the other parts of Switzerland, had enjoyed two 
centuries of peace. Firmly attached to a system 
of neutrality, and having neither armies nor other 
expensive establishments, light taxes and a frugal 
economy enabled them to support the necessary 
expenses of Government, and even to enrich the 
individual members of that Government, and to 
accumulate a public treasure, without having re- 
course to any extended system of taxation, much 
less to a system of accumulating funded debt. 
This was the first cause of the happiness of the 
body of the people. Their Government kept clear 
of foreign wars, supported no army, and was not 
under the necessity of wresting the fruits of the 
labor of the governed, in order to support the ex- 
pense and parade of a military, unproductive es- 
tablishment. But, as they had no military stand- 
ing force, the defence of the country rested with 
the people themselves. Hence, every man was 
armed and trained to arms. The people were the 
best, indeed the only militia of Europe. And this 
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was their best security against oppression... The 
existence of an arbitary Government, destitute of 
military standing force, depended on the will of 
its armed subjects; and this accounts for the great 
moderation and gentle administration of that Gov- 
ernment. a r, 

Of the other parts of Switzerland, it will bẹ suf- 
ficient to say that they consisted. of a numberof 
small independent republics, feebly united by .any 
general government, some-of them. governed-by 
aristocracies as vicious in. practice as.in theory, 
and others enjoying perfectly. free governments. - 

T would not have presumed, said My. G., to state 
so, much, at large mere historical facts, as well 
known to almost every member of. this Commit- 
tee as to myself, had I not been drawn into that 
digression by the historical details given to us by 
the gentleman from South Carolina,.and I must 
once more apologise for having. consumed in that 
manner so much of their time. But what deduc- 
tions can be drawn from those facts connected. 
with the event of the invasion and conquest. of 
that country’? When. that invasion took place, 
the subjects of most of those, aristocracies, except 
that. of, Bern and a considerable part of the inhab- 
itants. of the Pays de Vaud, either joined or did 
not resist the French. The, citizens of. the free 
cantons, and even those of the.Canton of Bern, 
made every resistance in their. power, and. were 
subdued merely by a superior force. No infer- 
ence can thence be drawn except that the subjects 
of a Government, bad in practice and theory, may 
wish for a revolution. or for a change of masters; 
and that the citizens of a free country, and even 
the subjects of a Government bad in theory, but 
gentle in its administration, may safely be trusted 
with the defence of their country against an in- 
vading foe. ‘Want of success was not owing to the 
want of exertions, but to immense inferiority of 

ower. As to the divisions of the councils of 

ern so much insisted on by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, they had not. the least. effect on 
the event. When those divisions he. alluded to 
took place, the event was decided; the enemy was 
at the gates. The smallness of the population has 
been mentioned. No hope of success remained, 
and the only division at that time was on the ques- 
tion whether it was proper to sacrifice or preserve | 
the lives of a handful of enthusiastic and devoted | 
people. Unfortunately, indeed, divisions had pre- | 
viously existed in those councils. In 1792, when 
the Duke of Brunswick invaded France, and per- | 
haps at other subsequent times, when the alarm 
was proclaimed that the French Revolution endan- 
gered every Government, a party in the Council of 
Bern favored the views of the coalition, and al- 
though they could not obtain a majority. in favor 
of war, a departure from the ancient strict rules 
of neutrality occasionally took. place, which af- 
forded afterwards, when the favorable moment of 
a suspension. of war with Germany took place, a 
pretence to the unjustifiable invasion of France. - 

France, it is true, has been enabled to conquer, 
by superior numbers, a small country lying at her 
doors, and whose immense importance to her as a 
military: position, in her approaching contest with 


the Continental-Powers, has been evinced by the 
state ofthis. campaign.. It would be ridiculous to 
dwell on the immense difference resulting in favor 
of America, from her distance, extent of territory, 
population, union, and. Government. 

Before he would take leave of these.extraneous 
historical digressions, Mr. G. said, that-he could not 
help noticing one of the observations.of the. gen- 
tleman from. South Carolina.. That. gentleman 
had remarked, that the French.conscripts, carried 
as he said by force and chained to.the army, fought 
with uncommon.bravery against a foreign enemy. 
Thus it appeared.that Frenchmen. living under 
the worst tyranny,.even that of Robespierre, and 
at a time when. their.country was torn by the most 
inveterate and -bloody internal factions, did not 
hesitate, although dragged in chains to a camp, 
to fight, and had succeeded- in repelling an. inva- 
ding foe and even in prosecuting, war in foreign 
countries. Why did not. the: gentleman apply 
that instance also, and draw its. proper deduction, 
as applied to America? If the:French people.in 
that situation, and amidst those. divisions, had 
been found equal to the task of combatting foreign 
nations, could it be supposed that the free. citizens 
of America would, on account cf some divisions 
merely of opinion, be less willing and less capable 
to defend themselves and their independence at the 
time of real danger against a foreign invader? .. . 
. The arguments given in support of the possibil- 
ity of an invasion were not certainly susceptible 
of being absolutely disproved by reasoning. They 
were grounded not on probabilities, but on possible 
events. And there was perhaps nothing which 
could be proved to bealtogether impossible. But 
that kind of argument did not apply, particularly 
to the present motion or to the present time. For 
there could be no possible time, nor any possible sit- 
uation of Europe, which would not justify some 
hypothetic statement as plausible as that.given 
by the-gentleman from South Carolina. At any 
time, and under any circumstances whatever, that 
gentleman, or any other, might assert that it was 
not altogether impossible for some European na- 
tion to attempt an invasion of this country, and. 
on as solid ground, justify a permanent military 
establishment of considerable magnitude. The 
suppositions of that gentleman, if they would 
prove anything, would only prove that it was ne- 
cessary for America, at all times, and as a mea- 
sure of caution, to keep on foot a large standing 
army. They only would prove that this army 
ought not to be disbanded even if the negotiation 
with France should succeed. 

Amongst other inducements which we offered 
to invasion, that gentleman had, however,. men- 
tioned one of an extraordinary nature. In his enu- 
meration of the objects of plunder, which might 
attract French rapacity,; he counted our funded 
capital. As our funded capital is the same thing 
with our funded debt, I must confess for my share, 
said Mr. G., that [have no objection to give it to 
the French or to any other nation that will take 
it.. It would be the most negative gift ever be- 
stowed by one Government on another. 

The gentleman from South Carolina had in- 
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dulged. himself-in a number of observations on a 
supposed party;.whose views he had. represented 
at one-time to-be to carry elections by means of 
insurrections, at another to estrange the people 
from:their. Government. He seemed indeed to 
have altogether confounded evidences of dissatis- 
faction at certain measures of Administration with 
a decided hatred against a Government of their 
own choice. But he had concluded his observa- 
tion by an unexpected conclusion. For, after hav- 
ing stated the strength of that party as extremely 
formidable—since he had drawn proof of its ex- 
istence from the legislative proceedings of some 
large and respectable State, from the declarations 
of the Governor of another powerful State, and 
even from the supposed opinions of the second 
official character of the Union—after having repre- 
sented their views as extremely dangerous, not 
less indeed than to persuade the militia, the people 
of this country, that they should consider French 
invaders as their deliverers—he told us that.they 
were too weak in numbers, and too contemptible 
to be considered as in any degree dangerous. Did 
I believe the reality of. allike positions of that gen- 
tleman, relative to party, I must confess that I 
would not consider that party-as too contemptible 
to create any danger... And if he did believe they 
were so harmless, to what purpose did he expa- 
tiate so much-at large on their existence and de- 
signs?. “But the gentleman from Delaware views 
this subject ina different light. „His conclusion 
was, that, knowing the existence of such a party, it 
was necessary to have an army, in order to defend 
this: country against an invasion, inasmuch as a 
considerable part of the militia could not.be trust- 
ed with its defences. 

If a party does exist so inimical to. our. Govern- 
ment as to join an invading. enemy, in order. to 
subvert it, they must. be- supposed. to subvert it 
without an invasion. It is impossible to mistake 
the meaning of the gentlemen. When they ground 
the necessity of an army on the supposed exist- 
ence ofa party, let them express themselves as they 
please, either they mean nothing, or they mean 
that an army is necessary not only against an en- 
emy, but against a party of the people. Let the 
gentlemen be silent about party, or iet them can- 
didly acknowledge that this army is intended to 
suppress party. 

Mr. G. then proceeded to make some observa- 
tions on the financial statements of the gentleman 
from South Carolina. He-said he had avoided 
making any detailed statement of that kind, be- 
cause he knew that the official documents, neces- 
sary to form a correct estimate, were not yet be- 
fore the House. And he had stated, in the gross, 
that our revenue was about nine millions, our ex- 
penditure about fourteen, and the deficiency there- 
fore about five. The result of the gentleman from 
South Carolina was to show a deficiency of only 
four millions. It was immaterial to the present 
question whether that deficiency was four or five 
millions. But the details on which the gentleman 
from South Carolina had grounded his result 
were in some degree incorrect. He had estimated 
the nett proceeds of the land tax at two millions 


of dollars.. But he had forgotten to deduct from 
that sum the expenses of collection, which, being 
5% per cent., would amount. to. $115,000.. He had 
stated, what was true, thatthe whole of the nett 
poe of that tax could not be received in the 
reasury during the present year. Yet he insisted 
that the whole.amount should be considered as 
part of those receipts, because an anticipation for 
the deficiency might be obtained by way of loan, 
from the Bank. That anticipation certainly coul 


‘not be considered as part of the receiptsarising from 


revenue. Instead of being credited to the account 
of revenue, it ought to be charged as part of the 
debt that would be contracted during the present 
year.. An anticipation was as much a debt as 
any other loan. The amount of that anticipation 
would fill a part of the deficiency and should be 
added to the amount of five millions, stated as de- 
ficiencies by the gentleman. He had also neglect- 
ed to insert several items in his estimate of expen- 
ditures ; the most important omission was the ne- 
cessary disbursements for the building of the seven- 
ty-fours, which, by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
were estimated at $1,300,000. 

The deficiency is, however, acknowledged to be 
at least four millions; making only these few cor- 
rections to the statement of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, it appears to be five millions. 
Our revenue is stated by all of us to be only nine mil- 
lions; and under those circumstances, Mr. G. said, 
he would ask, whether a saving of.two millions 
and a half, which would result from the adoption. 
of the motion, would be called contemptible? But 
we are flattered by expectations of an increasing 
revenue, even without additional taxes. The very 
reverse, a diminution, instead of an increase, ap- 
pears probable. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina has compared the proceeds of the impost of 
1795 with those of 1799, in order to prove an in- 
crease. But he forgot tostate how much was due 
to a real increase of importation, and how much 
to an increase of taxation. The fact was, that 
the rate of duty on many articles had been con- 
siderably increased in 1796 and 1797, and that an 
additional duty on salt had been laid in 1798, all 
of which were blended together in his statements. 
But the right way of computation would have 
been to compare the proceeds of the impost for 
1799 with those of 1798 and 1797; and that com- 
parison would show a defalcation in 1799 of near 
eight hundred thousand dollars from the average 
proceeds of 1797 and 1798; for those two years 
had given $14,400,000 for the impost and ton- 
nage, equal to an average of $7,200,000, and the 
year 1799 had given less than $6,500,000. Was 
there any probability, from the importations of last 
Fall as compared with those of the preceding years, 
that the amount of impost for 1800 would exceed 
the amount of 1799? We import in proportion 
to our consumption, which must be limited by our 
means of payment. Those means of payment are 
always in proportion to our exports, and an exa- 
mination of these will show that the quantities of 
articles of our own produce have not increased, 
but, on the whole, have rather suffered a decrease 
within these past few years. It is solely to the 
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increase of the price in most of the articles, that 
we are indebted for any increase in the value of 
that of our exports, which consist of articles cf our 
own produce. The prodigious fall ofseven dollars 
at least per hundred, in the price of tobacco, will 
make a difference of several millions of dollars in 
the value of our exports, will so far diminish our 
means of payment for articles imported, and will 
so far tend to diminish our importations and affect 
our revenue. 

We are, however, told that any increase of debt 
that may be created in consequence of our present 
situation is trifling in itself, and holds no propor- 
tion to the supposed increase of resources resulting 
from our growing population. But the gentlemen 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Oris) and from South 
Carolina (Mr. Harper) estimate that possible in- 
crease at something more than twenty millions of 
dollars, which would require, according to the 
calculation of one of those gentlemen, additional 
taxes to the amount of two millions, in order to 
pay the interest on and redeem the principal itself 
intwenty years. Whether to add twenty five per 
cent. to our debt and taxes can be considered as 
trifling, Mr. G. said, he would leave the Commit- 
tee tojudge? But was it nota most extraordinary 
and novel mode of calculating, not on the present 
resources of the country, but on those which pos- 
terity might have? Are we thén so sure that 
our posterity will have no dangers of their own to 
encounter, and no additional expenditures which 
will require every additional resource they may 
possess? Let us provide, out of our own resour- 
ces, for our own wants, instead of mortgaging not 
only our actual revenue, but even that which may 
hereafter be raised by posterity. 

Much hasbeen said by the gentleman from South 
Carolina of certain new financial discoveries, re- 
lative to the application of a sinking fund, which 
had they been known to British Ministers fifty or 
one hundred years ago, as well as they were to the 
present Administration of that country, -would 
have discharged, by this time, the whole debt of 
Great Britain. Were we to judge of the merit of 
that pretended new application of a sinking fund 
by its effects, we would not be disposed to admire 
itas much as the gentleman. Seventeen years 
ago, the debt of Great Britain did not exceed two 
hundred and forty millions sterling. During that 
period, that country had enjoyed ten yearsof peace, 
and had seven years of war; during that period, 
the years of war did not exceed the average pro- 
portion of time for which England had been in- 
volved in war for the last fifty years. At present 
her debt was almost five hundred millions sterling. 
The present Administration of Great Britain, not- 
withstanding all the boasted merit of certain mod- 
ifications of the sinking fund, had more than dou- 
bled the public debt during that period. 

I know, said Mr. G., but one way that a nation 
has of paying her debts; and that is precisely the 
same which individuals practise. “Spend less 
than you reeeive;” and you may then apply the 
surplus of your receipts to the discharge of your 
debts. But if you spend more than you receive, 
you may have recourse to sinking funds, you may 


‘modify them as you please, you may render your 


accounts extremely complex, you may give ascien- 
tific appearance to additions and subtractions; you 
must still necessarily increase your debt. If you 
spend more than you receive, the difference must 
be supplied by loans; and if out-of these receipts. 
you have set a sum. apart to pay your debts—if you 
have so mortgaged or disposed. of that sum that 
you cannot apply it to your useful expenditure, 
you must borrow so much more in order to meet 
your expenditure. If your revenue is nine millions 
of dollars; and your expenditure fourteen; you. must 
borrow, you must create a new debt of five millions. 
But if two millions of that revenue are, under the 
name of sinking fund, applicable to the payment 
of the principal of an old debt, and pledged for it, 
then the portion of your revenue applicable to dis- 
charging your current expenditures of fourteen 
millions is reduced to seven millions; and instead 
of borrowing five millions, you must:borrow seven: 
you create a new debt of seven millions, and you 
pay an old one of two. It is still the’same increase 
of five millions of debt. The only difference that 
is produced arises from the relative price you give 
for the old debt and rate of interest you: pay. for 
the new. At present we pay yearly, a part'of a. 
domestic debt, bearing six per cent. interest, and 
of a foreign debt bearing four or five per cent: in- 
terest; and we may pay both of them at par. At 
the same time we are obliged to borrow at the rate 
of cient per cent. At present, therefore, that no- 
minal sinking fund increases our debt, or at least 
the annual interest payable on our debt. 

Mr. G. said, he would now conclude the desul-. 
tory observations into which he had been drawn, 
from a wish to reply to some parts of the speech of 
the gentleman from South Carolina. It was true, 
indeed, those observations could have no weight 
with gentlemen who supposed the liberty and in- 
dependence of the country concerned in :thereduc- 
tion of the Military Establishment. To him it 
was only a question of economy, which could have 
no possible effect on the external relations of Amer- 
ica, which had no importance except as a question 
of economy. But, as such, he considered it as 
highly important, and hoped it might be viewed 
in the same light by the Committee. 

Mr. H. Lez.—If, Mr. Speaker, search after truth 
was sincerely pursued in debate, we should be re- 
lieved from much useless discussion, much unne- 
cessary consumption of our time, and the common 
good would be more thoroughly promoted. But 
it seems as if long habit in public speaking pro- 
duced a desire rather to give some colorable 
pretexts for favorite opinions, however erroneous, 
than by open and manly arguments to enlighten 
and convince. Much as we have cause to lament 
the prevalence of this habit, it must be endured, 
and can be corrected only by sound decisions in 
those whose province it is to decide. 

The gentleman last up (Mr. Gauatin) has 
started with a fundamental error, which has dif- 
fused its influence through his whole argument. 
To have regarded the turn of his discourse you 
would suppose that the question before us was the 
creation of a permanent military force, when in 
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truth it is whether.we shall disband a part of a 
force already created, or, in other words, whether 
we shall. disband a considerable portion of the 
army raised for the express purpose of defending 
the United States from an unprovoked existing 
war waged against us by France, before we know 
what may be the termination of our third attempt 
to secure to usa solid peace. We contend that 
‘prudence, dignity, and economy, alike command 
us to make no diminution in our actual force, till 
the result of the existing negotiation is ascertained. 
T put it to the candor of the honorable gentleman 
last up, whether this is not the real question. But 
‘the course of debate has obscured if not changed 
the point in dispute, and the attention of the Com- 
mittee has been drawn to objects opposite or 
irrelevant. 

Tf the real question be that now stated, I ask.on 
what ground can gentlemen hesitate-in their de- 
‘cision? Tn three months we shall know whether 
the enemy conclude a peace,. or continue. war. 
In the first event the army falls of course, in the 
last event their services may be wanting. The 
intermediate expense will not be more than $130,- 
‘000, and shall we, to avoid: this small expense, 
properly styled “ contemptible” by the gentleman 
himself, deprive‘our, country of the means of self- 
defence acquired by a large expenditure of our 
money ? aa 

On the- score of economy only, I repeat my as- 
:sertion, the measure ought to be rejected. But 
says the honorable gentleman, we believe the 
negotiation for peace will fail and then we have 
no-doubt the army will. be held in service, and a 
vuseless expense of two millions and a half of. dol- 
lars thus incurred. To.prevent this, we now urge 
its reduction... 

Jt is not. possible to. declare the situation of 
‘things should the negotiation fail—therefore it is 
not possible to say now what it may be proper to 
-do in case of such failure—the conduct to be 
observed must be decided by the existing circum- 
-stances of the period. But I hesitate not in pro- 
nouncing it as my opinion, that if the public 
interest shall require a reduction, or even a dis- 
-bandment of the army, negotiation: failing, such 
reduction or disbandment will be made; the 
happiness of the people would command the mea- 
.sure, and their happiness is the sole object of the 
exertions of those. gentlemen with whom he had 
the pleasure of acting on this floor, as well as of 
every other department of Government, so far as it 
was in his power to distinguish their views. Was 
it reduced to.a certainty that the pending negotia- 
tion would terminate in a solid peace, I should 
with alacrity support the motion on the table, for 
upon all occasions it is our duty to save the public 
money, unless by such saving we sacrifice more im- 
portant interests. But the event of the negotiation 
is unknown; I must, therefore, continue to resist 
every measure which in this state of incertitude 
tends to decrease our actual force, or to brand 
with the stamp of caprice our public councils. I 
persuade myself, that some days ago, it was clearly 
-shown that the army to which the motion applies 
-was part of the general system of defence adopted 


on the part of the United States, in consequence 
of French aggression, and indeed that this fact 
was established from evidence exhibited by the 
gentleman last up. To make any change in that 
system at this time I persist in believing not only 
unwarranted by sound policy, ‘but as begetting 
impressions unfavorable to our national character, 
and tending to disappoint our hopes of peace. 

_ The gentleman thought it extremely improper 
in our deliberations to respect at all the influence 
which our conduct might have on the councils 
and conduct of any other nation, but contended 
that every measure ought to be tried by its own 
intrinsic merit. I differ entirely in opinion from 
the honorable. member. In my judgment, no 
consideration is more proper than the effect of our 
measures on the conduct of the nation to whom 
such measures apply. I know no other test by 
which the merit or demerit of our deliberations 
can be so fairly ascertained; thus we act in private 
life, and thus do and must all nations act. By 
what other light ought we, or can we direct our 
steps? But it seems, we not only ought to disre- 
gard the influence of our measures on our present 
foe, but must shut out, too, from our deliberations, 
all the instruction which history affords. 

The learned and relevant researches which the 
honorable member from South Carolina edified us 
with, have drawn upon him, from the gentleman 
last up, unmerited asperity. Very differently in- 
deed, sir, did my mind feel under the instructive 
illustration. I feel the propriety of holding up to 
the view of America, the fall of Venice, of Holland, 
of humble, but once happy Switzerland. The 
example of other nations ought, and I hope will 
teach us to avoid similar destruction, by adopting 
in time different conduct. In what manner can 
you so strongly appeal to the good sense of your 
own countrymen, as by showing to them from the 
faithful page of history how to avoid national 
disasters? : 

If, Mr. Chairman, we are neither to regard the 
effect of our measures on those on whom they are 
intended to operate, nor to look into history for 
light to guide our deliberations, we act the part of 
mere puppets, spending to no possible good pur- 
pose the people’s money, and exhibiting to the 
world a splendid instance of human insignificance. 
Fortunately for the American nation and for the 
human race, such barbarous doctrines cannot be 
admitted. History will be referred to by those 
who direct publie councils, and time, in its gui- 
dance, will uphold human ed ae by enlight- 
ening human councils. I thank the member from 
South Carolina, for his applicable and illustrating 
information, confirmed not only in the instance 
he has quoted, but by all ancient history, and 
especially in the conquest of Greece, by Philip of 
Macedon. ; 

How then results this historical inquiry? Cer- 
tainly, that the United States, warned by the fall of 
other nations, ought to hold fast all her acquired 
means of defence, till the establishment of a solid 
peace shail authorize her with safety to save her 
money by reducing her expenses. 

But the same member has been pleased to ac- 
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knowledge that the system of defence had. pro- 
duced a change of conduct on the part of France, 
but attributes this change to our diplomatic efforts 
and navalexertions. Tagree with him in part; the 
ability displayed by our late Envoys, and the vigi- 
“lance of our infant navy, no doubt contributed to 
roduce the change alluded to, so did also the rais- 
ing of an additional military force, and the other 
defensive measures adopted by Congress, 

It has again and again been represented that.we 
place our whole confidence for the defence of our 
country, in case of invasion, in these ten or twelve 
thousand men, although we have often denied it. 

“We have again and again declared that we con- 
sider a well disciplined militia to be the chief bul- 
wark of our nation, but have insisted on the im- 
propriety of trusting to militia only in actual war. 
A regular army, adequate to the object of co-oper- 
ating with the militia, we prefer as the safest and 

_ cheapest defence. Let us then be quoted fairly, 
let the truth only be disseminated, andI cheerfully 

“will” meet all the consequences of the opinion 
given. ; ras 

The honorable gentleman has atternpted to do 
away all the. operation of the illustration which 
fell from the gentleman from South Carolina, so 
far as it grew out of difference of opinion existing 
in this country, by asserting that although the 
Hollanders did experience much evil from their 
internal discord, yet the same evils were not to be 
apprehended from our differences of opinion. We 
had no Stadtholder, nor did we assimilate in any 
respect the condition of the peopleof Holland. It 
is true we have no Stadtholder, nor is our situa- 
tion as a people much like that of Holland, but we 
are men, we are governed by the appetites and 
passions common to men, and we must expect the 
same effect from the same causes; unless, as was 
correctly expressed by an ingenious young mem- 
ber the other day, (Mr. Ranpvoupx,) the opera- 
tion of physical and moral causes and effects was 
suspended in America. The truth is; Mr. Chair- 
man, and I acknowledge it with much pain, that 
our differences in America are the same as to prin- 
ciple and operation ‘as are the differences referred 
to, and the extent of the effect will depend on the 
good sense of the people. For my own part I sin- 
cerely wish they would rid the public councils of 
all factious men. Thus and thus only can the evil 
be arrested. 

Difference of opinion, sir, backed by possession 
of power, no matter how named or how dressed, 
will lead always to disastrous consequences, if 
successfully fostered by an erring people or by the 
intrigues of a foreign nation. This truth the hon- 
orable member would find fully exhibited in that 
invaluable book written by the illustrious personage 
‘at the head of our Government, and which work 
in my humble opinion stands first in all the efforts 
of science to secure and perpetuate the blessings 
of liberty to man, notwithstanding the miscon- 
ceived and unmerited censure which now sur- 
rounds it. 

It isin vain for gentlemen to treat so indiffer- 
ently the existing difference of opinion among us, 
their own experience meets them full in the face. 


When that great and good man whose picture hangs 
before us, conducted the Government, what was 
the trial to which he was subjected with a for- 


eign agent! How difficult did he find it, with all 
‘the greatness of his character, to repress the iñ- 


trigues of thatforeignagent! Did not a difference 
of opinion, ranged in conformity ‘with existing 
differences of opinion, pervade the ‘continent ? 


‘Were there not found many citizens who openly 


maintained the proceedings of the foreign Minister 
in opposition to their own Chief Magistrate?» How 
then can gentlemen affect to disbelieve that the 
people of América are liable, like other nations, to 
all the disasters which’ spring from factions and 
factions men? 5 i oS 

The gentleman is certainly correct when he says 
that powerful nations consult too often their own 
will and not the rules of right, nor can'the truth 
of the position be more precisely: maintained than 
by the example of that very hation now at war 
with us. Austria and Great Britain, powerful na- 
tions, I dare say have also often: proved the -cor- 
rectness of the gentleman’s opinion ; but it does not 
follow that because these two nations do wrong, 
that therefore we ought to submit to‘injuries: re- 
ceived from France. My own opinion’ is’ that 
America onght to guard herself against injury 
from all nations, disregarding their name of situa- 
tion. I wish, said Mr. L., we could conduct our 
affairs without having anything to do with the 
Ministers of foreign nations, we should then be ex- 
empt from the influence of their intrigues; ‘but 
this is impossible, and of course, the only course to 
be pursued is to counteract their operation as much 
as possible, by guarding against the effect. But 
it isnot the way to guard ourselves by declaring, 
with the same gentleman, that they can do us no 
injury. Ilament very much that the debate has 
taken this turn, but it was not possible to'avoid it, 
without shrinking from that ‘full inquiry demand- 
ed by the occasion.” 

It has been more than once insinuated that the 
army is preserved with a view to turn their arms 
on a part of the people who differ in sentiment 
from Administration. Is it possible that such an 
opinion can be entertained? What evidence can 
be resorted to in justification of such a sentiment ? 
Ought it to have been ventured without full proof 
to support it? Can any insinuation be more cruel 
or absurd? An Administration uniformly distin- 
guished by love-of country, by zeal for the common 
happiness, by vigilance and wisdom in the execu- 
tion of its duty, and by an enlarged and correct 
arrangeiment of all the affairs of the nation, surely 
deserves very different treatment. I must there- 
fore say, what I utter with reluctance, that these 
derogating suspicions must have been experienced 
in the breast of the member who announced them. 

Much has been said on the subject of money and 
the saving of money. Butit has not been proved 
on the present occasion that the small retrench- 
ment contended for would ultimately turn out a 
saving of money—the reverse was most probable. 
It was the duty of every man in that House to be 
careful of the public money, and, as far as his small 
experience justified any opinion, no Legislature 
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could be: mote attentive to this subject than: the 
House of: Representatives. ‘Let us proceed in the 
same praiseworthy manner, but let-us not prefer 
saving the people’s money to-securing their liberty 
and:their lives. 
sidered the present subject as involving much: pe- 
cuniary consequence, and therefore have been sur- 
prised to find gentlemen in: opposition always re- 
curing to this ground. |- X 

‘Another topic sensible-in its effect on the elo- 
quence of the friends to the motion, and:a never 
failing topic, is the militia; and, to show their 
entire capacity to.defend the country, various in- 
stances have been cited of their valor 1n the Ameri- 
can revolutionary war. It is certainly grateful to 
the American ear to hear eulogiums pronounced 
on.our countrymen, and no heart rejoices ‘more 
than does mine in recollecting the: gallantry of 
our milita The two examples quoted; Bunker’s 
Hill and King’s Mountain, are -illustrious proofs 
of American valor, and: grateful America has al- 
ways manifested her deep regard ‘of those highly 
honored defenders of their country. Was itneces- 
sary, we could add many other :memorable testi- 
monies of the a T and gallant services of 
our militia during: the late war, but it is unneces- 
sary and willbe ‘avoided. For, although true, it 
does not change the position we contend for. The 
mere act of fighting is not the whole of soldiership. 
The militia ‘equal any troops in personal courage 
and exceed- all in fidelity. They want method, 
patience, obedience, and combination, without all 
which attributes, no man can be a good soldier. 
Sir, without these qualifications, essential to war, 
never expect a long course of success.. The trained 
man does possess them, and therefore will forever 
be superior to the untrained man. “You ‘must, 
therefore; when you’ prepare for. war, create a. 
trained army. We want no mercenary nor for- 
eign army—we want our own brothers, our own 
sons, taught to be patient, to obey, to retreat, to 


actin concert, and thus in the hour of battle to | 


be equal to their enemy, however skilful. Show 
me, in any country, where militia have so done, 
until beaten into it by long and constant course of 
service. It cannot be done. 

He was sorry his honorable colleague had used 
the word: mercenary; it certainly was not justly 
applied to our army—an army of foreigners fight- 
ing for her only was so designated with propri- 
ety. But really he could never admit the justice 
of the appellation when applied to an army of 
natives, interested in common with us all as to 
country and objects, and distinguished from us only 
by the receiptof pay. If this last distinction author- 
ized the expression, it might be applied to oar mili- 
tia; they receive pay when inservice: The King’s 


Mountain action is no proof of the counter opin- į 


ion. An imprudent though gallant officer had 
placed himself far from all possible support and in 
the neighborhood of a country entirely inimical. 
He was caught on the top of a mountain, hid as it 
were like a squirrel. Surrounded by brave mili- 
tia, expert in the use of rifles, his fate was inevi- 
table. But suppose he could have entrenched 
himself and had been in possession of a fortnight’s 


For my own part, I never con~ 


. 
| supply of provisions; do you believe he would 
| have-been taken? . No, the event would not have 
| happened; brave as were the assailants they were 
militia, they. would have been found destitute of 
‘| patience, and thus the enemy would have escaped. 

I say not-this to subtract from the credit due to 

these gallant- and: patriotic citizens... No man 
| more reveres their heroism, but I make the explan- 

ation that my country, knowing the truth, may 
repel the introduction of error. o 

But it seems we areto have militia like the con- 
scripts of France. If you effect this, your militia 
will. be regulars—for the name. conscript and the 
name regular means one and the same thing. The 
mildness of our Government forbids the possibil- 
ity of sucha change. - It can never be effected but 
under the misrule of despotism, and: God forbid, 
we should ever imitate France, either in Govern-: 
mentor in the management of our citizens! . 

In every view then,:Mr.. Chairman, of the sub- 
ject before us, pressed as has been the motion by 
its friends, I must -give it my decided negative, 
convinced that in so doing I truly promote the 
public good. 

Mr. Huger said he rose to expres his desire, 

| that the Committee would take the question. He 
| confessed he had made up his mind; indeed, after 
the talents.and abilities displayed on the present 
| question, he should suppose every member had 
received all the information possible on the sub- 
ject, and he could not be wrong in thinking every 
gentleman had formed his opinion. Having been 
detained from the city much longer than he wished, | 
he had voted, on:a former occasion, that the sub- 
ject'should undergo‘such a discussion as to enable 
him to give a vote on the question; that had been: 
allowed, and a mature discussion taken place.: 

In his.opinion, Mr. H. said, the motion was at: 
least premature—this was his opinion at first, but 
he wished: to hear reasons against it, if any could 
beadduced. Supposing nonew impressions could 
be made, why should the debate be prolonged? 
Some gentlemen might perhaps wish to give a 
reason for their vote; he wished such might be 
patiently heard. 

If gentlemen wish to go farther, and extend their 
observations in the way the subject had been treat- 
ed, they:ought to publish in the newspapers what 
would have been their speeches on this occa- 
sion. This was not unfrequently done, and would 
much save the time of the House. - Much had 
been said about our finances. Mr. H. conceived 
| a trifling expense, such. as this had been represent- 
ed, was not worthy notice, especially as considera- 
ble advantages might be derived. When an ex- 
pense was superfluous, it ought to be prevented; 
then it might be necessary to mention the finan- 
cial state of the nation; but no such thing was now 
pretended. On the whole, he considered the pres- 
ent state of things called upon him to vote in the 
negative. l : 

The qucstion was called for, from different parts 
of the House, when i 

Mr. RaxnporpH rose, and begged the attention 
of the Committee to a few observations, which if 
not granted as indulgence he should be obliged to 
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-demand as aright. He denied having asserted 
that our finances were in a situation which would 
not permit the raising of more money, however 
urgent the necessity. But he persisted in declar- 
ing that their condition was alarming, and that gen- 
tlemen had, instead of offering proof to support 
‘their opposition to the resolution, perpetually elu- 
ded the question—whicn was. whether there was 
danger, in the first place; and whether, in the sec- 
ond, these troops were competent torepelit. Gen- 
tlemen could not even. agree in the use to which 
these troops were to be applied.. Some asserted 
that they were to act in the first instance; the mili- 
tia not being ina state of preparation. Others, 
sensible that they could not annihilate space and 
be present everywhere, said that the militia could 
oppose the foe until these troops could march to 
their relief. If gentlemen were persuaded of the 
danger of invasion there was no mode to convince 
them of their mistake. Mere impression could 
not be effaced by argument. But was it true pol- 
icy to expend the “sinews of war” upon the chance 
of bringing these men into action? Mr. R. insist- 
ed that his use of the term mercenary, as applied to 
the Army of the United States, was warranted. 
He denied Mr. Len’s interpretation of the word, 
which he had declared applicable only to foreign 
troops subsidized by another State. Mr. R. stated 
that the original word signified wages, and had 
no relation to foreign or domestic affairs. That 
a mercenary army was one in which the military 
art was carried on asa profession, in contradis- 
tinction from a militia or patriotic army, composed 
of citizens, without respect to station or fortune, 
indiscriminately bound to defend their country. 
He declared that he had no intention of receding 
from any opinions which he had expressed, but 
there was a term which he had used yesterday, 
and which (as no notice had been taken of it) he 
would exchange—it was ragamuffin. It had been 
extorted from him by the character and appear- 
ance of the recruits in his country; men the most 
abject and worthless of the community; and to 
their protection, said he, we are told to confide our 
liberties and independence. Sir, we revolt from 
the idea. We hold those blessings in contempt of 
their protection. We hold them in defiance of all 
foree, foreign or domestic; we hold them, sir, by 
the tenure of that valor which obtained them. 
Mr. R. denied that this tax would fall lightly 
upon the community. In the tobacco country it 
would be severely felt. The depreciation of that 
important article would alone cause great distress. 
If to this effect gentlemen were insensible, it would 
speak to them in a language which they would 
be obliged to hear, in the diminished amount of 
the revenue drawn from the imposts. The con- 
sumption of foreign articles must be limited by 
the ability to pay for them. The large importa- 
tion of last year was scarcely halfsold. There were 
goods enough on hand nearly sufficient to supply the 
ensuing year’s demand. Under all these circum- 
stances we were hooted at for talking of economy. 
Whatever gentlemen might say or insinuate about 
speeches calculated to insure popular favor, he 
would never vote one shilling until he saw the 


| 


| 


ublic resources better husbanded. A gentleman 
rom Massachusetts, (Mr. Oris,) who had taken 
exception to the term, had told us that we could not 
“squeeze” the public, without squeezing ourselves. 
Mr. R. said that he did not make professions of 
uncommon patriotism; that it was not the least. 
of-his objections to taxing his constituents. that 
he must also burden himself, and his property be-- 
ing of that kind which exposed it. to be“ squeezed?” 
on all occasions, rendered him particularly averse 
to the operation. The member from Massachu-~ 
setts spoke lightly of our reluctance to part with 
money. That gentleman was eminentin a lucra- 
tive profession; and did he too derive a hand- 
some revenue from talking, he might. perhaps be 
less averse to. voting away. money. ee 

A gentleman from South Carolina, in a long de= 
tail, to which I cannot, with my colleague, (Mr. 
Leg,) attach the epithet of a “ learned- history,” 
has been so very candid as to allow that the friends 
of the resolution (at least. some of them).are‘ac- 
tuated by pure motives in the support: which they 
have given it. I felt disposed to thank the gen- 
tleman for this great degree of charity; but, sir, 
the burden of obligation was lifted from my shoul- 
ders when he talked of modern patriotism, which. 
consisted in declamation against public burdens. 
and a devotion to France. When it is considered: 
that those against whom these insinuations were. 
thrown, had not.only “drawn in love of country: 
with their mother’s milk,” but were attached by: 
every tie which could bind the heart of man to. 
the soil which gave him birth, and in which 
their property consisted, the Committee would 
decide upon the motives by which their conduct . 
had been actuated. When it was recollected that 
they were supposed to have been peculiarly friend- 
ly to the mission to France and to be highly anx- 
ious for its success, whilst the opponents to the 
resolution exhibited a great coolness. with regard. 
to.a compromise of differences with that Republic,. 
he trusted that the alarm with respect to the effect: 
of the measure under discussion upon that nego- 
tiation would wear off. Mr. R. declared that al- 
though he had become the object of what the 
member from South Carolina no doubt intended. 
as a chastisement, he had no reason to regret it. 
He was, on the contrary, glad that he had excited 
the gentleman’s animadversion, since by that 
means the Committee had been favored with the 
very correct, luminous, and conclusive observations 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. GALLA- 
TIN,) which must have carried conviction to every 
unprejudiced mind, and would doubtless produce 
a decided approbation of the measure now under 
consideration. 

Mr. R. said that although this army had been 
ordered into existence so long, yet scarcely 4,000 
men were raised; and, if the recruiting went on, 
it would take a year perhaps to fill the regiments. 
Would not this be a stronger proof to France of 
our debility, than the disbanding of them, which 
would indicate only a prudent application of re- 
sources to proper objects. But, in fact, sir, this 
circumstance is a proof the most decisive of the 
inutility of this force. In spite of the system of 
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alarm, and the ery of danger from French inva- 
sion, the good'sense of the country still prevailed. 
Our people knew that there was no immediate 
danger, nor can they hear it in every breeze ; they 
therefore refused to enter a service into which the 
indolent and worthless had been allured by the 
potent consideration of being clothed and fed at 
public expense. Would this tardiness to defend 
their country, sir, be exhibited were the danger 
imminent, as gentlemen had alleged? He cau- 
tioned the members of the House, particularly 
from the South, against lavishing, by the smallest 
estimate which had any pretension to correctness, 
at least two and a half millions, perhaps four, 
upon so worthless an object. As to the proposal 
to stop the enlistments and retain the officers upon 
pay, without any nominal duty to perform, he de- 
clared that it would justly excite the public indig- 
nation. With these remarks he concluded by 
expressing a hope that the resolution would be 
carried. 

The Committee now rose, and reported their 
disagreement to the resolution. 

The question was taken that the House do agree 
with the Committee of the Whole in their said 
disagreement, and resolved in the affirmative— 
yeas 60, nays 39, as follows: 


Yzss—wWilliam Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bart- 
lett, James A „Bayard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John 
Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Cooper, 
Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Daven- 
port, John Dennis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Wil- 
liam Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, William Gordon, 
Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Good- 
loe Harper, Thomas Hartley, Archibald Henderson, 
William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, 
John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel 
Lyman, James Linn, John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, 
Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah 
Parker, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Recd, John 
Rutledge, jun., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William 
Shepard, Samuel Smith, Benjamin Taliaferro, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg 
Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Hen- 
ry Woods. 

Nays—Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel Bishop, Robert 
Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. 
Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Daw- 
son, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fow- 
ler, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John 
A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George Jack- 
son, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Mat- 
thew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, An- 
thony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John 
Randolph, John Smilie, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
Thomas Sumter, John Thomson, Abram Trigg, John 
Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and 
Robert Williams. 


Monpay, January 13. 

SAMUEL J. Caney, from Virginia, appeared, pro- 
duced his credentials, was qualified, and took his 
seat in the House. 

A memorial of Paul Bentalou, and others, mer- 
chants, of the city of Baltimore, late owners of the 


ship Flora, was presented to the House and read, 
stating that they have sustained considerable loss 
1n consequence of an illegal detention, as they con- 
ceive, of the said ship at the port of Edgartown, 
in the State of Massachusetts, by the officers of 
the United States, acting under the law entitled 
“An act to suspend the commercial intercourse be- 
tween the United States and France, and the de- 
pendencies thereof,” and praying compensation for 
the same. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the Committee of Commerce and Manufactures. 

Two petitions of Cato West and others, in be- 
half of themselves and the other inhabitants of the 
Mississippi Territory, were presented to the House 
and read; the first complaining of the political sys- 
tem by which the said Territory is governed, and 
the present mode of its administration, and praying 
that the operation of the ordinance of Congress, 
passed the thirteenth of July, one thousand seven 
hundred and eighty-seven, with such amendments 
as shall seem expedient, may be extended to the 
said Territory : the other, praying that an act may 
be passed confirming to the citizens of the said 
Territory all grants of lands legally and justly ob- 
tained prior to the ratification of the late treaty 
with Spain. 

Ordered, That the first of the said petitions be 
referred to Mr. CLarporne, Mr, Griswoup, Mr. 
Henverson, Mr. Nort, and Mr. BARTLETT, to 
examine the matter thereof, and report their opin- 
ion thereupon to the House; and that the second 
be referred to the committee to whom was refer- 
red, on the twenty-fourth ultimo, the petitions of 
John Henderson and others, and of Thomas Bur- 
ling and others. 

Mr. Oris, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred, on the ninth ultimo, so much of the Presi- 
dent’s Speech as relates to “a system of national 
defence, commensurate with our resources and the 
situation of our country,” made a report, in part; 
which was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


A Message was received from the PRESIDENT OF 
vue Unrrep States, as follows: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and , 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives - 

A report made to me, on the fifth of this month, by 
the Secretary of War, contains various matters, in which 
the honor and safety of the nation are deeply interested ; 
I transmit it therefore to Congress, and recommend it 
to their serious consideration. 

JOHN ADAMS. 


Unirep Srares, Jan. 13, 1800. 

The said Message, and report accompanying the 
same, were read, and ordered to be referred to the 
committee to whom was referred, on the ninth ul- 
timo, so much of the President’s Speech as relates 
to “a system of national defence, commensu- 
rate with our resources and the situation of our 
country.” ; 

Ordered: That the petition of Charles Pettit, 
presented the 31st ultimo, and which was laid on 
the table, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of 
War, on the seventh instant, exhibiting the expenses 
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of the national armory at Springfield, in the State j- 


of Massachusetts, which lay on the table, be refer- 
red to the committee to whom was referred, on the 
ninth ultimo, so much of the President’s Speech 
as relates to “a. system of national defence, com- 
mensurate with our resources.and the situation of 
our country ;” with power to report thereon by bill, 
or bills, or otherwise. l 2 j: 

Ordered, That the Message of the President of 
the United States, of the 8th instant, transmitting 
sundry statements relative to-the Mint of the Uni- 
ted States, prepared by the officers thereof, and 


which lay on the table, be referred to Mr. Dwicnt | 


Fosrer, Mr. Cuauncey Goopricu, and Mr. Pace. 

On.a motion made and seconded that the House 
do come to the following resolution, to wit: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

hat the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to procure and transmit to the Gov- 
ernor of the State of North Carolina, a number of copies 
of the laws of the United States, equal to the number 
which the Secretary was heretofore authorized to trans- 
mit to the Governor of the said State, by an act, entitled 
“An act for the more general promulgation of the laws 
of the United’ States,” to he deposited and distributed 
agreéably to the provisions of the said act, for the use 
and information of the citizens of the United’ States 
within the said State : 

Ordered, That the said motion be ‘referred to 
Mr. Hitt, Mr. Kirrera, and Mr, NICHOLAS. 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 
structed to inquire whether any, and, if any, what, 
alterations ought to be made in the law passed on 
the twelfth day of June, one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-eight, entitled “An act respecting 
loan office and final settlement certificates, indents 
of interest, and the unfunded or registered debt 
credited in the books of the Treasury. 

Resolved, That the act, entitled “An act con- 
cerning certain fisheries of the United States, and 
for the regulation and government of the fishermen 

. employed therein,” and all acts for amendment of 
the same, be referred to the Committee of. Com- 
merce and Manufactures, to consider and report 
as to the expediency of continuing the same, and 
whether any, and, if any, what, alterations may 
be necessary therein. | 

The House, resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to repeal part of an act, en- 
titled “An act to provide for mitigating the forfeit- 
ures, penalties, and disabilities, accruing in certain 
cases therein mentioned ;” and, after some time 
spent therein, the Committee rose and reported 
their agreement to the same without amendment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed, and 
read the third time to-morrow. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to pre- 
pare and report a bill to continue in force “An act 
declaring the consent of Congress to a certain act 
of the State of Maryland,” and to continue “An 
act declaring the consent of Congress to certain 
acts of the States of Maryland, Georgia, and Rhode 
Island and Providence Plantations, so far as the 
same respects the States of Georgia and Rhode 
Island ;” and that the Committee of Revisal, &c., 
do prepare and bring in the same. 


~~ “Turspay, January 14, 


` An engrossed bill to.repeal part ofan act, entitled 
“An act to provide for mitigating or remitting the 
forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, accruing in 
certain cases therein mentioned,” was read the 
third time and_passed. set 

Mr. Griswoxp, from the Committee .of Revisal 
and. Unfinished Business, to whom it was referred 
to examineand report what laws of. the United 
States have expired, or are near expiring, made a 
farther report,in part; which was read, and ordered 
to be committed to.a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. —. i 

The House resolved itself into a- Committee of 
the Whole on the motion to. amend the “ Act for 
laying duties on stamped. vellum, parchment, and 
paper;” and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
SPEAKER resumed the Chair, and Mr. Morais rè- 
ported that the Committee had had the said motion 
under consideration, and come to a resolution 
thereupon; which he delivered in at.the Cleérk’s 
table, where the same was twice.read, and agreed 
to, as follows: de pene Oe 

Resolved, That it is expedient. so. tọ amend the 
“ Act for laying duties on stamped vellum, parch- 
ment, and paper,” as to abolish the offices thereby 
established for the stamping of vellum, parchment, 
and paper. in the several districts of the United 
States, and to establish, at the seat of Government, 
one general office for that purpose. 
_ Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolution, and that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means do prepare and bring in 
the same. ME 


CASE OF MR. RANDOLPH. ` 


A Message was received from the PRESIDENT 
of the Unrren Srares, as follows: . 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: 

As the enclosed letter, from a member of your House, 
received by me in the night of Saturday, the eleventh 
instant, relates: to the privileges of the House, which, 
in my opinion, ought to be inquired into in the House 
itself, if anywhere, I have thought proper to submit the 
whole letter and its tendencies to your consideration, 
without any other comments on its matter or style : but, 
as no gross impropriety of conduct, on the part of per- 
sons holding commissions in the Army or Navy of the 
United States, ought to pass without due animadversion, 
Ihave directed the Secretary of War and the Secretary 
of the Navy to investigate the conduct complained of, 
and to report to me, without delay, ‘such a statement of 
facts as will enable me to decide on the course which 
duty and justice shall appear to prescribe. 

JOHN. ADAMS. 

Uniren States, Jan. 14th, 1800. 


CHAMBER OF REPRESENTATIVES or THE U.S., 


11th January, 24th of Independence. 


Sır: Known to you only as holding, in common 
with yourself, the honorable station of servant to the 
same sovereign people, and disclaiming all pretensions 
to make to you any application which, in the general 
estimation of men, requires the preface of apology, I 
shall, without the circumlocution of compliment, pro- 
ceed to state the cause which induces this address 
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For words of a general nature, uttered on the floor of 
this House, and addressed, in my official capacity, to 
the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, and 
urged with a view to effect the reduction of a Military 
‘Establishment, I have been grossly and publicly in- 
sulted, by two officers of the army (or navy, I know 
not which) with evident intention to provoke me to a 
conduct which, in some ‘sort, might justify the hostile 
designs which they manifestly entertained towards me, 
and from the execution of which, I believe, they were 
only deterred by the presence of several of my friends 
(members of this House) who felt themselves implicated 
inan insult, which, although more particularly offered 
to.one, was certainly levelled at all. 

I am acquainted with the name of one only of these 
unfortunate young men, who appear to have made so 
false an estimate of true dignity of character; . who 
seem to have mistaken brutality for spirit, and an armed 
combination against the person of an individual for-an 
indication of courage. He was called, I.think. Mc- 

_Knight—rank unknown,—and, to my best recollection, 
of the navy. Mr. Christie, a member of this. House, 
appeared to know him; and that gentleman, with Capt. 
Campbell Smith, whe, as I understood, endeavored to 
deter those rash youths from their scheme, and whose 
conduct would evince, if indeed there were any need 
of proof, that the character of the man and the citizen 
is not incompatible with the profession of the soldier, 
can give an account of the various instances of miscon- 
duct which were exhibited by the parties. Mr. Van 
Rensselaer, the Lieutenant Governor of New York, Mr. 

_ Nicholson, Mr. Glenn, and- Mr. Macon, of the House 
` of Representatives, were likewise present at these trans- 
actions... ; . i 
. Having stated the fact, it would be derogatory to your 
character, sir, for me to point out the remedy, which it 
is your province to provide, nor shall I descend from the 
respect which I owe myself to declare what are not the 
considerations which govern my conduct on this occa- 
sion. Sofar as they relate to this application, addressed 
to you in a public capacity, they can only be supposed 
by you to be of a public nature; and it is enough for 
me to state that the independence of the Legislature has 
been attacked, the majesty of the people, of which you 
are the principal representative, insulted, and your au- 
thority contemned. In their name, I demand that a pro- 
vision commensurate with the evil be made, and which 
will be calculated to deter others from any future attempt 
to. introduce the reign of terror into our country. In ad- 
dressing you, in the plain language of man, I give you, 
sir, the best proof that I can afford of the estimation in 
which I hold your office and your understanding; and 

I assure you with truth that I am, with respect, your 

fellow citizen, JOHN RANDOLPH, Jr. 


The PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES., 


Mr: Kirrera moved that the Message and let- 
ter accompanying it be referred to a Select Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. RanpoupH hoped it would not. It was 
far from his expectation, he said, when he addressed 
the letter now before the House to the President, 
that it would have been made the subject of a com- 
munication. Had he thought the House could 
have remedied the abuse complained of, he would 
have entered his complaint here; but he did not 
conceive it within their jurisdiction ; and he was 
opposed to it,as beinga had precedent. which might 
at some future period be prostituted to purposes 


injurious to the country. . The power of the Com- 
mander-in-chief of the Army, in his opinion, was 
sufficient to.afford a remedy, and to restrain men 
under his command from ‘giving personal abuse 
and insult. And he therefore disclaimed any wish 
that the House should take measures for his pro- 
tection. 

The ‘voice of the House appeared to be unani- 
mous for the commitment, and several members 
expressed an opinion that the President, in submit- 
ting the subject to the House, had acted judicious- 
ly, it being a question on which he could not, dare 
not, decide. It wasa Constitutional prerogative 
vested in that House alone, and that House, after 
having a statement of facts, wére to be the sole 
judges of them. The wish of the complainant to 
suspend inquiry ought not to have any weight; 
for if a member. was to be insulted for language 
made use.of in debate, there was an end to all le- 
gislation, and they might as well return to their 
homes at once. 

The said Message, together with the letter ac- 
companying the same, were read, and ordered to 
be referred to Mr. Caatncey Goopricu, Mr. Ma- 
con, Mr. Kirrera, Mr. Jones, Mr. Sewaut, Mr. 
Rogert WILtiaMs, and Mr. BAYARD. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill to reform the Supe- 
rior Court of the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the river Ohio; and, after some 
time spent therein, rose and had leave to sit again. 


` Wepnespay, January. 15. 


Ordered, That Mr. Macon be excused from 
serving as a member of the committee to whom 
was referred the Message received, yesterday, from 
the President of the United States, and that Mr. 
Hanna be appointed in his stead. : 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be di- 
rected to furnish each of the Members of this 
House with a set of the laws passed by the Fifth 
Congress of the United States. 

The House proceeded to consider the report 
made on Monday last, by the committee to whom 
was referred so much of the President’s Speech as 
relates to “a system of national defence, commen- 
surate with our resources and the situation of our 
country,” which lay on the table; and the same 
being again read, in the words following, to wit: 

“That, in the opinion of the committee, no such 
material change in the state of the foreign relations of 
the United States has happened, as would justify a re- 
linquishment of any of the mcans of defence heretofore 
adopted by Congress, but that the national honor and 
interest in the present posture of affairs make it pru- 
dent and necessary to continue prepared for the worst 
event: but while danger still threatens our country, yet 
circumstances having diminished the probability of an 
immediate invasion, the attention of the committee has 
been particularly directed to the state of the Military 
Establishment, with a view to reconcile safety with 
economy, to preserve the establishment, and retrench 
the expense. The annexed abstract and letter from 
the Secretary of War exhibit the state of the twelve 
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new regiments of infantry, according to the latest re- 
turns. As these men have received their bounty and 
clothing, and are daily improving in discipline; as 
they would be useful in any sudden emergency, and the 
greater part of them may also be usefully employed, 
until wanted for actual service, on the fortification of 
ports and harbors, it is conceived proper to retain them, 
but to suspend the recruiting service until the approach 
of danger shall compel the Government to resume it. 
This project combines the advantage of an important 
reduction of the national expense, with that of having at 
command a body of officers ready for service upon short 
notice, and a number of disciplined troops sufficient for 
the present occasion. ` 

«The committee, therefore, submit the following re- 
solution : 

“ Resolved, That, from and after the day of. 
next, all enlistments under an act, entitled “ An act to 
augment the Army of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” shall be suspended until the next session, 
unless war should break out between the United States 
and a foreign European Power, or in case imminent 
danger of invasion of their territory by any such Power 
shall, in the opinion of the President of the United 
States, be discovered to exist.” 

The question was taken that the House do agree 
to the resolution contained in the said report, and 
resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in pur- 
suant to the said resolution, and that Mr. Otis, 
Mr. Nicnouas, Mr. Epmonp, Mr. ABIEL Foster, 
Mr. Cuampuin, Mr. Warn, and Mr. Hrt, do pre- 
pare and bring in the same. 

Ordered, That the Committee of the Whole 
House to whom was referred the report of the Com- 
mittee of Revisal and Unfinished Business, made 
yesterday, recommending the appointment of a 
committee to prepare and bring in a bill to con- 
tinue in force, for a limited time, the act, enti- 
tled “An act further to suspend the commercial 
intercourse between the United Statesand France, 
and the dependencies thereof,” be discharged from 
the consideration of the same; and that the said 
report be referred to the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, with power to report thereon 
by bill or bills, or otherwise, and with instruction 
to inquire and report in what manner, and to what 
effect, the act suspending commercial intercourse 
with France has been executed. 


Tuurspay, January 16. 


Mr. Oris, from the committee appointed, pre- 
sented a bill to suspend, in part, an act, entitled 
“An act to augment the Army of the United 
States, and for other purposes ;” which was read 
twice and committed toa Committee of the Whole 


‘House to-morrow. 


Frinay, January 17. 

A petition of sundry inhabitants of the North- 
western Territory, northwest of the Great Miami 
river, was presented to the House and read, pray- 
ing a repeal or amendment of the law providing 
for the sale of the lands of the United States in the 
‘Territory Northwest of the river Ohio, and above 
the mouth of Kentucky river. 


ara tk a ra EAT a RA N EAE 


‘Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the committee appointed, on the twenty-fourth 
ultimo, to inquire whether any, and, if any, what, 
alterations are necessary in, the laws authorizing 
the sale of the lands of the United States north- 
west of the Ohio. 

Mr. Oris, from the committee tò whom was 
referred, on the twenty-third ultimo, the petition 
of Robert Sturgeon, made a report; which he de- 
livered in at the Clerk’s table, where the same 
was twice read, and considered:. Whereupon, 

Resolved,. That Robert Sturgeon be discharged 
from his confinement, upon a judgment in favor 
of the United States, upon his making an assign- 
ment of all estate; real and personal, to which ‘he 
may be entitled, to.the acceptance of the Secretary 
of the Treasury: Provided, however, that the said 
judgment shall remain in full force against any 
property which he may hereafter acquire. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolution; and that Mr. Oris, 
Mr. Birp, and Mr. Stones, do prepare and bring 
in the same. ` ; 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill to suspend, in. part, 
an act, entitled “An act to augment the Army 
of the United States ;” and, after some time spent 
therein, the Committee rose, reported progress, and 
had leave to sit again. 


” 


Monpay, January 20. 

A memorial of the General Assembly of the 
Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
river Ohio, signed by Edward Tiffin, Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, and H. Vandeburg, 
President of the Council, stating the unhappy situ- 
ation of a large number of the citizens of the coun- 
ty of Hamilton, in the said Territory, residing on 
lands purchased from John Cleves Symmes, un- 
der a conviction that the said Symmes had a right 
to dispose of the same in virtue of his contract 
with the United States; that, having paid their 
money into the hands of Judge Symmes, they are 
deprived of the means of making their payments, 
as at present required by the United States; and 
requesting that such indulgence may be extended 
to the said purchasers as to the wisdom of Con- 
gress may seem meet. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the committee appointed, on the twenty-fourth 
ultimo, to inquire whether any, and, if any, what, 
alterations are necessary in the laws providing for 
the sale of the lands of the United States North- 
west of the Ohio. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to establish an uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy throughout the United States; 
and, after some time spent therein, the Committee 
rose and had leave to sit again. 

A Message was received from the PRESIDENY 
OF THE Unitep States, as follows: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 
In obedience to the law, I transmit to Congress my 


annual account of the contingent fund. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
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The said. Message, and account accompanying 
the same, were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


“CASE OF MR. RANDOLPH. 


Mr. C. Goopricu, from the committee to whom 
was referred the Message of the President of the 
United States of the 14th instant, together with a 
letter from Joan Ranpoupn, Jun., a member of 
the House, accompanying the same, made a re- 
port, which was read and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

On motion, it was ordered, that the Message of 
the President, and Mr. Ranpoipu’s letter to him, 
the report of the committee, and testimony ac- 
compen ying it, be printed for the use of the mem- 

ers. 

The reading of the testimony being called for, 

Mr. Hartuzy said, that as the whole was or- 
dered to be printed, he thought it at present un- 
necessary, and therefore moved an adjournment. 

Upon the question, Will the House adjourn ? it 
was negatived—yeas 35, nays 56. 

The testimony was then read, as follows: 


Mr. Randolph's statement to the Committee. 


January 18, 1800, 
_., 24th year of Independence. 

Sin: A mature consideration of the subject induces 
me to suspect that a refusal on my part to communicate 
the information requested by you a few days ago could 
only have originated in a false delicacy, under the im- 
pulse of which Iam determined never to act. I shall, 
therefore, proceed to state some instances of the mis- 
conduct of Captain McKnight and Lieutenant Rey- 
nolds, on the night of Friday, the 10th instant. 

Exclusive of repeated allusions to what passed in the 
House of Representatives during the debate of the pre- 
ceding day, and a frequent repetition of some words 
which fell from me during that discussion, in a manner so 
marked as to leave no doubt on my mind or that of 
Messrs. Van Rensselaer, Christie, or Macon, of their 
intention to insult me personally; finding me deter- 
mined to take no notice of their words, they adopted a 
conduct which placed their designs beyond every pos- 
sibility of doubt, and which they probably conceived 
to be calculated to force me into their measures. Mr. 
Christie had left his seat between me and the partition 
of the box; after which Mr. Van Rensselaer, who sat 
on the other side of me, lay down, so as to oceupy a 
more than ordinary portion of room, and occasioned my 
removal to a part of Mr. Christie’s former seat, leaving 
a very small vacancy between myself and the partition ; 
into this Lieutenant Reynolds suddenly, and without 
requesting or giving time for room to be made for him, 
dropped with such violence as to bring our hips into 
contact; the shock was sufficient to occasion a slight 
degree of pain on my part, and for which it is probable 
he would in some degree have apologized had not the 
act been intentional. 

Just before I left the box, one of them, I believe Mc- 
Knight, gave me a sudden and violent pull by the cape 
of my coat; upon my demanding who it was, (this was 
the first instance in which I noticed their proceedings,) 
no answer was given; I then added, that I had long 
perceived an intention to insult me, and that the per- 
son offering it wasa puppy. No reply that I heard 
was given. 

It will be impossible for me, sir, to specify the various 
minute actions of these persons and their associates 


which tended to the’same point. Suffice it to say that 
their whole deportment exhibited an insolence, and 
their every act betokened a bold. defiance, which can 
neither be defined nor mistaken ; and which, accord- 
ing to the general received opinions of the world, would 
not only have justified but demanded chastisement. 

_ Referring the committee tothe numerous and authen- 
tic accounts of this transaction, which the gentlemen 
present are so well calculated to give, I remain, with 
respect, sir, your fellow-citizen, 

JOHN RANDOLPH, Jux. 


The Cuarnman of the Committee, &c. 


l Mr. Christies Afidavit. 

On the 17th January, 1800, came the subscriber be- 
fore the Hon.. C. Goodrich, chairman of a committee 
of Congress, and being sworn, deposeth and saith, that, 
on Friday evening, the 10th of January, I was sitting 
in a box of the theatre: I was shortly after joined by 
Mr. Randolph, Mr. Nicholson, Mr. Macon, Mr. Baer, Mr. 
Glen, General Van Cortlandt and Mr. Van Rensselear, 
of New York ; they all took seats near me; shortly after 
Mr. Baer went out of the box ; the others remained ; after 
the play was over, and about the time that the farce 
was beginning, I discovered in an adjoining box Cap- 
tain McKnight and a gentleman, whose name I have 
since found to be Reynolds, both officers of the navy ; I 
saw also in company with them Captain George 
Taylor, of this city ; I saw them repeatedly look towards 
our box, and whispering to each other. When the pro- 
cession came forward on the stage, Captain McKnight 
called out that they were well-looking mercenaries; I then 
began to discover, what I had before suspected, that 
some of these gentlemen intended to offer Mr. Randolph 
or some of us an insult, on account of the part we took 
in the House of Representatives respecting the army. 
It was my intention to have left the theatre early, but I 
remained, fearing a disturbance would take place be~ 
tween Mr. Randolph. and those gentlemen, who man- 
ifestly evinced an intention of insulting him; Mr. Ran- 
dolph took no notice of anything that was said; and 
I overheard a person (who it was I know not) say to 
Captain McKnight and Mr. Reynolds, “ He does not 
hear you, go nearer to him ;” Captain McKnight and 
Mr. Reynolds then left the box they were in, and came 
round into that in which we were, and got as close to 
Mr. Randolph as they could; so near as to touch him; 
Captain Taylor did not leave the box at the time they 
did, but remained behind; Captain McKnight called 
out to Captain Taylor, what do you think of these rag- 
amuffins—these ragamuffins are not Pennsylvanians, 
they are black Virginia ragamuffins; Captain Taylor 
laughed, but made no reply; Captain McKnight and 
Mr. Reynolds afterwards repeated the words mercen- 
aries and ragamuffins, and said that they were not well 
drilled, but would be better at the next session of Con- 
gress, Finding that none of us took any notice of what 
was said, Mr. Reynolds stepped with his feet on the 
seat on which Mr. Randolph was sitting, and sat down, 
although there was little or no room for a seat; he 
crowded Mr. Randolph in sitting down, and I believe 
sat upon his thigh; Mr. Randolph moved, to give as 
much room as he could. Mr. Reynolds remained for 
about fifteen minutes, and stepped back, upon which 
Captain McKnight came forward and took his place, 
observing the same conduct as Mr. Reynolds had done in 
sitting down. Captain McKnight spoke to me, and 
I gave him my hand; Captain George Taylor then 
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came-round to our box, and. took. his place at the back 
of Captain McKnight, and used once or twice the-words 
mercenaries, and appeared: tome to understand fully 
the intentions of Captain McKnight and Mr. Reynolds, 
and appeared to be desirious of forwarding their views ; 
they all three remained in the box until the farce was 
over, and as Mr. Randolph got. up to go out, I heard 
him call out “who. was that that pulled me by the 
coat?” Tlooked, and saw Captain McKnight, Mr. Rey- 
nolds, and Captain Taylor, at-his back; I got before 
them, and walked with Mr. Randolph; in going out of 
the lobby, a gentleman, whose name I do.not know, 
told me not to leave that gentleman, (meaning Mr. 
Randolph, for it was the intention of those persons to 
use him ill; I therefore walked with him to the head of 
the stairs, and in going down was pressed on so closely 
by Captain McKnight and others, that it was with diffi- 
culty I could keep on my feet; I looked back and call- 
ed out to them not to crowd me, and they desisted; in 
going out of the house, Captain Taylor and Captain 
McKnight came arm in arm and pushed by us, and 
would hardly get out of our way, but walked slowly before 
us to the corner of Fifth street, when we turned off; Cap- 
tain McKnight called to' me and wished me good night, 
which compliment I returned. From the whole of their 
conduct, it appeared to me evidently the intention of 
the whole three to provoke Mr. Randolph to reply to 
their observations, so as to bring on a quarrel ; that Cap- 
tain McKnight and Mr. Reynolds did jostle Mr. Ran- 
dolph on his seat, and used many expressions that fell 
from Mr. Randolph in the House of Representatives in 
the debate on the reduction of the army ; and it appear- 
ed to me that they had taken offence at these expres- 
sions, and were determined to provoke him to a quarrel. 
: G. CHRISTIE. 


Sworn to, on the 18th day of January, A. D. 1800, 
before me, 
C. GOODRICH, Chairman, &e. 


Mr. Nicholson’s Afidavit. 


On the evening of Friday, the 10th instant, I went | 


to the theatre, in company with Mr. Nicholas, Mr. Stone, 
Mr. Macon, and Mr. Randolph. When. we reached 
the theatre, our company accidentally separated; Mr. 
Macon, Mr. Randolph, and myself going into one box. 
After remaining there some time, we were joined by 
Mr. Van Rensselaer, the Lieutenant Governor of New 
York, and General Cortlandt, of the House of Represen- 
tatives. General Cortlandt and myself were seated on 
one of the front benches, and, as I was attending to 
the play, I did not hear the remarks which are said to 
have been made with the view of insulting Mr. Ran- 
dolph. During the performance of the afterpiece, I was 
called out by Captain Campbell Smith, who informed me 
that he had understood Mr. Randolph had been insulted 
by some officers, and inquired if I had heard anything 
of it; at the same time stating the cause to be. Mr. 
Randolph’s observations of that day or the day before 
in Congress. I told Captain Smith I had heard nothing 
of it, and asked him about the kind of insult which had 
been offered; he answered that he was not present 
himself, but from what he had heard he was apprehen- 
sive of some disagreeable consequences. I remained in 
the upper part of the box, where I could see every thing 
passing in front, and observed with attention. the two. 
officers who had been pointed out to me; they were 
in conversation, but I was not near enough to hear it 
distinctly. Their names, I am told, are McKnight and 


Reynolds; the one:dressed in plain clothes, or perhaps 
his coat might have been: trimmed with a light edging 
of buff cloth; the other in-a blue and red uniform, with 
a sword. At the conclusion. of the entertainment, I 
stepped forward, with the intention of protecting Mr. ` 
Randolph from any injury, and at the same time called 
to him to know if he would walk. He, with Mr. Ma~. 
con and a number of others, had risen from their seats, 
and were going out of the box. As one, if not both, of 
the officers remained behind, I suffered Mr. Randolph’ 
to pass me, designing to follow closely after him.: At’ 
that time I saw Mr. McKnight throw himself forward, 
with one arm extended, and at the same moment heard- 
Mr. Randolph call out “who was. that that jerked my. 
coat 2?” —Mr. McKnight passing by him just then. ». Mrs; 
Randolph made the same exclamation a second time,’ 
and added that the person was a damned puppy, let him 
be who he might. Upon reaching. the large passage, 
Mr. Macon, Mr. Christie, with several others, surrounded. 
Mr. Randolph, and, in going down. stairs, I felt myself. 
pushed with great violence, as I thought for the purpose 
of throwing me upon Mr. Randolph. I found it neces- 
sary to resist the pressure, which I believe would have 
been impossible if I had not been a very heavy man. 
Whether Mr. McKnight’ was the person who. jerked 
Mr. Randolph’s coat, or whether those two officers were 
concerned in attempting to push him down stairs, I 
will not pretend to say. I have stated the facts as 
nearly as I can recollect them, and from those facts the 
committee will draw their own inferences. "°° 007 
It is necessary to add, that when Mr. McKnight’ 
threw himself forward in the box, as above stated, there” 
were two persons passing between him and me, which: 
prevented me from seeing whether he took hold of Mr. 
Randolph or not. The staircase was darker than usual, 
owing, I believe, to the lamps having burnt out, the hour. 
being later than common; and this prevented me from, 
seeing those persons who were pressing forward with so“ 


much violence. ; 
JOSEPH H. NICHOLSON.: ” 
Sworn to, on the 18th day of January, A. D. 1800,: 
before me, ` eS Cp 


C. GOODRICH, Chairman, ġe; 


Mr.. Macon’s Afidavit. ee 
I was at the play last Friday night, and in the same 
box with Mr. Randolph and others. Some time after 
the play had been begun, the door of the box in which 
we were was opened so often that I turned towards the.. 
door to see who opened it, and what it could be for, . 
but did not then discover any one going out or coming 
in, though I saw several people who had come into the 
box and taken seats behind us. Still looking towards 
the door, I saw a young man, with a blue coat, go out. 
Soon afterwards the door was opened again; I looked 
back, and saw him behind us, in company with a man’ 
who had on a uniform coat; others were also behind 
us. These men were frequently going out of the box, 
and, after alittle time, returning again. I do not recol- 
lect to have heard either of them say a single word un-. 
til the farce was begun, when the man dressed in blue” 
said, these ragamuffins march very well, (the players 
were then marching.) At this time, I think, a third 
person was with them, who had on a great coat; if he” 
was not, he was with them very soon after. The same: 
words were quickly repeated by the same person stand- 
ing near Mr. Randolph, who was sitting. Mr. Van 
Rensselaer, who sat by Mr. Randolph, and nearly be- 
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hind me, said these men intend to insult Mr. Randolph; I | House of Representatives. . I: seated myself by the side 
answered, it-appeared much like it.. The: word raga- | of Mr. Macon, and the Lieutenant Governor took a seat 
. muffin was afterwards used, though I do not know by | by the side of Mr. Randolph: Looking round, I found 
which of the-three.. After this, when some of the play-4 Messrs. Baer, Christie; and Nicholson, all members of 
ers: appeared in a different dress, words were spoken by | the House, were behind, not far fromus. 
one of these three men, which I do not know, norcould1; After a very short time, two’ gentlemen in. uniform, 
hear.them plain enough to. understand clearly what | whom I took to be marine officers, came near, and were 
they said.. At another time, when the players were with usin the same box. In the course of the enter- 
marching, one of these men, I know: not which, said, | tainments nothing happened, to my knowledge, to inter- 
these ragamuffins march badly ; they want drilling, and | rupt the cheerfulness and good-humor which prevailed 


will.do better by another session. The man with the | among us. 


great coat did not, I think, stay long in the box, nor am I 
certain that he was there when these last words were 
spoken. The one with the uniform coat staid more in the 
box after the farce was. begun than either of the others. 
The one with the blue coat continued to go out and to 
return. . Both these men’ were. in*the box, I think, at 
the time we got: upto go out. During the farce, and: 
when the scenery was changing, Mr. Randolph stood 
up before his seat; as soon as he rose, the: man who 
had on the uniform coat (and at this: time I saw that 
he had a sword) stepped on his. seat, and stood on it, 
until Mr. Randolph sat down ; he then stepped off the 
seat, and immediately.crowded in between’ Mr. Randolph 
and the side of the box; where there did not appear to 
be room for him to sit either with pleasure or ease. 
Mr. Randolph instantly made-what room he could for 


| 


When the afterpiece was performing, a number of 
men, with a drum, pikes, &c., appeared on the stage ; 
upon a view of this scene, one of the gentlemen in uni- 
form, addressing himself, as.I-supposed, to his compan- 
ion, said, “1 think our ragamuffins would make a better 
appearance than those men,” or words to that éffect. 
No particular notice appeared to be taken of the expres- 
sion, and, as soon as the: curtain was dropped, the offi- 
cers back of us went out; so did the other gentlemen 
who were with us. ; 

The Lieutenant Governor and I remained a little time 
in the box till the crowd had passed, and I saw none of 
the gentlemen before mentioned afterwards. This state- 
ment is made according to my best recollection. 

HENRY GLEN. 


Sworn to, on the 18th day of January, A; D. 1800, 


him ; he did not continue long in his new seat, but got up | before me, 


again, and stood behind us, where he had room neither 
to stand otsiti: >: 


As we weré'going out of the box, about*the time the | 


farce was finishing, Mr. Randolph being near the door 
and before me, I heard him ask who had taken hold of 
him, and'said that whoever it was that he must be a pup- 
py T got: to him. as. quick as I could, and before he 
went out of the box; several: people were near him 
when I :got to him; he went out of the box; we fol- 
lowed him.;as'soon’ as'we had got clear of the box, 
a man said to’ Mr. Christie, keep“ near to that man, 
meaning, as I-understood, Mr. Randolph; we walked 
to the stairs; Mr. Randolph went down before me; -as 
I stepped on the stairs, I took hold of the hand of the 
man next to me, (I think it was General Van Cortlandt,) 
and supported myself with the other as well as I could, 
and it was with great difficulty that I was able to pre- 
vent being pushed down; some person behind me (I 
think. it was Mr. Christie). said to those behind him, do 
not push so hard. Messrs. Van Rensselaer, Glen, and 
Christie, were nearer these men than myself, and may 
have heard their expressions more distinctly than I did. 
Sir, the above is a.statement of the facts you asked 
for. I have endeavored to keep it clear of the impres- 
sions that were made on me at the time. 
NATHANIEL MACON. 
Hon. Cuaunczey Goopricn. 


Sworn to, on the 18th day of January, A. D. 1800 
before me, 
- C. GOODRICH, Chairman, ĝe. 


H. Glen’s Affidavit. 
: Parrapeneara, Jan. 14, 1800. 

Henry GLEN, am 
atives of the United States, saith : 

That in the evening of Friday, the tenth of this 
month, he went, in company with the Hon. Stephen 
Van Rensselaer, Lieutenant Governor of the State of 
New York, to the theatre in this city. Finding vacant 
seats, we placed ourselves in a front box, where were 
Mr. Macon and Mr. Randolph, both members of the 


ember of the House of Represent- ; 


C. GOODRICH, Chairman, &e. 


Captain Campbell Smith's Deposition. 
Pariapenrura, Jan. 15, 1800. 

In obedience to the request of the committee to whom 
was-referred the Message of the President of the United 
States, with the letter of Mr. Randolph, a member of 
your House, complaining of his having been insulted 
by two officers of the army or navy, as signified in the 
note of the honorable: Mr. Goodrich to me of this day, 
I have only to state that I was not present or within 
hearing when the abuse, as alleged, took place; that I 
went into the theatre at a late period of the exhibition, - 
but a very little time before the first part was completed, 
and was sitting, in company with Colonel Butler, in 
one of the lower boxes, when a gentleman of our ac- 
quaintance came and ifformed me of what had hap- 
pened above, relative to Mr. Randolph and the officers, 
but whose expressions I do not now recollect ; that imme- 
diately, aware in my own mind of thé imprudence of 
such conduct in such a place, and apprehensive that 
some of my military acquaintances might be there, I 
| went up stairs to the door of the box in which Mr. Ran- 
dolph and some other members of Congress were sit- 
ting; at the door of the box, I met a gentleman of this 
| city whom I knew, and of whom I asked the question, 
“ Who is that gentleman in uniform?” looking at an 

| officer in the box, and received for answer that he did 
| not know, but if I wished to be acquainted with him, 
| he would introduce me to Captain McKnight who was 
there, and who would introduce him to me; this, how- 
| ever, did not take place at this time. I afterwards dis- 
| covered a member from Maryland, of my acquaintance, 
in the adjoining box, of whom I inquired if he knew 
what had happened? He answered in the negative ; 
I told him what I had heard, and that I was apprehen- 
sive a fracas might ensue ; in moving through the house, 
I met an officer of the army, to whom I mentioned my 
| information and apprehensions; he accorded with me 
in opinion, and we went to the door of the box in which 
Mr. Randolph was. Here a tender was again made to 
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me, by the same gentleman, of an introduction to Cap- 
tain McKnight, which did not, however, occur; we 
went to another part of the house, and returned some 
little time afterwards, when, something being said 
which I do not now remember, the gentleman before 
alluded to called out Captain McKnight, and introduced 
me to him; the captain called out the gentleman in 
uniform, whose name I had inquired, and introduced 
him to meas Lieutenant Reynolds. Justafter the usual 
salutes had occurred, our attention was called to the 
stage, and the captain and lieutenant returned (as I sup- 
posed) to their seats in the box, and I went to an oppo- 
site quarter of the house. : 

When the entertainments closed, I went out amongst 
the first, and stood on the pavement above the theatre, 
till I saw Mr. Randolph come out with several members 
of Congress; in their rear were the captain and lieu- 
tenant. They all moved down Chestnut street; I fol- 
lowed them to the corner of Sixth, and turned up and 
retired to my quarters. 

The next evening I was in company with Mr. Ran- 
dolph and several other members of Congress, when the 
occurrence at the theatre on the night before was talked 
of; from which company, as I retired, Mr. Randolph 
followed me into the entry of the house, and observed 
to me that he had taken the liberty to mention my name 
ina letter which he had that morning written to the 
President of the United States,*requiring an investiga- 
tion into what had happened the. night before at the 
theatre; to which I replied that I had no objection to 
attest what I knew, and we parted. 

CAMPBELL SMITH. 


Question. Did you observe any acts or expressions 
of Captain McKnight, or of any other person, which 
you apprehended designed to insult Mr. Randolph? 

Answer. I did not. 

Q. Were you present at any time when Captain 
McKnight and Lieutenant Reynolds were in the box 
with Mr. Randolph? 

A. I was several times at the door of the box in which 
those gentlemen were. 

Q. Did you at any of those times observe any excep- 
tionable conduct on the part of those gentlemen? 

A. I did not; they were sitting perfectly quiet. 

CAMPBELL SMITH. 

Sworn to, on the 18th day of January, A. D. 1800, 

before me, C. GOODRICH, Chairman, &e. 


Captain James McKnighi’s Statement. 


On Thursday, the 9th instant, I returned to Philadel- 
phia after having guarded fifty-four French prisoners to 
Fredericktown, Maryland,; on the evening of my arri- 
val I obtained permission to be absent until the day fol- 
lowing; the night I spent with my family at Captain 
Decatur’s seat, fourteen miles from the city, and I did 
not return until twelve o’clock on Friday, at which hour 
I was ordered on a court-martial, which did not adjourn 
until three o’clock; I did not quit my quarters until six 
o’clock, at which hour I went to the theatre alone, in an 
undress, and without arms; after remaining in the the- 
atre for some time, I was joined by several acquaint- 
ances. On my return to the theatre, I went by accident 
into the box, where the person sat that I now know as 
Mr. Randolph; on the appearance of a number of per- 
sons in the garb of Turks, I remarked that our raga- 
muffins would make a better appearance, and several 
times during the evening, I repeated the words raga- 


muffins and mercenaries. A very interesting piece of 


scenery being introduced, most of the persons in the box 
rose up; finding my view obstructed, I stepped on a 
vacant bench; a person soon after sat on my feet; I de- , 
sired him to rise, which he did, without any appearance 
or expression of anger; I soon after stepped behind, 
where (except for eight or ten minutes) I remained dur- 
ing the peformance, but I am positive I never sat beside 
Mr. Randolph during the evening. At the time of quit- 
ting the box I had hold of Captain Taylor’s right. arm ; 
the crowd was great; at the box door. Captain. Taylor 
was jostled, and I put out my arm (but without. any vi- 
olence) to-make room; Captain Taylor and. myself 
then went out before Mr. Randolph and his friends. We 
walked down: Chestnut to Fifth street, at which place I 
wished Major Christie good night, and he returned the 
compliment, and I am certain that I never mentioned 
Mr. Randolph’s name during the evening, nor did I 
know Mr. Randolph was to be at the. theatre, nor do I 
ever recollect seeing him previous to Friday evening, 
and, from his youthful appearance.and dress, I had no 


idea of his being a member of the House of Representa- 


tives; and I trust it will not be supposed I-would do an 
act that would be an infringement of: the. privileges of 
Congress, for whom I have the highest respect. 
JAMES McKNIGHT, 
Captain of Marines. 


Michael Reynolds’s Statement. 


Purtapepura, Jan. 16, 1800. : 

On Friday evening, the 10th instant, Lieutenant 
Thomson and myself went to the theatre, and, after some 
time being seated, were joined by Captain McKnight; 
during the performance of Blue Beard, there appeared 
on the stage a number of strange figures, when some 
one of the gentlemen present made use of the expres- 
sion that the ragamuffins would make a much better 
appearance; to which I replied, that could not be doubt- 
ed; but as to my knowing of Mr. Randolph’s being in 
the adjoining box, I did not, until I heard some one 
behind me mention it; and as to our having any pre- 
vious conversation relative to our going to the play to 
insult him, or any other gentleman, it never entered my 
head; I went to the play-house in uniform and with 
my side-arms, and am confident that none of the other 
gentlemen in the box with us had either uniform or 
side-arms. M. REYNOLDS, Jr., 

Lieut. Marines. 


James Thompson’s Statement. 


On Friday, the 10th instant, Lieutenant Reynolds 
and myself attended the theatre, and, after being some 
time in the house, were joined by Captain McKnight ; 
I neither knew nor expected to meet Mr. Randolph, al- 
though itso happened that we got into a box adjoin- 
ing (without design) the one in which he, with other 
members of the House of Representatives, was seated; 
soon after Captain McKnight’s coming over to us, which 
was not until long after our having been in the house, 
some remarks were made on the performance and per- 
formers, in which the words ragamuffins and mercena- 
ries were used; although Captain McKnight was in 
the same box behind Mr. Randolph, yet I neither saw 
nor heard him address himself to that gentleman ; and, 
while I was present, nothing like a personal insult ap- 
peared to me to be offered, unless his repeating the 
words above can be so construed. 

JAMES THOMPSON, 
Lieut. Marines. 
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Questions by Captain McKnight. 
Question. Did you see'me seat myself by Mr. Ran- 
dolph in the course of the evening ? 


Answer. I did not; but it might have happened with- 


out ‘my: observing it. 


Q. Were we constantly together during the perform- 


ance of the farce ? 


A. We were either in the adjoining boxes, or, it 
may: be, for a little time, in the same box; but in: full 
view of each other, and: within speaking distance the 


whole time. 


Q. Was I not in.an undress and without any weapon 


that evening? 


A: You were in an-undress, and without any weapon 


which I knew of. 


Q. Did you leave the theatre with Lieutenant Rey- 


nolds, and when? 


A. I staid inthe: box, and Lieutenant Reynolds 


was with me there, after Mr. Randolph. left-it; and we 
came away together, and didnot see. Mr. Randolphafter 
he left the box. Captain McKnight leftthe: box. before 
Mr. Randolph, and I did not see him: afterwards. that 
evening. Poly: Be : 

<Q. Did-you hear me’ mention Mr: Randolph’s name 
that evening at the playhouse ? : 

‘A: I did not, that I recollect. 

Quéstions by the Commitiee. Did Captain McKnight 
use the expressions mentioned by you, of ragamuffins 
and mercenaries, or by-whom were those expressions 
used? eee 

Answer.. I think by Captain McKnight. He asked 
Lieutenant Reynolds if he did not think the ragamuffins 
would. perform better than those on the stage ; alluding, 
as I understood, to a procession in the farce; to which 
Lieutenant Reynolds answered-he thought they would. 

Q. Did you know of any particular application those 
expressions were intended to have ? 

A. Ido not know Captain McKnight’s intention ; no- 
thing was ever said by him, or any other person, in my 
presence, of any intention of insulting Mr. Randolph or 
any other person. : 

Q. Did you hear any person say to Captain Mc- 
Knight or Lieutenant Reynolds, he does not hear you, 
go nearer to him? 

A. I did not. 

Q. When did Captain McKnight leave the box where 
he first came to you, and in what manner? 

4. Ido not recollect whether Captain McKnight left 
that box before the conclusion of the play, but, in the 
interval between that and the farce, Captain McKnight, 
with several other gentlemen and myself, went together 
to a public house in the neighborhood of the playhouse 
and supped together, and on our return to the playhouse 
Captain McKnight went into the box where Mr. Ran- 
dolph was, and remained there during the farce, or was 
there the most of the time. 

Q. Did you see any person take hold of Mr. Randolph, 
or pull his coat? 

A. I did not; but I heard Mr. Randolph, as he left the 
box, say that some person had taken him by the shoulder, 
evidently to insult him, or words to that effect. ; 

Q. Have you any knowledge where Capt. McKnight 
was at the time Mr. Randolph made that observation ? 

A, At the time Mr. Randolph made the observation I 
have mentioned, Captain McKnight had left the box and 
was forward of Mr. Randolph. 

Q. Did Captain McKnight, in going out of the box, 
pass Mr, Randolph, and in what manner? 

A. Wepassed Mr. Randolph immediately before he 


6th Con.—13 


made the observation I have mentioned ; but I did not see. 

Captain McKnight touch Mr. Randolph. : 

: JAMES THOMPSON, 
Lieut. of Marines. 


Sworn to, on the 17th of J anuary, Anno Domini 1800, 


before me, 
C. GOODRICH, Chairman; &e. 


William W, Burrows’s Afidavit. 
ParLADELPNIA, Jan. 18, 1800. 

I, Wittiam W. Burrows, do solemnly: swear, on 
the Holy. Evangelist of Almighty God, that I ordered 
Captain James McKnight to march on the 18th Decem- 
ber last, with a detachment: of marines, to. guard some’ 
French prisoners to Frederiektown, in Maryland. 

On Thursday, 9th January, at three o’clock in the 
afternoon, he arrived here, after a fatiguing march ; and 
after reporting his-arrival to me, he. asked leave to go 
that evening to see his family, about eight miles from 
the city. He accordingly went, and returned. about 
twelve o’clock, the next day, when he was immediately 
ordered to sit on a court-martial, which did not break 
up till near three o’clock. He then went to his dinner, 
and, as I have understood since, from thence to the 


theatre. 
WILLIAM W. BURROWS, 
Major Com’dt of the Marine Corps. 


Sworn to on the Sth day of January, Anno. Domini 
1800, before me, ; $ 
C. GOODRICH, Chairman, &e. 


Jonathan H. Hurst’s Deposition. i 
Jonatuan H. Horst, of the city of Philadelphia,. 
maketh oath that, on the evening of the 10th instant, 
he was present at the theatre, and for some time in a 
box adjoining that in which was seated Mr. Randolph, 
member of the House of Representatives of the United 
States; from the State of Virginia; that he saw in the. 
same box Captain McKnight, of the United States’ Ma- 
rine Corps, standing immediately behind Mr. Randolph ; 
that he heard the chief part of the conversation which. 
passed between Captain McKnight and several gentle-- 
men who were near him during the performance of the 
opera or entertainment of Blue Beard; that he (J. H. 
Hurst) looked frequently to that part of the box where. 
Captain McKnight stood; that he did not see any 
violence offered to Mr. Randolph by Captain McKnight, 
nor did he see Captain McKnight at any time crowd,. 
jostle, or touch Mr. Randolph; nor did he (the said 
J. H. Hurst) hear Captain McKnight utter any word 
or words insulting or disrespectful to Mr. Randolph. 
And he further saith that Captain. McKnight was not 
in uniform, nor was he armed, nor was there any visi- 
ble or audible interference on the part of any person 
near Mr, Randolph to deter Captain McKnight or his 
acquaintance present from any apprehended ill treat- 
ment.to Mr. Randolph. 
JONATHAN H. HURST. 


Question by the Committee. Did you hear Captain 
McKnight or Lieutenant Reynolds use the expressions 
“mercenaries, ragamuffins ” and in what manner? 

Answer. I heard Captain McKnight ask one of his 
acquaintance present, of whom I do not recollect, whe- 
ther he thought that band, alluding to some of the per- 
formers in the farce then acting, as I understood it, could 
stand against our ragamufiins, alluding, as I understood, 
to the army of the United States. There was no pointed 
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answer given, as I recollect, and the question appeared 
to me to be a matter of common conversation; and, 
though at first I was not sensible of its being intended 
for Mr. Randolph, yet, looking upon him soon after, I 
thought he smiled as if he had heard it. _ 

Question by Captain McKnight. Did you, in the 
course of the evening, hear me or Lieutenant Reynolds 
speak of Mr. Randolph, or mention his name? 

Answer. I heard some gentlemen in the box speak 
of Mr. Randolph, as pointing him out to others, but I 
cannot say that this was to or by Captain McKnight 
or Lieutenant Reynolds. : 

JONATHAN H. HURST. 


The foregoing deposition was sworn to on the 18th 
day of January, Anno Domini 1800. 
C. GOODRICH, Chairman, &e. 


George Taylor’s Deposition 

Some time during the performance on Friday evening, 
the 10th instant, at the theatre, I was called by Captain 
McKnight, to inform me of the marriage of an officer 
who had been on a detachment under his command, 
and from which he had that day returned. After some 
time we were joined by other persons, when a genéral 
conversation took place respecting the ragamuffins on the 
stage. There was a number of comparisons made, but 


they were general, and no names were mentioned. Of 


the persons in the box with myself there was but one in 
uniform, or with side-arms. In a part of Blue Beard, 
interesting as to scenery, the persons in the same box 
with me generally rose. Iwas on the right of Captain 
McKnight, and saw that those before him were taller 
than himself. It appears to me that he stepped on the 
seat before him to have a fair view of the scenery or 
stage. My attention was, for an instant, taken from the 
performance by hearing Captain McKnight say to some 
one, “Sir, you are sitting on my feet ;” that person rose, 
and made a slight inclination of his head. Captain 
McKnight resumed his former situation, as did the one 
before him. After what is above related, Lieutenant 
Campbell Smith, from the door of the box, called me, and 
asked the name of an officer, then sitting in the box, 
the only one in uniform, except himself, there present, 
to whom I had never been introduced, or, to my know- 
ledge, seen before that night. From my knowledge of 
Mr. Smith I did not feel myself disposed to satisfy his 
mere curiosity, or mention a name I had heard accident- 
ally and scarcely recollected ; I therefore asked him if he 
had any reason or particular object for knowing it. His 
reply was, that he saw a great many strange faces in 
uniform, and, wearing one himself, he wished to know 
the names of others who did. I then told him I would 
make him known to Captain McKnight, who would in- 
troduce him. Mr. Smith then used an expression which 
I considered as in nowise averse to the introduction of 
himself to Captain McKnight, which was done in the 
lobby. After some slight commonplace observations I 
saw no more of Lieutenant Smith. I had accepted an 
invitation from Captain McKnight to go home with him 
after the performance of the theatre. We were anxious 
to get out before the crowd from the upper part of the 
house would fill the lobby. T’oaccomplish this, we passed 
a number of persons, one of whom, not known to me, 
caught my left arm; I took it for granted that it was to 
assist himself either to rise from the floor to the seat, or 
to prevent him from falling. 

Captain McKnight had hold of my right arm. The 


think; at any rate it separated us. I am inclined to 
believe Captain McKnight put his hand on the shoulder 
ofsome person and passed on. ` I did not overtake him 
until he was out of the box, when we, by his request, 
looked for some genflemen to be of our party to his 
house, which we did, there. and in the street, but could 
not find them. : 
GEORGE TAYLOR. 


Question by Captain McKnight. During the per- 
formance of the farce, were we-not so near each other, 
and to Lieutenant Reynolds, that if any violence had 
been offered by him or me to Mr. Randolph, you must 
have observed it? ; 

Answer. I think I was near Captain McKnight and 
Lieutenant Reynolds the whole time, and must have 
observed any unusual conduct by them. 

Questions by the Committee. Did you, in the evening 
in question, either before you went to the theatre, there, 
or at any time afterwards, know of any intention on the 
part of Captain McKnight or Lieutenant Reynolds to 
affront Mr. Randolph? ; 

Answer. I did not. fon Ee 

Q. Did you observe Mr. Randolph at the time of your 
leaving the box, or hear any words from him respecting 
his being insulted ? 

A. I did not observe Mr. Randolph at that time, nor 
hear any words from him. Captain McKnight and I 
were going out of the box together, and I was separated 
from him by some person giving me a pull by the arm 
with some violence, but we joined again soon after in. 


the lobby. 
GEORGE TAYLOR. 
Sworn to on the 18th day of January, Anno Domini 
1800, before me. 
C. GOODRICH, Chairman, Sc. 
The reading having been gone through with, 
the House adjourned. 


Tuespay, January 21. 


A message from the Senate informed the House ` 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act to repeal part of an act, entitled ‘An act to 
provide for mitigating or remitting the forfeit- 
tures, penalties, and disabilities, accruing in cer- 
tain cases therein mentioned,” with several amend- 
ments; to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The said amendments were read, and ordered 
to be referred to the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to establish an uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States; and, 
after some time spent therein, the Committee rose 
and reported several amendments thereto, which 
were severally read. 

The amendment to the ninth section, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole, being again 
read, was, on the question put thereupon, disagreed 
to by the House. 

The other amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole were then again read, amend- 
ed, and, on the question severally put thereupon, 
agreed to by the House. 

The said bill was then further amended at the 


tug I received from the left must have affected him, I | Clerk’s table, and, together with the amendments, 
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ordered to be engrossed, and read the third time on 
Monday ‘next. i f 

Ordered, That the petition of the Corporation 
of Rhode Island College, presented the thirty-first 
of December, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-two, with the report of the Committee of 
Claims thereon, made the eleventh of February, 
one-thousand seven hundred and ninety-seven, be 
referred to the Committée of Claims. 

A bill was received from the Senate for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Samuel Laps- 
ley,;which was read and referred to the Committee 
-of Claims. oP 
Mr. Otis reported a bill to discharge Robert 
Sturgeon from his confinement, which was twice 
read and committed. 
© On motion it was 

Ordered, That there be a call of the House on 
Monday next at two o’clock 


Wepnespay, January 22. 
SUSPENSION OF ADDITIONAL ARMY LAW. 


The House resolved:itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to suspend in part the act 
to augment the Army of the United States, and 
for other purposes; when, after several amend- 
ments having been made to the bill, 

Mr. Ranpotru proposed the following: 


“ Be it further enacted, That the men now enlisted 
under the said act, shall be formed into as many regi- 
ments as they are sufficient to complete ; to be officered, 
at the discretion of the President of the United States, 
out of the officers of the said twelve regiments; and 
that the supernumerary officers, together with sich offi- 
cers of the general staff as in his opinion will not be 
necessary for the discipline of the said regiments, so to 
be formed as aforesaid, shall be discharged, and be en- 
titled to receive, besides the allowance directed by law 
to be paid at their discharge, each one month’s pay.” 

Mr. Ranvotps said, his object in proposing this 
amendment to the bill was to consolidate the men 
already enlisted into as many regiments as they 
would make; and as there could be no use, but 
great expense, in maintaining the officers who re- 
mained, they might be discharged. He believed 
it would be generally conceded that the number 
of men now enlisted were not more than sufficient 
to fill six regiments, but the whole of the officers 
were appointed and on pay for the twelve regi- 
ments. As the recruiting would now be stopped, 
he was not disposed to see the public money squan- 
dered away unnecessarily. : 

If an invasion should happen there would be 
need of a much greater quantity than the whole, 
and then a number adequate to the exigency could 
be raised; without it, these officers would be use- 
less. To keep up an army of officers without men 
to command, would be an expensive folly. He 
could have wished the whole force disbanded, but 
not being able to obtain that, it became his duty 
to endeavor to reduce it to the narrowest possi- 
ble grounds. 

Mr. Rortuepes said the bill upon the table was 
to him extremely disagreeable. Coming from that 
respectable quarter, the Committee of Defence, 


and being supported by a number of his friends, 
he should have been’ content with giving a bare 
vote in opposition to it, had not: this proposition 
come forward. He conceived it would be fatal to 
this country to recede from any one measure of 
defence. He wished this army to be filled up agree- 
ably to the law as it stood originally, because he sin- 
cerely believed it highly probable that it would be 
wanted. But, in addition toa bill which in it- 
self was receding from our original defence, an 
amendment more fatal still was proposed. Mr. 
R. believed it much more easy to get men than to 
get officers. Many gentlemen had made consid- 
erable sacrifices to serve the country, they aban- 
doned profitable employments to get into the army ; 
it would therefore be extremely wrong to dis- 
charge them before the object was completed for 
which their patriotism induced them to enter. He 
said his feelings should never overcome what he 

conceived the interests of his country required ; 

but it could never require this paltry, pitiful econ- 
omy. Indeed, he did not believe it true economy, 

because, if the men were wanted again, the officers 
would be indispensably necessary; and the re- 
eruiting would necessarily be much impeded if 
they were now discharged, because they would 
not be induced to engage again in the service. 

Mr. R. believed the resources of this country 
were far beyond what gentlemen had represented 
in a late debate; he believed them fully adequate 
to the maintenance of any army whatever. In 
talking of our means, it had been insinuated that 
this was a permanent establishment. It was no 
such thing. It was an extraordinary army, raised 
for an extraordinary occasion, which occasion was 
not yetaccomplished. Our children, who had been 
referred to, would never complain of the debt 
which was left them to pay, when they considered 
the occasion there was to incur that debt; they 
would rather regard the attention paid to the per- 
manent interests of the country with gratitude. 

The military art, Mr. R. observed, was a sci- 
ence; gentlemen of the army, if they were con- 
tinued in their stations, could be acquiring a more 
competent knowledge in that science in this in- 
terim, and fit themselves for usefulness, when they 
were to be called to action. 

As for the prejudice of the people to the army 
—though it was true that they were against the 
standing army, and it was possible they might be. 
in a little corner of a State, generally against ell 
these kinds of preparations, but it was not so uni- 
versally. He rather believed, in respect to the in- 
sults from France, that the sentiments of the pub- 
lic were far in advance of the Government—he 
knew it to be so in South Carolina; they thought 
the Government tardy, and therefore proceeded to 
measures of defence themselves, tired of waiting 
for the Government. 

Mr. R. lamented that gentlemen, who had al- 
ways expressed their desire for strong measures, 
should be prevailed upon to take steps which were 
receding from their former ones. If this were en- 
couraged, the evil would not stop here; every 
measure of defence would be successively attacked 
by others, who readily caught at every opportu- 
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nity. He. believed this from the progress which: 
was making towards it. These soldiers:were to 
be disbanded; now the officers were to be. dis- 
charged; besides this, there was a motion lying on 
the table to: recede from another. measure of de- 
fence (the Sedition bill ;) next it would be moved 
to stop the building of the seventy-fours ; and when 
or where-would it end, until the total subversion 
of the whole? If this kind: of proceeding was en- 
couraged, it would be impossible to say to: what 
a state of prostration our nation. would be brought. 
He therefore thought his duty called upon-him ‘to 
vote against every innovation upon the system, 
until the occasion was removed. 

Mr. Part said he had voted against the late 
resolution to disband the army ; the reasons which 
were urged against that motion made a strong im- 
pression on his mind, and, although nearly a week 
had elapsed, he still retained that impression, It 
was. unnecessary to recapitulate those arguments, 
he would: only observe that the whole course of 
reasoning against the former resolution appeared 
to him to apply with at least- equal force against 
the present measure.: A very considerable ex- 
pense would have been saved by disbanding: the 
army, and in that point of view alone, the induce- 
ment to that measure was strong; but it was con- 
tended on very good grounds, he believed, that it 
would indicate a want of union and stability in 
our councils, which at this particular crisis it was 
so important to maintain. It appeared to him that 
the suspension of enlistments by a law of Congress 
was in effect the same thing in that point of view, 
as a law to disband the army—it discovered the 
same relaxation of spirit, and indicated the same 
fluctuating policy. And what was the induce- 
ment to this measure? The small additional ex- 
pense of the few soldiers who may be enlisted for 
the three months to come. This, he said, appeared 
to him to be a pitiful saving indeed; and such as 
would not justify the Government in abandoning 
that system of measures which had hitherto been 
so successful, and which had. made so strong and 
so favorable an impression on one enemy. We 
shall prorabi know the result of the pending ne- 
gotiation within three months. If peace and se- 
curity shall be restored, the army in question would 
cease with the law which created it, and if a third 
attempt to negotiate shall fail of success, who is 
prepared to say that the whole twelve regiments 
will not be necessary? There was one point of 
view in which this subject was not before con- 
sidered. The President of the United States had 
informed them that, in his judgment, sound policy 
dictated the renewal of negotiation with France, 
but that in order to give effect to that negotiation, 
our whole system of defensive measures ought to 
be firmly maintained. In our answer to his Speech 
we explicitly approve of the conduct and views 
of the President with regard to the mission, and 
we concur with him in opinion that no relaxation 
ought to be made in defensive measures; he there- 
fore thought they owed it to the Executive, they 
stood pledged, to maintain the ground on which the 
negotiation was commenced. They were bound 
to afford every. advantage in their power to enable 


the President to.bring the negotiation to a favor- 
able conclusion. But, by adopting the measure 
they certainly did relinquish a part.of the ground 
on which the President had founded. his measures. 
Instead of. seconding the efforts of- the President, 
the present. measure would counteract the exer- 
tions of the Executive arm; and by pursuing this 
course, said-he, we-shall assume the responsibility 
of a measure which must certainly be attended 
with very important consequences to this country. 
I think, sir, we ought to allow a fair trial to.the 
negotiation under all possible advantages, and to 
leave the high responsibility of that measure where. 
it now rests. 

Mr. Hartiey said he did entertain a hope that: 
this bill wouldhave passed pretty unanimously, and. 
he was therefore sorry to see any: attempts made 
towards its destruction... The gentleman who had 
proposed the section had.evinced his perfect aver- 
sion to any Military Establishment whatever—he 
did not wish to have a single officer or soldier—but 
Mr. H. hoped his attempts towards it would fail, 
for’ though he liked the bill, he disliked’ the 
amendment. . j 

These officers were now at their posts; they have 
been selected with the best aid our Executive could. 
have—such as could not.be had again—the aid of 
the wise Wasutneron, if they were dismissed, 
they would many of them refuse to return if called 
for, and a new, but less.complete selection must 
be made. This would make the measure an essen- 
tial injury to the country. 

Mr. H. said he wished our citizens no.more to 
be disturbed. with the unnecessary. noise. of. the 
drum, and therefore he hoped that recruiting would 
be suspended, but at present he thought it would 
be very improper to discharge the officers. On: 
this account he should. vote against. the. proposed. 
section, but in favor of this bill without it.: . 

Mr. Cooper professed himselfagainst theamend- 
ment as well as against the whole bill.. He was 
convinced that the prosperity. of the United States: 
was intimately connected with this army, and it 
must be a weakness in the Government to relax 
any part till the object was obtained. Ifthe object 
was not obtained, how unwise, how undignified, . 
would this measure then:appear; and, thus uncer- 
tain, how ill-timed was this relaxing system pro- 
posed. It was not wisdom to do to-day what must 
be undone to-morrow. The gentlemen who had 
proposed this defensive system, and procured its es- 
tablishment, in his opinion, were pulling down 
what they once with so much wisdom reared, by 
introducing the bill at all. 

Mr. C. went into the former debate of the House 
on the motion for disbanding the army; he con- 
sidered it an inconsistency in the conduct of gen- 
Hine who opposed that motion to propose this 

ilk, 

Mr. Orts vindicated himself from the inconsist- 
ency charged. As for himself, he said, he was 
only the humble organ of the Committee of De- 
fence, for whom hereported the bill. But, however, 
it was his opinion that the bill was proper.. As to 
the amendment.he opposed it. The question the 
other day was to disband the army. That was 
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negatived..:Now the motion is to disband a part 
of it—the officers. If the officers were to be sent 
home and the staff pulled down and annihilated, 
heconceived it would be equivalent to disband- 
ing two-thirds of the whole army, because the 
recruiting could not go on as soon as it probably 
might be wanted. There was no argument, in his 
‘opinion, which was used against disbanding the 
whole army, that could not with equal propriety 
be applicable to the present motion. He therefore 
hoped the dignity of the House would not be so 
impaired, as it must be by enlarging the discussion 
of the:present motion, but that the question would 
be taken immediately. 

Mr. Harper opposed the proposition because of 
the considerable delay such a motion must make 
if the necessity should return for raising this army. 
A new selection of officers must be made, for. he 
presumed very few of those discharged would serve 
again. It was true there were plenty of appli- 
cations for commissions, but a long: time would be 
necessary to procure the.information necessary to 
makea wise selection. “He-did not think it an 
economical measure, for the delay and expense 
-which would accrue in‘making the arrangements 
would equal the:pay ‘of ‘the officers for the short 
time they would probably be now in the service. 

Mr. Macon could not agree with the gentleman 
(Mr. Rurtepes) that officers were hard to be had; 

uring the -war there were plenty of able officers 
‘to be obtained. Indeed the report of the Secretary 
-of War confirmed the truth of this ‘opinion; there 
‘was nota single regiment complete in men, but 
-the whole of the officers were appointed. It was 
an unnecessary use.of money. It had been said 
‘tobe a smallexpense. That argument could not 
warrant the ill use of it. “Take care of the pence, 
the pounds will take care of themselves,” was 
_anold but trueadage. Therefore, no saving what- 
ever was “pitiful,” or “paltry.” 

The gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Rur- 
LEDGE) had said it was not a standing army. Mr. 
Macon did not know what then to call it. It must 
be a militia army or a regular army ; the word re- 
„gular, applied to the army, had always been con- 
sidered synonymous with.astandingarmy. They 
‘certainly could not be called militia; then they 
‘must be regulars—a standing army. 

The President, in his opening Address to the 
House, had given advice that the House ought to 
-examine and see where any saving could be made; 
no doubt he meant to‘examine into every item of 
the expenditure. If only the pay of one officer 
‘could be saved it would be prudent to doit. He 
liked the amendment for the principle of it, because 
it went to lessen the publicexpenditure; and having 
failed in the attempt to get the men disbanded, he 
considered it his duty to come the nearest possible 
to it, and vote for discharging the supernumerary 
officers. As the enlistments were to be stopped, 
the officers could be of no use: then why not dis- 
charge them ? 7A 

It had been supposed that these patriotic officers 
would not return to the service, if this dismission 
took place, but new ones must be sought. Mr. Ma- 


brought them out on a certain oceasion, would in- 
duce them to return. to-their homes if the ‘Govern- 
ment had no more-need of their services, and that 
they would as cheerfully return to the service, if 
there ever should be occasion for them; or their 
patriotism would be very mutable indeed, and un- 
worthy their profession. 

Mr. Bayard conceived that a right view-of this 
subject must convince the House that it would 
be a real saving to keep the officers. From the 
report of the Secretary of War it would appear 
that the army referred to were at present stationed 
at great distances, one part fromthe other. Agree- 
ably to the report of the Secretary of War it ap- 
peared that these twelve regiments (or what were 
enlisted of them) were stationed in the following 
manner: Three regiments in the vicinity of Provi- 
dence river, near Uxbridge, Massachusetts; three 
regiments in the vicinity of Brunswick, New Jer- 
sey; three regiments in the vicinity of Potomac, 
near Harper’s Ferry, Virginia; three regiments in 
ne vicinity of Augusta, above the Falls of Savan- 
nah. 

Were this amendment to pass, said Mr.-B., it 
would become the duty of the Executive to take 
immediate steps to order their removal from their 
present positions, in order to form them into com- 
plete regiments. The expense of removing from 
their present cantonments, marching, forage, &c., 
must be very considerable. Again: If the officers 
were to be reduced, could it be done in a ‘minute? 
How is the Executive to determine who were the 
officers to discharge, and who to retain? If they 
‘were to draw lots, it must take considerable time 
—three or four months would not be sufficient. 
But, on the other hand, it was possible that the ne- 
gotiation might be successful in one month, and if 
so, they would then be discharged by the law upon 
the bare wages due to them for the time they 
served. But the amendment was calculated to 
give them a month’s pay. Surely, from these con- 
siderations, it would be an eventual saving to keep 
them until the success of the negotiation is known. 
But suppose peace was not made with France, 
would it be prudent in that event to discharge them? 
Mr. B., conceived not, for he had no doubt but 
they would then think of invading this country, 
and having that apprehension, he should be sorry 
to see the country unprotected ; for surely retain- 
ing these cfficers would much facilitate enlistments, 
if they should be required to go on. 

Mr. Craiporne said, that the enemies to the 
bill would no doubt be opposed to the amendment, 
but he could see no good reason why it should be 
exceptionable to other gentlemen. If there exists 
no necessity for calling into service a greater num- 
ber of men than are already enlisted, surely there 
can be no propriety in retaining in pay a greater 
number of officers than are necessary to com- 
mand. 

Notwithstanding the remarks of the gentleman 
from Delaware, Mr. C. was of opinion that econ- 
omy dictated the adoption of the amendment. He 
knew of no great additional expense which would 
attend the removing and /concentrating of this 


con had no doubt but the same patriotism which | army, other than the transportation of the baggage, 
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nor did he suppose that any length of time would 
elapse before the President cauld act under this 
law. If, in the mean time, a treaty should be con- 
cluded, the army: would be disbanded. of course, 
and the law could have no operation. But if the 
negotiation fails, and no danger of invasion exists, 
the amendment would free the people of the Uni- 
ted States from a great and unnecessary expense. 

It had been said, that the officers should be re- 
tained in service, since the military art was a 
science of great intricacy, and difficult to beac- 
quired. Mr. C. was of opinion, that the knowledge 
of war was principally to be aequired in war; that, 
.so far as relates to the theory necessary to aid the 
practical officer, we hada number of characters 
already in the study of it—he alluded to the officers 
of the militia—and, from among them, suitable 
persons may be chosen to take command in a reg- 
ular army in time of danger. 

Itvhad also been urged, that if the officers should 
‘resign or be discharged, and the exigencies of the 
nation should shortly require their services, it 
might be attended with delay and trouble to ob- 
tain suitable successors. Mr. C:apprehended no 
such difficulties; heretofore they had not been ex- 
perienced; our fellow-citizens had on all occasions 
manifested a disposition to accept of command in 
our armies. At this time the Secretary of War, 
no doubt, possessed a long list of respectable appli- 
cants, and their characters were always portrayed 
by their friends when they applied for appoint- 
ment. It could not therefore be difficult or tedious 
to make a good selection, where the necessary 
“materials” were continually in possession of the 
proper department. 

Mr. Marsaa.t said, this was precisely the same 


| tive could not therefore create an officer. Besides, 
there wouldbe a great inconsistency ; the bill point- 
ed to anevent when recruiting must recommence, 
but the amendment removed that power, by taking 
away the officers who were to execute that service, 
besides leaving the men recruited (if it were pos- 
sible): without officers! . Thus, though the. time 
was appointed, the means were taken away, until 
ata future meeting of Congress an act should be 
passed to enable him to appoint officers: : ` 

If the number of men were never to be increased, 
then indeed. the arguments in favor:of ‘discharg- 
ing the officers-would be unanswerable, but in the 
prospect of such an event-asan increase, those ar- 
guments must fail.- It was, and with propriety, 
thought prudent to retain the skeleton of an army 
to enable the President, in case-of invasion, or ae- 
tual war, to recommence the recruiting service. 

It was observed that the same patriotism which 
ealled‘forth the spirit of our citizens*to ‘accept. of 
commissions, would excite them again to‘enter the 
service. Mr. M. believed it tobe a fact; he believ- 
ed they would again enter the service if required. 
No doubt but they did estimate love of country’ 
sufficient to obey'the orders of their country, at 
any.time, or in any way; but would it beright and 
proper to call gentlemen from their occupations 
and families, and dismiss them before the service 
was performed in which their patriotism called 
them out, merely because their zeal could be de- 
pended on? He hoped the national spirit would 
never yield to that false policy. He hoped the 
now existing station would be maintained, and no 
measure at present be receded‘from on which the 
| country had placed their confidence for defence. 
i Mr. Nicaoras did not think, with gentlemen 


‘question as had taken up so much time in the | who had spoken against the present amendment, 
House, and had been maturely discussed, and on | that the same reasons which were used in oppo- 
which a majority of the House had expressed an | sition to the other motion, were also applicable to 


Dpinion by rejecting the motion to disband the 
army. He would call the attention of the House 
to the particular principle upon which that de- 
cision was grounded. It was this: The state of 
the country at the present moment was such as to 
leave it absolutely uncertain whether the twelve 
regiments would or would not be necessary for our 
defence, but that the period would soon arrive 
when that uncertainty would be removed. On 
these grounds, it was the determination of the 
House not to recede from any measure they had 
ordered, nor to progress, and agreeably to that prin- 
ciple a bill was reported to suspend the enlist- 
ments, 

Mr. M. called to the recollection of the House 
some of the arguments which were used against 
the motion to dishand'the army, and applied them 
tothe present amendment. A large majority, he 
said, then decided in favor of maintaining exactly 
the same ground as at present, and he presumed no 
circumstance had appeared to change the opinions 
of the House on that point. The adoption of the 
motion would certainly very materially derange 
the system. Gentlemen supposed the President 
could re-create the officers. He could not do it 
without the law should have been fully executed, 
and nothing should remain to do in it; the Execu- 


| the present one. If he understood the arguments 

of gentlemen at that time, they concurred in this: 
that they would not give up the effective defence 
in their hands, until the extinguishment of the 
danger, to provide against which they were estab- 
lished. But what would be the operation of the 
present motion if adopted ? 

The House had determined that no more men * 
should be raised, even if the negotiation with 
France should fail, unlesss the failure was followed 
by actual war or threatened invasion ; if, therefore, 
the present motion was rejected, there would be 
three times the number of officers in the pay of 
the country, and they must, in case the negotiation 
fail, remain until the next session of Congress—at 
least necessary for the men. How would this 
contribute to the strength of the country, or how 
to another object gentlemen had mentioned, milita- 
ry discipline? ‘These men would always beat their 
homes, and acquire habits not useful either to 
themselves or the country. 

It was said that if discharged before the accom- 
plishment of the services for which their patriot- 
ism brought them away from their homes, they 
would be unwilling to return when wanted, and 
that, when the necessity was most urgent, there 
would be great delay in procuring others. The 
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gentleman who used this argument had answered 
it by telling you that the War Department has 
made provision for officering an eventual army of 
50,000 men. If so, it could be no difficulty to pro- 
eure officers at any time. If these officers might 
not all find it convenient to return, others. could 
be appointed without any. trouble or delay, when- 
ever it might be necessary to augment the army. 

It is well known that a much more numerous 
class of citizens were willing to go into the event- 
ual army, (as it is called,) provided for time of 
real danger, than intothe one now under considera- 
tion ; therefore, the probability would be in favor 
of a better selection, for there would be a larger 
field to choose from. Again: most of the officers 
had. most likely. tried their efforts at enlistment. 
Was it not probable that new officers would be 
likely to draw into the service men who might 
be particularly attached to them, but -who else 
would not have entered? If theSe were sound argu- 
ments, the article of expense was not the consid- 
eration, but the actual power of the country would 
still be increased in the event of -danger. 

The gentleman from Delaware, Mr. N. said, 
used an argument which appeared to him ex- 
tremely weak. He had said the amendment now 
proposed would probably be more experisive than 
the law as it now stands, for in all likelihood the 
army will-be disbanded by the terms of its enlist- 
ments before this law could be executed. How 
this was to be, he could not conceive. If the oc- 


casion for this army should cease before the dis-, 


missal of the officers, they would be dismissed un- 
-der the original law ; if it should not, this measure 
could not increase the expense. 

Another objection, and one which was relied 
upon, was, that it would be out of the power of the 
President to re-appoint the officers, even if He 
should find occasion to order the enlistments to go 
on. To this objection it might be’answered that 
the old law would still remain in force, and the 
same power which could direct the enlistments 
to be made could appoint the officers. Regiments 
of men were always accompanied with a suitable 
number of officers, and therefore if the President 
was empowered from the existence of certain cir- 
cumstances to raise so many regiments, he was 
equally empowered to appoint a certain number 
of officers to command them. Suppose a vacancy 
happened in the army, the President- always had 
the power to fill it; by the same rule could these 
appointments take place. But if any gentleman 
should think the construction of the law would be 
mistaken in that particular, he might amend it so 
as to make its operation certain. s 

Gentlemen appeared to suppose a kind of neces- 
sity existed to keep these officers, because their 
patriotism had called them out. The original con- 
tract by which they were brought into the service 
did not bind the country to keep them longer than 
the exigencies of the times required; they had 
therefore no claim upon the country, and it was 
not consistent with that professed patriotism to 
wish to stay in the service a moment longer than 
they could be serviceable. Mr. N. admitted that 
they would be under no obligation to return. 


` Upon the whole, as officers could be of no use to 
the country without men, and as it would always 
be easy to procure officers. when it might be ne- 
cessary to raise men, Mr. N. sincerely hoped the 
amendment would be adopted. 

Mr. Gatxatin did not conceive it would be ne-- 
cessary to remove the regiments from where they 
now are, and consequently no new expense would: 
be incurred by consolidating the men already rais- 
ed into regiments Suppose they would make 
four regiments complete ; as he supposed they were’ 
now nearly equally divided in four different sta- 
tions, each of them could have one regiment, and 
if any companies remained asa surplus, they could 
stay where they now are. Thus the supposed ex- 
pense of removal would be saved. It was also 
thought that three or four months would be neces- 
sary to execute this measure. Mr. G. thought it 
might be done in two or three weeks, by the mode 
above proposed. If this: could be done; of which 
he had no doubt, these objections must fail. 

If this amendment did not obtain, a number of 
officers, three times more than was requisite, would 
be detained in pay, for a considerable length of 
time, without any service for them to perform. 
The officers perhaps were the most expensive 
part of the establishment, and if that could be 
saved, it would certainly be an object meriting 
attention; it would be a duty incumbent on the 
House to dispense with the expense. 

Some gentlemen had said, if this measure was 
adopted it would be a dereliction of the defensive 
system, and that the arguments used the other day 
were sufficient to oppose this measure as well as 
that for disbanding the army already raised. Cer- 
tainly it was not so—although it was conformable 
to the same principle, and on that account he ap- 
proved of it. Mr. G. acknowledged himself to be 
against the whole establishment, and the more it 
was reduced, the more he should be gratified; but 
he trusted it would not be thought that this was 
the same question which was negatived the other 
day. This was rather a middle ground, and such 
a one as he hoped gentlemen who professed to de- 
sire a medium would approve of. 

This was not a question which had already been 
decided. If it was proper that the establishment 
should be so far reduced as to prevent the comple- 
tion of the twelve regiments ordered by the act, a 
bill founded on that position ought to include a 
principle like the one now proposed, or it would 
not be complete in itself. If gentlemen would 
review the arguments on which the former mo- 
tion was opposed, it would be evident that they 
did not apply to the amendment now before the 
House. Among other arguments against disband- 
ing the army, a principal one was, its effect on the 
negotiation. Surely the reduction of the officers 
could not be opposed on that ground, even when 
added to theother part of the bill for preventing far- 
ther enlistments, because another argument then 
used would not even affect it—that of receding 
from our defensive position. The present situation 
was maintained the same by this bill; it was not 
thought prudent to progress, but no part of this 
bill can be construed to be receding. 
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Mr. G. did not think the measure would have | now withdraw it. He professed himself a friend 
any injurious effects, by preventing officers being | to the bill in its present ‘shape, and. if he could not 


procured when wanted. As many of these gen- 
tlemen, he believed, entered the army.from the 
love of their pay as from the love of their coun- 
try, and, between both, there never could be a defi- 
ciency of officers. He thought it perféctly easy 
for the Secretary of War to learn the individual 
circumstances of every géntleman in the army, so 
that none might be injured by the discharge, if a 
proper selection was made. 
` He did not know whether the construction put 
in the power of the President to appoint officers, 
if there should be occasion for the men, by the 
‘gentleman from Virginia, (r: MARSHALL, ) was 
correct or not; but Mr. G. said he knew one 
‘thing——-that if it was necessary, and a doubt ex- 
isted upon it, an amendment could be made to the 
‘bill to remove that doubt, and therefore that was no 
‘objection, to the motion now under consideration. 
From the return, it would appear that at pres- 
ent there was about one officer to seven non-com- 
missioned officers and privates, upon the average. 
From this estimate it must appear that great num- 
bers of these supernumeraries-were useless, and if 
‘useless they ought not to be kept, especially since 
their places could be filled at any period when it 
might become necessary, and as they could have 
no claim beyond the period when ‘their services 
‘became useful. 

Mr. Smita said, when the subject was before 
the House a few days.past, some gentleman talked 
about a middle ground; he then thought one might 
be taken, he thought that the supernumerary offi- 
cers might be sent home on furloughs; but, on far- 
ther reflection, he perceived that measure would 
be attended with considerable inconvenience, and 
but little convenience or saving. He thought it 
was best to let them remain at present with the 
army. He had obtained information from the 
proper officers, and learnt that by the middle of 
February some answer would most probably be 
received from France respecting the prospect of 
our negotiation. It would therefore be advisable 
to wait that issue. Mr. S. said, he recollected 
that, in the Revolutionary war, it took two months 
before the supernumerary officers got to their corps 
after they were called for; and as this must be at- 
tended with difficulty in urgent circumstances, it 
ought to be avoided, even at a trifling expense, for 
trifling it would be, should they afterwards be call- 
ed upon. 

The gentleman last up had not talked like a mili- 
tary man when he proposed the regiments should be 
concentrated at their several posts. This could 
not be done, but the trouble and expense of march- 
ing (which was very considerable) must occur 
if the motion were to pass. He feared if this 
amendment was introduced it would be worse 
than economy; he feared that a majority of the 
House would reject the bill, and he should regret 
that event, and on that account he was sorry the 
section was ever proposed. 

Mr. Ranpotpa declared, that had it been his 
opinion the amendment would endanger the bill, 
he should not have offered it, or he would even 


get it amended in such a.manner as to his ideas 
would be right, he would vote for it without; but 


| he hoped gentlemen would see the amendment as 


proper, he was sure it would be found a saving 
measure. Inthe event of invasion (which gentle- 
men must mean when they talk about wanting 
these officers) will not the United States require 
these,.and more?. Nothing can be more clear. 
Then, certainly, while the selection would be ma- 
king for-others,.it could also be for these. 

It did not surprise him, Mr. R. said, that gen- 
tlemen who were inimical to the bill should also 
be opposed. tothe amendment; but it did surprise 
him that the friends of the bill were, because it 
appeared to him to be a.part of the same measure. 
if the amendment was not to pass, there would be 
more officers than could be necessary for organi- 
zing the army. If the period should arrive and 
events occur by which they ought to be discharged, 
agreeably to the former bill, prior to this consoli- 
dation, they could as well be immediately dis- 
charged as though this provision had not been in- 
troduced, because there could be no more occasion 
for them, and therefore it was impossible. this 
section could increase the expense. 

Mr. Harrer said, there had been a mistaken 
opinion suggested—that the Executive had a con- 
siderable number of applications, and therefore 
could easily appoint any additional number of offi- 
cers. That there were numerous applications was 
true, but the Secretary of War only made it his 
business to inquire respecting those gentlemen who 
were actually appointed; therefore, if new ap- 
pointments were to be made, new inquiries must 
be entered into, as to character and a variety of 
circumstances necessary to make a judicious ap- 
pointment. This must necessarily be, when it was 
considered that these appointments might precede 
the enlistments, which the peremptory necessity of 
the circumstances ought to hasten as much -as 
possible. Mr. H. could not see the ground of the 
gentleman’s surprise who was last up. A man 
might be willing to do something—he might be 
willing to go a mile, but might not wish to go four 
or five. But this appeared to surprise the honor- 
able gentleman. 

Mr. Jones said, he thought the other day that 
the twelve regiments were unnecessary, and there- 
fore voted thatthey-might be disbanded; he thought 
for the same reasons that the supernumerary offi- 
cers were unnecessary, and that to discharge them 
would be a saving to the United States, which 
was a circumstance every gentleman ought to look 
to and endeavor to effect. His suspicions, he said, 
were more founded by the conduct and declara- 
tions of gentlemen who were generally hostile to 
measures which they supposed would cramp the 
Government. He feared the other day that these 
men were rather attached toa standing force than 
raised for a particular oceasion. They were ad- 
mitted not to be the provisional army—what were 
they then?—let gentlemen answer. It was far- 
ther stated to be necessary to keep up a regular 
force in order that the officers should acquire the 
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art of war. How, by this establishment, would 
gentlemen expect this point could be effected? ‘In 
some regiments there were not more than twenty 
or thirty men. What knowledge of military tac- 
tics or discipline could be acquired by exercising 
this very small number? There were more offi- 
„cers than men. He feared these were not the 
true reasons why the officers:were preserved. There 
could be no want.of them; no-good-could accrue 
‘from keeping them in pay, but much harm might. 
He therefore hoped the amendment would prevail. 


“Mr. Smitie never apprehended invasion, but if |. 


sucha thing was to occur; what effect would these 
officers ‘have? -He‘thought a good answer had 
‘been given to ‘that question. As to the effect of 
this measure on the negotiation, it was folly to talk 
about it. Would the French be terrified from the 
-attempt on account of these officers? Surely such 
an idea must be absurd,-and yet the arguments-of 
gentlemen went that length. -Hehoped the amend- 
ment and the bill would pass. 

On the question the amendment was negatived. 

The Committee then rose, reported the amend- 
ment to the House, and on. motion the House ad- 
journed. 


Taurspay, January 23. 
Mr. Griswoun, from the Committee of Revisal 
‘and Unfinished Business, to whom were referred 
the amendments’ proposed by the Senate to the 
bill, entitled “An act to repeal part of an act, enti- 
tled *An:act to mitigate :or:-remit the forfeitures, 
penalties, and disabilities, accruing in certain cases 
therein mentioned,” .made.a.report; which was 

read, and orderéd to lie on the table. 


SUSPENSION OF ADDITIONAL ARMY LAW. 


The House proceeded to consider ‘the amend- 
ment reported, yesterday, from the Committee of 
the Whole, to whom was committed the bill to 
suspend part-of the act, entitled “An act to aug- 
ment the Army of the United States, and for other 
purposes ;” and the same being read, Mr. PLATT 
proposéed‘a resolution that a further consideration 
of the bill should be postponed till the first Mon- 
day in December next. 

Mr. Birn wished to give his reasons for his vote 
‘on the present occasion, as he should probably be 
in the minority. When the motion for disband- 
ing the army was before the House some days 
since, he did not rise, because the same principles 
which he maintained were supported with such 
great ability by several other gentlemen. But the 
same-reasons which dictated his vote on that ques- 
tion, Mr. B. thought, would operate in favor of the 
present motion. He recapitulated some of the prin- 
cipal ideas advanced on the former occasion, par- 
ticularly on the necessity of maintaining our de- 
fensive position, for which he thought there was 
as much occasion as ever. Having voted against 
that resolution, he thought it also consistent to vote 
against this bill, in whatever shape it came for- 
ward. There were certain cases in which not to 
go forward would be to go backward; this was 
one—here, not to do, was to undo, Ifaman under- 


took to build a house, and having carried it up to 
the roof, he was not to finish it, but let it remain in 
that state, it would be an evident :display of his 
inability to complete it or of his folly in com- 
mencing the building. One or the other impres- 
sions wouldknaturally strike the observer. So in 
respect-to therarmy. It certainly was a feature of 
the national ‘spirit; it certainly was a means of 
defence which was determined on by the national 


‘councils. To arrest its completion ‘before the 


ground of its commencement was removed, must 
prove to observant France either -imbecility or 
folly. And was it to be supposed she would make 
no use of it?. ‘She certainly would never so far 
depart from her usual policy. As he should be 
opposed to the bill in every shape, he should vote 
for. the postponement. 

Mr. Hucer said, though he agreed that the situa- 
tion-of the country.did not authorize a reduction 
of the means of defence which were wisely ordered, 
yet he conceived there were good reasons why the 
present motion ought to be adopted. He-did not 
believe that defensive measures had been or would 
be useless. He thought nothing more clear, than 
that the crisis of affairs was not so serious as it 
had been, and this he thought entirely owing to 
our defensive measures; their benefits had been 
received, but he wished not, on mere assurances of 
friendship, to recede from what hehad done. What, 
he asked, had France done? She‘had done nothing 
which ought to produce a change in our mea- 
sures, and therefore he voted against disbanding 
the army. She had to be sure wafted across the 
Atlantic a few fine soft words. "Whatever their 
views, whether sincere or not, Mr. H. said, he 
would meet every proffer for accommodation, and 
therefore he approved highly of themeasures taken 
by the Executive in sending Envoys. Thatami- 
cable disposition ought to be seconded, by not in- 
creasing our means of defence. He could not be 
of the opinion with some gentleman, that it was 
the same thing to lay on our oars and remain in 
statu quo,as to recede. He did not believe it was 
like a man, with his shield half raised and his club 
grasped,-who on the first offer of accommodation 
from:his adversary lays down his weapon and his 
shield, and meets the proffered, though it might 
prove deceitful, proposition unarmed. No, it was 
rather like the man who would still keep himself 
prepared, his shield still ready to avert the blow, 
though no less willing to meet amicable proposi- 
tions. This, he believed, was what was desired 
by the Committee of Defence. 

By preventing farther enlistments, the country 
would not be in.a worse situation than at present. 
But by disbanding the army, or by discharging 
the officers, which he considered of the same na- 
ture, it would put the country ina worse situation, 
because it would prevent the means of progressing 
if there should -be occasion. You show France 
and the world that you are willing to do anything 
you can towards peace and unanimity, but you 
will not trust to words; that while you *hope for 
the best, you will remain prepared for the worst. 
It struck him, Mr.H. said, that there was something 
very amicable and conciliatory in this bill, and he 
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therefore should vote for it, and against the propo- 
sition for its postponement. 

Mr. Nicuovas called the yeas and nays upon 
the question, which were agreed to be taken, and 
were—yeas 10, nays 82, as follows: 

Yras—George Baer, John Bird, John Brown, Chris- 
topher G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Gordon, 
Jonas Platt, John Rutledge, jr., James Sheafe, and. Pe- 
leg Wadsworth. 

WNays— Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Bailey Bart- 
lett, James A. Bayard, Phanuel Bishop, Jonathan Brace, 
Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, 
William Charles Cole Claiborne, John Condit, William 
Craik, Samuel W Dana, John Davenport, Franklin 
Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, John Den- 
nis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, 
Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, John Fowler, Jonathan Freeman, Albert 
Gallatin, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey Good- 
rich, Elizur Goodrich, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, 
Roger Griswold, John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Har- 
per, Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heister, William H. Hill, 
David Holmes, Benjamin Huger, Jas. H. Imlay, George 
Jackson, James Jones, Aaron: Kitchell, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Michael Leib, Samuel 
Lyman, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, John Marshall, 

Lewis R. Morris, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, 
John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, 
Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Leven 
Powell, John Randolph, John Reed, Samuel Sewall, 
‘William Shepard, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, Richard 
Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, George 
Thatcher, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Robert Wil- 
liams, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


The said amendments were then again read, and, 
on the question severally put thereupon, agreed to 
by the House. . 


A motion was then made and seconded further 
to amend the said bill, by adding the following as 
a new section: 

“ Be it further enacted, That the men now enlisted 
under the said act, shall be formed into as many regi- 
ments as they are sufficient to. complete ; to be officered, 
at the discretion of the President of the United States, 
out of the officers of the said twelve regiments; and that 
the supernumerary officers, together with such officers of 
the general staff, as, in his opinion, will not be necessary 
for the discipline of the said regiments, so to be formed 
as aforesaid, shall be discharged, and be entitled to re- 
ceive, besides the allowance directed by law to be paid 
at their discharge, each one month’s pay :” 


And, the question being taken that the House 
do agree to the same, it passed in the negative— 
yeas 38, nays 57, as follows. 

Yras—Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel Bishop, Robert 
Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, William C. 
C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Daw- 
son, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fow- 
ler, Albert Gallatin, Samuel Goode, Andrew Gregg, John 
A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George Jack- 
son, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, James 
Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, Jehn Nicholas, Joseph H, Nicholson, John Ran- 
dolph, John Smilie, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, and Robert Williams. 


. Nays— Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, 
James A. Bayard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John 
Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Cooper, 
William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, 
Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, Joseph 
Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Fos- 
ter Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
Elizur Goodrich, William Gordon, Edwin Gray, Roger 
Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, 
William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, 
John W. Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, 
John Marsliall, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham. Nott, Har- 
rison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Jonas Platt, 
Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., Samuel 
Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shepard, Samuel Smith, 
Benjamin Taliaferro, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert - 
Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


The said bill was then further amended at the 
Clerk’s table,and ordered to be engrossed, and read 
the third time to-morrow. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or Tan Uniren STATES: 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and A 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I transmit to Congress, for the information of the 
members, a report of the Secretary of State, of the ninth 
instant; a letter from Matthew Clarkson, Esq. to him, 
of the second; and a list of claims adjusted by the Com- 
missioners, under the twenty-first article of our treaty 
with Spain. JOHN ADAMS. 

Uniren Srares, Jan. 23, 1800. 


The said Message, and- papers accompanying the 
same, were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


THE SEDITION LAW. 
Mr. Macon submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the second section of the act, passed 
the fourteenth of July, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-eight, entitled “An act in addition to the act, 
entitled ‘An act for the punishment of certain crimes 
against the United States,” ought to be repealed; and 
the offences therein specified shall remain punishable as 
at common law. Provided, that, upon any prosecution, 
it shall be lawful for the defendant to give in evidence, 
in his defence, the truth of the matter charged as a libel. 


Mr. Macon said, though he was well convinced 


| that the subject had been so fully discussed, both in 


this House in former sessions and elsewhere, that 
it would be impossible to add anything new, yet 
he thought it incumbent on him to offer his rea- 
sons for bringing the resolution before the House, 
which he would do in a few words. 

He was so well convinced that no power was 
delegated by the Constitution of the United States 
to the Legislature to pass such a law, that the duty 
he owed his constituents, as well as his own opin- 
ion, impelled him, to make the motion. to repeal 
the section at the present session. ' When the Con- 
stitution was before the State Conventions that 
adopted it, almost all the members who were in 
favor of it, in the States where the debates have 
been published, declared explicitly, that no power 
was granted to Congress whereby they eould pass 
any law abridging the liberty of the press; those 
who were not in favor of the adoption at that time, 
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thought it possible, some future day, Congress 
might assume the power by implication, aid there- 
fore it is that-the conventions of the States gen- 
erally recommended that an amendment ‘should 
be made to the Constitution, declaring that no 
power over the press was granted to-Congress by 
the Constitution. And the first ‘Congress under 
-the Constitution, in conformity to. the wishes of 
theirzonstituents, proposed several amendments to 
the Constitution, among them is one in the follow- 
ing words: “Congress shall make no law respect- 
‘ingan establishment. of religion, or prohibiting 
‘the free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom 
‘ of speech, or the right.of the people peaceably to 
‘assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
‘redress of grievances.” When this article was 
under -consideration, it appears, by the debates 
which have been printed, that some of the-then 
members of Congress thought it useless, because 
as no power was delegated on the-subject, they 
-could not then pass any law on any of the subjecis 
mentioned in thearticle. Thisarticle, with others 
that will be read, has been ratified by the States 
and made a part.of the Constitution; and removed 
all- the doubts as to the power of Congress to pass 
any law on the subject of the press. If Congress 
‘ean constitutionally pass.the law now in question, 
can they not also pass a law to abridge the free- 
dom of speech, to prevent the people from peace- 
ably assembling to petition for a re€ress of griev- 
ances, and by the same arguments make an estab- 
lishment of religion? But what means the free- 
dom of the.press? It must mean that, as there 
‘was no law existing to abridge it, that Congress 
_ should not thereafter pass one, and that it should 

remain exactly as the Government found it. But 
in: order to make it more clear if possible, and to 
give more perfect satisfaction to the people, 
another amendment was introduced-in the follow- 
ing words: “The powers not delegated to the 
‘United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited 
‘by it to the States, are reserved to the States re- 
‘spectively or to the people.” Mr. M. said he con- 
ceived this clause was introduced to prevent any 
power being assumed by implication, and conse- 


quently that Congress have no power to pass any’ 


law, unless that power.be specially granted, or ab- 
solutely necessary to carry a delegated power into 
effect. Again, the 11th amendment has these 
words—“ The enumeration in the Constitution of 
‘certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or 
‘disparage others retained by the people.” From 
these. clauses it appears quite clear that the law 
is a violation of the Constitution; if, however, it 
should be contended that the power to pass the law 
is delegated, or that it is necessary to carry any 
delegated power into execution, he hoped the gen- 
tlemen would put their finger on that part of the 
Constitution in which the power was granted; but 
he conceived that this could not be done now, no 
more than formerly, because no such clause was 
in the Constitution. 

Mr. M. said it was not only fair, but perfectly 
consistent, with the Constitution, that every act 
of Government might be discussed either in the 
public prints or elsewhere, by any citizen; and 


what other means than the press could the people 
employ to disseminate their opinions, or of know- 
ing the-opinions of others? Besides all this, the 
law must have a very bad effect on our system of 
Government, if we mean to keep it pure by elec- 
tions; if elections are to be free, the people ought 
to have the liberty of freely investigating the char- 
acter, conduct, and ability of each candidate to fill 
any place of public trust whatever, and this can- 
not be done as long as the present law continues 
in force. i 

It has been said formerly on this floor, and per- 
haps it would now be made an objection to the 
motion, that there was a great difference between 
the liberty. of the press and the abuse of the press. 
This may be true; but as no line of distinction has 
ever been drawn, so that we may know where the 
liberty of the press ends and the abuse begins, we 
may fairly conclude that it is impossible to draw 
the line. But if a line could be drawn, it would 
be of no consequence to us, because we are prohi- 
bited from legislating on the subject of the press 
by the Constitution. The press is amongst the 
best gifts bestowed on man, its benefits are incal- 
culable, and if we had the power to touch it, pra- 
dence would dictate to us to do it with great cau- 
tion ; and here permit me to repeat, that we have 
no power over it, given by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

A considerable argument in favor of the liberty 
of the press, if there was a necessity for one. might 
be derived from the old saying, that truth will 
always prevail. This Mr. M. said he firmly be- 
lieved, and could not discover any reason for pre- 
venting a free investigation of all public acts; and 
if there are those in the country who hold differ- 
ent opinions, they ought to have the same means 
of supporting their opinions. 

‘Another proof may be derived from the Con- 
stitution in favor of the opinion that the law is 
unconstitutional, it is that part which declares 
that the President and other officers may be im- 
peached. This also shows the propriety of ex- 
amining into the conduct of all officers, because 
it supposes that some one of them may commit a 
crime for which he ought to be impeached and 
punished. And if at any time, any officer liable 
to be impeached, should be guilty of malpractice 
in office, what so ready a way to make the dis- 
covery as a free and public investigation of his 
conduct? And yet the liberty to make this ex- 
amination is considerably curtailed by the law, 
for in doing this it is more than probable that 
the hatred of the good people of the United Sta- 
tes will be excited against such officer. Mr. M. 
said he hoped there never would be cause for any- 
thing of the kind, yet that was no reason why 
the means of making a discovery, in case it should 
happen, ought to be unlawful. i 

Mr. M. said he would not take up the time of 
the House any longer, and on these grounds would 
submit the subject to their decision, with the hope 
that the section would be repealed. f 

Mr. Bayar, said he could not question the 
purity of the motives which induced the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to introduce the reso- 
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lution on the table, but it was difficult to discover 
a sufficient object for the renewal of a subject 
which had heretofore been so fully discussed and 
so often decided. The House would remember 
that the law which the resolution ‘proposed to re- 
peal, would expire by its own limitation on the 3d 
of March 1801; and judging from its past effects 
there was certainly nothing to ‘dread from its con- 
tinuance another year. 

Mr. B. said he was-not one-of those who had 
ever had any scruples as to the constitutionality 
of the law or who ever felt alarm as to its opera- 
tion. He knew that it had been made the instru- 
ment of much clamor, ‘but there was no law so 
wholesome that party -could not create a clamor 
against it. The law in question went no further 
than to punish acts which no one would be hardy 
enoiigh to say ought not to be punished. It mod- 
erately chastised the author-of a false and mali- 
cious libel, who employed falsehood maliciously 
to deceive the people as to the conduct of the offi- 
cers of Government. It was no matter how wick- 
ed the motive ofan author might be, provided his 
publication was true, nor ‘was it material how 
groundless the publication was provided the mo- 
tive was honest. It was the combination of wick- 
edness and falsehood alone that was punished. 
And he would ask whether the nation had now 
anything to fear from the suppression of such a 
combination ? 

It was not his intention, Mr. B. said, to go into 
a dilated argument on the subject; he should how- 
ever beg permission to notice some things which 
fell from the gentleman who moved the resolution 
before the House. The gentleman had urged what 
had often been said, that the law was unconstitu- 
tional. If this objection were clearly founded, the 
Legislature could not be in too much haste to re- 
peal the law. But the enemies of the law must 
at least allow the point to be extremely doubtful; 
and considering in case the Legislature had erred, 
as to their power-on the subject, the citizen who 
was injured might seek relief from the judiciary 
by contesting the validity of the law, there was 
the less occasion to adopt the resolution. If the 
act was unconstitutional itwas no law; and, if no 
law, there was no occasion for the present inter- 
ference of the Legislature. 

It is insisted, by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, that the act is repugnant to the amend- 
ment to the Constitution which provides that Con- 
gress shall make no law abridging the freedom of 
the press. The gentleman himself had seen a 
wide difference between the liberty and Heen- 
tiousness of the press, and he had endeavored to 
anticipate the distinction. It is said that no line 
can be drawn on the subject; that the shades are 
indiscriminable and that you cannot curb the li- 
centiousness without wounding the liberty of the 
press. Nothing could be more fallacious than such 
reasoning. It applied with equal force to every 
human act which was punishable, because every 
act was equally susceptible of the shades of inno- 
cence and criminality. Crimes of the deepest 
dye, capitally punished, might be traced'by:a con- 
nexion scarcely perceptible to actions not only 


‘est errare. 


lawful but laudable. The act of homicide was 


graduated by the nicest lines, and according to 


the shades of the act it was commended, per- 
mitted, excused, or punished by the law. If the 
possibility of touching the liberty of the press were 
an objection to punishing the abuse of it, on the 
same ‘principle the whole criminal code ought to 
be‘abolished. It was always possible that inno- 
cence might be the victim of alawidesigned against 
guilt. Many innocent persons had suffered, and 
-even capitally, but this only proved the sad law 
of our nature, but too well known, humanum 


Mr. B. said it was: impossible for -him to feel a 
difficulty on the point of distinguishing between 
the liberty and licentiousness of the press, when 
he thought the line was ‘full-and -clearly defined 
by the law in question: “Surely to say the press 
shall not be the vehicle of malicious falsehood, is 
not to restrain its just liberty. “Will gentlemen 
say the Constitution meant'to-establish an‘empire 
of falsehood, or to prevent the ‘erection of pillars 
of truth? Can the freedom of the press require 
the liberty to publish malicious lies? Can any 
one hesitate in saying that sucha liberty would 
be licentiousness? The law had ‘said: no more. 
It has defined licentiousness to be the malicious 
publication of falsehood. And can it be said that 
the punishment of such an act restrains the just 
liberty of the press? Gentlemen could not sup- 
pose that the law was liable to be perverted toa 
different end. They would remember that its exe- 
cution was placed in the same hands to which were 
trusted our properties and our lives. No man 
could suffer under the law, unless a jury of the 
country convicted him of the offence designed b 
the law. He might defend himself by the wak 
of his statements, or the purity of his motives, and 
the jury would not, and could not convict him 
but on ihe belief that with wicked intentions he 
had published. what was false. With this protec- 
tion what was to be feared? The honest citizen 
was secure, it was only the restless, ambitious, 
unprincipled disturber of the peace who had any- 
thing to dread. 

The honorable gentleman had also relied upon 
that amendmentto the Constitution which reserves 
to the States and the people the power not delega- 
ted to the United States. Mr. B. admitted that 
if the power was not delegated to the United 
States it could not be exercised by Congress. 

But he insisted that the power was delegated. 
He found it in the last clause of the 18th section 
of the first article of the Constitution. By that 
clause Congress has ‘power “to make all laws 
‘ which:shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
‘into execution the foregoing powers, and all other 
í powers vested by the Constitution in the-Govern- 
“ment of the United States, or in any depart- 
‘ment or officer thereof.” This clause expressly 
delegates a general power of self preservation. 
The right given tothe Government to make laws 
proper for carrying into execution the powers dele- 
gated, necessarily carries with it the right to make 
Jaws proper to preserve and maintain the powers 
delegated, because the powers cannot be execu- 
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; ted unless they are- preserved. To preserve its 
powers the Government must certainly defend the 
foundation-on which they rest. The Government 
of the United States is immediately bottomed on 
public‘opinion: It originates with the people and 
depends on their will for its existence, and on their 
arms‘for: its protection. . Poison the- fountain of 
its‘ being’ and the whole frame is. palsied, and must 
sink’ into. lethargy or die in convulsions. The 
Government is bound not to deceive the people, 
and itis equally bound not to suffer them to be 
deceived: Delusion leads to insurrection and re- 
bellion, which: it is the duty of the Government 
to prevent.: This they cannot prevent unless they 


have a power‘to: punish those who with wicked. 


designs attempt to'mislead the people. Sir, said 
Mi: B. for Government willingly: or weakly to 
suffer the people to be misled, isto commit treason 
against them. It is our duty to defend. them: 
against deception, and: when they are’ rightly in- 
formed, there is no doubt but, in their turn, they 
will defend:the Government.’ 

The gentleman from North Carolina, however, 
had said the truth needed not theaid of a law; that 
in the end it would ‘always: prevail’ against false- 
hood. This was-a:fine moral: sentiment, but our 
limited knowledge of- events did not verify it. 
There wasscarce! y a period of the world, at which 
the empire of falsehood was not as extensive as that 
of truth. The labor of-truth was eternal, as fast as 
it vanquished one enemy anotherarose. Would the 
gentleman say the truth always prevails, when 
he looked:to the state of our holy religion? Near 
1800 years had elapsed since its Tight was abroad, 
and yet how large a portion of the world remained 
in darkness and error! If the sentiment, however, 
were true, it would not dispense with the propriety 
of the law. Though truth’ had power to prevail 
in the end, it was no reason why we should not 
assist it in the beginning. Were we called upon 
to be impartial between the principles of truth and 
falsehood, and to allow them to contend on an equal 
footing? Before the victory was obtained by truth 
it often happened that much mischief was done by 
falsehood: This was especially observable in po- 
litical: affairs. The law'in question was enlisted 
in the service of truth, and: designed solely to op- 
pose her enemies. ‘ 

Mr. B. said he had not risen with an intention 
of entering largely into the subject. He had been 
drawn further than he had designed to go, in 
answering observations which had fallen from the 
gentleman from North Carolina. His design was 
to vote against the resolution. He thought the 
law a wholesome one, and that it ought not to be 
repealed. i 

There was no modification of the resolution 
which would induce him to agree to it. But he 
thought it susceptible of amendment which would 
render it less exceptionable. Not knowing the 
event, he considered it as a duty to render the 
resolution as harmless as possible in case it should 
succeed. He should perhaps not disappoint the 
wish of the honorable gentleman who moved the 
resolution. It was certainly not the design of that 
gentleman to raise the floodgates of slander and 


defamation. His motive probably wasa tenderness 
for the Constitution, which he might consider in-. 
fringed by that law. The amendment he designed 
to propose would still hold out the terror of punish- 
ment to those who wickedly aspersed:the members 
of the Government. The gentleman must often 
have-observed in the public prints slanders the 
niost:flagitious and tinfounded, designed to impair 
the- confidence of the nation in officers of great 
trust, and whom we all knew to be equally faith- 
ful and zealous in the performance of their duty. 
Surely in such case it should be known that there 
was a power to punish: Heshouldtherefore move 
to amend the resolution:by the following addition > 
- © And the offences therein specified shall remain pun- 
ishable as at common law ; provided, that upon any pros- 
ecution it:shall be lawful for the defendant to give in 
his: defence the truth of the matters charged:as a libel.” 

Mr. Gauuatin could not conceive what con- 
nexion: the amendment,.as it was called, had with 
the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina. 
It in fact amounted to a complete substitute for 
that proposition. The motion was calculated to 
repeal a part ofa law, but the amendment was. 
calculated to establish an entirely different princi- 
ple, in direct opposition to the intention of the 
mover—not only that a certain class of persons 
should be punishable at common law, but that 
they should “remain” punishable at common law. 
This was certainly an independent proposition, 
and therefore improper to be coupled with it. 

In the next place it was improper, inasmuch 
as it would go to revive a law which the motion 
went to repeal, and therefore, being to all intents 
a substitute for the original motion, could not be in 
order. Nor could the motion be of any use ac- 
cording to its own words. It provides that cer- 
tain offences shall remain punishable at common 
law; this implies that they are already punishable: 
in the courts of the United States, and if they are 
now punishable, there being no attempt to change 
the jurisdiction of the common law over them, it 
can be of no use to declare they shall remain so. 
The: resolution goes to repeal a statute. Is it 
necessary then to say that a measure which goes 
to repeal a statute shall not go to repeal the com- 
mon law? The common law remains of course. 
But if the amendment, or supposed amendment, 
goes to establish a kind of substitute, by maintain- 
ing the principle of the statute which was identi- 
cally thesame that the resolution was intended to 
destroy, it certainly must be out of order. Mr. G. 
appealed tothe Chair. ! 

T'he Speaker declared the amendment in order. 

Mr. Nicnowas said if the amendment meant 
anything, it certainly implied that these offences 
were now punishable at common law, by the 
expression “remain.” For what then could the 
amendment be introduced? It could not be pre- 
tended that the motion of the gentleman from 
North Carolina was calculated to repeal any part 
of the common law. If it was meant to declare 
what would be of course, it could have no opera- 
tion at all. If the real design is not the apparent 
one, it is very evident that something farther is in- 
tended than the gentleman: has acknowledged or 
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the House is aware of, and can only operate as a 
trick to defeat any attempt to repeal thé law, or to. 


couple with it a provision much worse thanall the 


provisions of the law. Something is meant to be 
adopted which is not now in existence, and which 
gentlemen do not wish to declare. : 

Were gentlemen prepared, Mr. N. asked, to 
bring into force in this country all the common 
law of England, and with it all the punishments 
and penalties thére inflicted? He knew that this 
would be esteemed extremely useful and gratify- 
ing in one department of the Government, but it 
could not be done; he knew that. there was-too 
much wisdom in that House to admit of such a 
system, the danger of which was extremely evi- 
dent. 

If the motion was to introduce no new law or 
principle, it would be useless, but if it was to in- 
troduce a new law, or rather a new and essential 
principle, (of which he had no doubt,) an hundred 
more unknown but hidden ones would attend it, 
because the practice of another country would be 
introduced in all its rigor. This was done in a 
way which he conceived never could meet the as- 
sent of Congress—it covered under it so much 
more than it pretended—and which, whenever es- 
tablished, must have a serious effect. He. there- 
fore trusted it would be rejected. 

Mr. Bayarp said, it was as little his intention 
as it could be his expectation to cover under plain 
words a design which no veil could have conceal- 
ed from the eyes of the House. He did not know 
what the gentleman meant by a trick. But if he 
meant anything unfair, it was not justified by what 
had occurred on the occasion, and could be attrib- 

uted only to a disposition which is ever ready to 
suspect what it is apt to practice. He had no hes- 
itation in avowing that the amendment was pred- 
icated in the existence of the common law, and 
was not designed to introduce it. He had always 
been of opinion, nor could he suffer himself to 
doubt, that the common law existed under the 
Constitution of the United States. He had no 
doubt that those who wished to weaken the Gov- 
ernment would maintain a different doctrine. 
Without the common law the Courts of the Uni- 
ted States would be reduced to a cypher, and the 
other branches of the Government be stripped of 
that great defence which its institutions and prin- 
ciples afforded. Without recurring to the common 
law the Constitution could neither be explained 
nor executed. The judicial bill supposed it to ex- 
ist, and the judges had pronounced its existence. 
He was informed that the question had been sev- 
eral times decided, and that all the judges united 
in opinion with the exception of one. It wasa 
point proper for the judiciary to decide, and their 
decision was full evidence of the existence of the 
law. It might bein the power of Congress to un- 
make the law, but, after the judicial determination 
of the point, it was necessary for them to enact it. 

Mr. B. could not conceive how the gentleman 
from Virginia could misunderstand the language 
of the amendment. The words were, that the of- 
fences specified in the act should remain punisha- 
ble as at common law. Was it necessary to ex- 
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plain to the gentleman the meaning of the word 
remain? If the gentleman was not capable of 
understanding the word, Mr. B.said he certainly 
was not to blame, as it was in no degree ambigu- 
ous.. But he hoped at least;that his express avow- . 
ai that he considered the common law as existing, 
and that he considered the offences specified in the 
act.as punishable at common law, would ren- 
der him intelligible even to the gentleman from 
Virginia. . i 

The principal design of the amendment was to 
ameliorate the common law. It was known that 
upon a- public prosecution for libel, the truth of 
the matter charged as a libel was no defence. 
This doctrine he thought unrighteous in itself and 
inconsistent with political freedom. He could not 
consent that truth should be punished. It was 
important that the truth in politics should be 
known. He wished to circulate it, and support its 
credit, by punishing the impostures of falsehood, 
which frequently assumed its appearance. When 
the Sedition bill was before Congress, he had been 
governed by the same principle, and proposed an 
amendment to the same effect with the present, 
which was incorporated in the bill. ; 

Mr. B. would only further observe, that in his 
opinion without a power to punish defamation a 
popular Government could not exist.. It rests im- 
mediately on the opinion of the people.. The pub- 
lic affection is the-vital principle of the Govern- 
ment. Let that affection be alienated and the 
Administration is palsied. Not a law could be ex- 
ecuted, not a measure could be supported. Must. 
not the Government have the power of preserving 
itself? They who doubt this principle must wish 
it exterminated. It could not preserve itself with- 
out the power of punishing those atrocious and 
poisonous falsehoods, which unprincipled ambi- 
tion and the violent spirit of party were ever ready 
to employ as means to accomplish their purposes. 

Mr. Gatatin said, the gentleman from Dela- 
ware (Mr. Bavaro) certainly did give the House 
to understand that he meant, by his amendment, 
to introduce a new principle: for he had asked 
whether the gentleman from North Carolina 
would leave the country without a law to inflict 
punishment on these offences ; would he open the 
flood-gates to defamation and scandal? This cer- 
tainly implied that there was no law to correct 
the evil: he had not then told the House that li- 
bels were already punishable at common law, by 
the Federal Courts. But afterwards he came 
forward and denied any design to introduce a 
new principle: he said that the common law was 
the law of this land. 

Mr. G. did not understand the precise meaning 
of the gentleman. This was a principle so ex- 
tremely extensive, and susceptible of so many 
meanings, that he presumed it impossible to be 
understood. If, as the gentleman said, the amend- 
ment conveyed no new idea, because the offence 
was already punishable at common law, what 
then did it mean? It must mean that it was not 
an amendment to the resolution, but an amend- 
ment- to the common law, in order to effect the 
same object which the resolution first proposed 
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went to repeal; and therefore it could not be in 
order, because one was in direct violation of the 
other... But the decision of the Chair had pro- 
nounced it in order. : 

Mr. G. suggested to the candor’ofthe gentleman, 

_ whether it would not be better to make-a distinct 

- proposition of his motion... If the first motion is 
carried, it will be-in his power at any time to pro- 
pose any other ‘he may think fit. An admissoin 
of the one will not prevent the subsequent admis- 
sion of the other, but certainly the first ought to 
be tħe first in order. But to force the House into 
a debate, not on the principle of the first resolu- 
tion but of a new one; viz: what would be the best 
substitute, or what would be the law, if this should 
be repealed, certainly was not consistent with. his 
usual candor. This must necessarily puzzle the 
friends of the resolution as to what vote to:give. 
The House were told that the judiciary, with one 
exception, had pronounced the common: law. of 
the land. Mr. G. wished to understand the asser- 
tion. Upon this broad and large construction of 
the judiciary, he would not hesitate to say that. 
“ wehave no construction ;” forif it was intended 
to say that certain species of offences, which had 
been recognised as. offences by the common law 
(perhaps) of Great Britain, were within the ju- 
risdiction of the judiciary of the United States, 
merely because they were offencesat common law, 

` it was clearly the same as setting aside at one 
stroke all the restrictions and limitations of power 
as expressed in the Constitution. It was giving 
to the judiciary a legislative power of adopting 
certain laws not. enacted’ by Congress as the law 
oftheland. Indeed it was giving a farther power: 
Congress had no power to legislate on any subject 
which was not specially granted to them by the 
Constitution; but, if the other doctrine was true, 
the judiciary could decide on subjects upon which 
Congress could not legislate. 
` But, Mr. C. asked, where did the judges get 
that power of making the common law the law 
of our land? Théir power is limited; no depart- 
ment of the Government has a power to make 
laws but the Legislative, and if that idea is just, 
how can the judges assume an uncontrolled juris- 
diction over all common law offences? The mo- 
tion certainly argues that the judges havea power 
which it cannot be proved ever was given to them 
by the Constitution. He said he was not ready to 
meet this altogether new principle, in every point 
of view a subject of such magnitude merited: these 
ideas were drawn from him as the most promin- 
ent on the occasion. 

When the Sedition law was proposed and adopt- 
ed, was it brought up with a view of ameliorating 
the common law, because its severities for this 
species of crime were too hard? No, it was un- 
doubtedly brought forward asa measure of defence. 
It was thought that there was no power in the 
judges to carry into effect such punishments as 
were thought by a majority essentially necessary 
to support the Government. It was therefore 
brought up as a part of the general defensive sys- 
tem. When a motion was made to repeal it dur- 
ing the last session, the committee appointed to 


report on the subject, did report on it as a part 
of the measures of defence against France, and 
therefore, in that state of things, thought it impro- 
per to repeal it. Nay, were not the arguments of 
the gentleman this day grounded on the necessity 
of the law being continued? What need ofall this 
argument, and of what force would these opinions 
be if the crime was already punishable at com- 
mon law?. All these arguments would be falla- 
cious, if the offence was already punishable at com- 
mon law. This being a question of so novel a 
nature, Mr. G. presumed the House was not pre- 
pared to discuss it. Indeed it was one of so deli- 
cate a nature that it ought not to be admitted in a 
way wherein it could not be maturely discussed. 
If the offences are cognizable at common law, 
then the motion of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina would leave the subject inthe same situa- 
tion as the gentleman from Delaware wanted to 
place it, but if they are not cognizable, the motion 
of the gentleman from Delaware would make 
them so. It is impossible to conceive that the lat- 
ter gentleman could think his motion necessary, 
except it was to destroy the other motion, and if 
meant to destroy that, it ought not to be admit- 
ted as coupled with it. 

Mr. Harper said, whether the conduct of the 
gentleman from Delaware was candid or proper, 
the House could judge, but that there was neither a 
want of candor or of propriety evinced in the pres- 
ent proposition, he believed, must plainly appear; 
however, it did so to lim. This method of intro- 
ducing amendments was constantly the practice 
of the House; it would not bea novel practice 
to endeavor to make-a thing better which was dis- 
approved of. Mr. H. disapproved of the motion 
on the table; but, if it must pass, he certainly would 
wish it to pass in as unexceptionable a form as 
possible. j 

There appeared to him but two distinct propo- 
sitions now before the House. One was, whether 
the common law, generally speaking, was the law 
of the land; and the other, whether these offences 
were punishable under the Constitution of the 
United States. These were entirely distinct. He 
did not consider it necessary to inquire, on the 
present subject, whether the common law was in 
force in the United States, or whether it was not; 
the only inquiry he thought was, whether the of- 
fence of libelling the Government was punishable 
in the United States without the aid of a statute. 
Of this he never had a doubt. 

The Constitution provides that all offences under 
that Constitution, or the laws made in pursuance 
thereof, should be punished by the judiciary pow- 
er. Now the law which our forefathers brought 
with them, and to secure which they shed their 
blood, is what is termed the common law; by this 
law it was punishable for any person to libel the 
Government, by fine and imprisonment. This 
law, therefore, is an affirmance of this common 
or-universal law. If the subject matter exist, the 
law operates: if the Constitution of the United 
States gives birth to the subject matter, the offence 
is therefore punishable under that Constitution. 
When the Constitution created the Government, 
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it brought into existence the subject. matter; the- 


offence therefore arises under the Constitution, 
and in that view the judiciary power can punish 
libels against the Government of the United States. 

With regard to the reasons why this law was 
introduced, the gentleman last up was mistaken, 
both as to factsand conclusions. He-said thatthe 
reasons why the law. was introduced were ground-. 
ed on measures of defence, and that this was con- 
sidered.as a part of that system. Every other gen- 
tleman but him, Mr. H. ‘said, knew that the rea- 
son was because-there was a doubt entertained: as 
to the applicability of the common law to this spe- 
cies of offence, and whether it could:be punished 
under the Constitution or not. To remove these 
doubts the law was made—it was introduced as a 
declaratory act—an act to render a. pre-existing 
fact notorious, and so express, that “he that runs 
may read it.” 

Another object was to mitigate the undue rigor 
of the common law, and to give opportunity for 
the person charged to clear himself by. proving the 
truth of his assertion. On this ground also: the 
present amendment was introduced, and on this 
ground-it is an amelioration:to what would exist 
without it. It was true, that this law was passed 
about the same time of the adoption of the defen- 
sive measures, but the conclusion that this was 
one did not follow of course. Nor was it tobe in- 
ferred, from the period at which it was passed, that 
no such offence existed independently of the act. 
If these things were true, there was an absolute 
necessity for the motion of the gentleman from 
Delaware, in order to declare what is the law of 
the land, as it stands, independent of the statute; 
and for another use, as observed before, to remove 
the severities of the penalty. It was not his desire, 
Mr. H. said, that the law should be repealed, but 
if it must, he wished it to be coupled with this 
provision. 

Mr. Sorru concurred in the idea with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that this bill was cer- 
tainly brought forward in connexion with mea- 
sures of defence.. The bill was first. brought into 
the Senate in a very objectionable shape indeed, 
it was changed there, and underwent other alter- 
ations in the House. It was. thought a-measure 
essentially necessary, toguard against the treachery 
that was at that time apprehended from the French. 
Another proof of that principle was, that the bill 
was made to continue in force about the probable 
time that this necessity might arise. There was 
then no doubt of the connexion of the bill with the 
other measures of defence entered into at that pe- 
riod. It was clear, therefore, that the gentleman 
from South Carolina himself, and not the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, was deficient in his re- 
Se i of the grounds on which the law was 

uilt. 

Mr. Norr moved, as the question was so mate- 
rially changed by the last motion, and asit appear- 
ed to him to involve an important subject, that. it 
be referred. to a Committee of the whole House, 
He believed he was not singular in his wish; he 
was not prepared to give his vote, and supposed it 
must be the case with other gentlemen, on which 


account he wished it to receive every possible 
consideration. 

The question. for commitment was taken and 
negatived—49 to 41. 

+ NichoLas confessed, notwithstanding the 
skill of the gentleman from South: Carolina in en- 
lightening his hearers, that his understanding was 
yet so dull that it was impossible for him to escape 
the imputation:of ignorance from that- gentleman. 
He considered: this motion in no other light than 
as.an affirmance of the common law, covered un- 
der the pretended modification of.it. . This appear- 
ed: to. be confessed in effect, though not openly. 
The gentleman from Delaware at first pointed out 
the danger to which he-supposed the Government 
would be exposed. by the flood of slanders opened 
on it by the motion first made, and yet.the gentle- 
man now says he only intended to ameliorate the 
common law, and not to introduce new restraints. 
He said farther, that he himself:never had a doubt 
about the common law being the law.of this coun- 
try, but acknowledged there was:a doubt in the 
judiciary about it. This wasa proof that if it was 
not the established law, he wished it to be in force, 
and therefore, as there was some doubt about it, 
he. proposed an affirmance of the principle. Let 
the gentleman: endeavor to clear himself of that 
imputation as: much as he pleases, it still was eyi- 
dently his desire that the House should sanction 
the common law, which Mr. N. trusted they never 
would do. 

Mr. N. said he should not pretend to go into an 
examination of what ismeant by the common law; 
he confessed he could not do it; he did not know 
what it was, nor did he ever yet seea man who 
could explain it to him, or that pretended to do it. 
It was the first time that he had heard it said that 
the Sedition law was intended as a modification of 
the common law; he appealed to the debates of the 
period when the Sedition law passed; there was not 
a solitary opinion then given that the United States 
had such law as is now called the common law. 
Herecollected, indeed, some gentlemen saying that 
it was a law in all the States, and thence argued 
that it was necessary the General Government 
should have similar restraints. ` 

The gentleman from South Carolina, indeed, had 
endeavored to remove the difficulties in the way 
of the amendment, by calling it part of the univer- 
sallaw. This was quite a new term, and a new 
doctrine. Where he was to go to look for this law, 
he was more ata loss than before. Was it the 
practice of all nations, and was no Government to 
deviate from this universal law? It was not to the 
common law of England alone, then, that they 
were to affirm, but something yet more uncertain! 
But the gentleman pretended to prove it an offence 
under the Constitution. The Constitution indeed 
speaks. of the offences under it, but defines a vari- 
ety of crimes, more than enough to satisfy such an 
expression—treason for example is a crime, under 
the Constitution, the mode of punishment being 
left alone to thelaw. On the whole, whether the 
amendment is to be understood according to the 

entleman’s first explanation, as a substitute for the 
edition law, or according to his last explanation 
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as an amelioration of the law of the land, it must 
deserve the name he had given it, a trick to effect 
more than the terms of it seemed to import. 

Mr. Oris said, that the amendment proposed by 
his friend from Delaware was new to him when 
offered to the Chair. He was however astonished 
at the unwelcome reception which it had encoun- 
tered. It appeared to him to be a most happy ex- 
pedient for reconciling. the views of the friends 
and opposers of the original act, and yet it affected 
some gentlemen with stronger abhorrence and ap- 
prehension than the law itself. The true state of 
facts relative to this subject he apprehended to be, 
that gentlemen on one side of the House maintain- 
ed an opinion that libels against the Government 
were punishable by common law, and that the 
truth was no justification. On the other side it is 
believed that the common law is unknown to the 
Constitution, and the Sedition act, being a viola- 
tion of the Constitution, ought to be repealed. The 
judicial courts.of the United States are alone com- 
petent to decide this question, It is not.to be ex- 
pected that either party will recede from a belief 
of-its own tenets. .. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Delaware is calculated to leave each 
in possession of its respective doctrine, and to 
guard against the mischiefs arising from either. 
He agrees that the act shall be repealed, and only 
requests..that if, in that event, our opinion of the 
competency of the commen law should be estab- 
lished by the proper tribunal, a man charged with 
writing.alibel may be permitted to give in evidence 
the truth ofhis assertions. Wherein consisted the 
unfair design, or appearance of duplicity, charged 
upon this measure, he confessed that he could not 
perceive. It did not contain the affirmation of any 
new principle, unknown to the Constitution, and, 
if it did, it would be of no binding authority. It 
proceeded merely upon the supposition that the 
principles of the common law were recognised by 
the Constitution. If the assumption of this prin- 
ciple was erroneous, a court of law would decide 
against it; butif, on the other hand, it should hap- 
pen to be sustained, would not the utility of a pro- 
vision appear manifest, which should screen from 
punishment the author of a publication founded 
in truth. 

Mr. O. observed, that in reply to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, who denied that the common 
law was recognised by the Constitution or the 
laws, he would venture the assertion, that the Con- 
stitution itself was not intelligible without the aid 
of definitions taken from the common law. In 
one section was contained an express allusion to 
trials at law, which could be satisfied by no other 
law than the common law. This construction 
had been retained in the act for establishing the 
jedicial courts, which. provides for trials at com- 
mon law, in so many words. All our forms of 
trials and judicial proceedings, as well criminal 
as civil, are modelled upon and conducted confor- 
mably to the uses of the common law. He was 
at a loss to account for the repugnance entertained 
by some gentlemen to a law under which nearly 
every member of the House had been born and 
educated, and from which they derived a security 
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for their titles to their estates, and for the princi- 
pal rights of property and persons. 

But gentlemen are pleased to declare their ig- 
norance of the meaning of the words “common 
law.” Do you mean, say they, the common law 
of England? Is that the law of this country ? If 
not; how do you define and explain it? I will an- 
swer, said Mr. O., No! We mean not the law of 
England in its full extent. We know thata great 
part of that law does not apply to the nature of 
our Government or the circumstances of our coun- 
try. But we mean so much of that law as, being 
applicable to the circumstances of this people, has 
been adopted into practice by constant and imme- 
morial usage. It may indeed be pretended, that 
this law has been so variously modified in the 
different States, as entirely to destroy its unifor- 
mity, and consequently its relation to the whole 
people of America; but to this objection it was a 
plain answer, that the right of punishing all mis- 
demeanors, which, being wrong in their own na- 
ture, had a tendency to destroy the Government, 
was inherent in the people of every State, and 
had never been relinquisned by any of the Uni- 
ted States. It was a principle of common law 
essential to the preservation of social order and of 
every Government under Heaven. It was the 
basis of the present Constitution; a birthright to 
which we should cling as a blessing and a priv- 
ilege, and not abjure as a curse. The reason which 
operated upon his mind in favor of the amend- 
ment, was what he had assigned; to secure the 
citizen from the rigor of the common law in this 
particular, if he should be found amenable to its 
jurisdiction. 

The argument of the gentleman from Pennsy)- 
vania is, that if the common law be unknown to 
the Constitution, this amendment will give it a 
sanction, and if it be a part of the Constitution the 
amendment is unnecessary. This argument may 
be retorted upon the gentleman. Ifthe common 
law be a part of the Constitution the amendment 
will be nugatory and do no harm—but should 
it be otherwise decided, as it has already been 
in several cases by the Circuit Court, then the 
amendment will ameliorate the common law and 
prove highly beneficial. 

Mr. Macon thought it the most extraordinary 
amendment that ever was tacked to a resolution. 
It meant neither more nor less when coupled with 
the resolution, than that the law ought to be re- 
pealed, and yet continued in force! If the com- 
mon law was in force, and could punish the crimes, 
what reason could there be for declaring so by a 
statute? If it was not, he was not yet convinced 
that this would not establish it; he feared it would. 
The law in question was said not to be a measure 
of defence. In addition to what had been said on 
that subject, he referred to an observation of Mr. 
Rourea, a few days ago, in reference to the 
resolution now before the House: in recapitula- 
ing the. measures of defence which he supposed 
some gentlemen wished to repeal, he mentioned 
this as one, and no doubt he thought it one. 

Mr. Hartiey was in hopes there would have 
been an open and candid discussion of the first 
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motion; he conceived it would have a very good | 
effect upon the minds of the people, who were dis- 
satisfied with the law. He considered that more 
harm than good would attend this law, and there- 
fore, as a question of policy, it would be best to 
repeal it. ‘The few prosecutions which had taken 
place under it, he considered had tended to bring 
two or three individuals to public notice and con- 
sequence, who would otherwise have sunk into no- 
thing, or never been known. He believed it was: 
generally the opinion of the bench that the com- 
mon law was in existence in this country, but that 
question had not fairly come before the House ; 
he wished it had been made the subject of a dis- 
tinct proposition, and not been'so interwoven with 
what he considered entirely another subject. It 
would be remembered that last session, he had pre- 
sented a petition from 1,700 of his constituents 
against this bill; paying some attention to their 
will, and doubting the propriety or policy of the 
law, he should vote for the repeal of the section 
proposed by the gentleman: from North Carolina, 
and against the amendment. 

Mr. J. Brown, in answer to the observation of 
Mr. Hartiey, that he had presented a petition 
from 1,700 persons, against this bill, said that he 
presented one from 3,000, not one of whom, he 
would be bold to say, wished to have the act re- 
pealed. 

The question was then taken upon the first part 
of the resolution in the words following: 


Resolved, That the second section of the act passed 
the 14th July, 1798, entitled “ An act for the punish- 
ment of certain crimes against the United States,” 
ought to be repealed: 


And carried in the affirmative—yeas 50, nays 
48, as follows : | 


Yzras-—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel į 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell; Gabriel Chris- | 
tie, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas 
T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggles- 
ton, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, 
Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. 
Hanna, Thos. Hartley, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, 
Benjamin Huger, George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron 
Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, 
Nathaniel Macon, John Marshall, Peter Muhlenberg, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, 
Abraham Nott, Josiah Parker, John Randolph, John 
Smilie, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, 
Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Jol 
seph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. | 
Nuys——George Baer, Bailey Barlett, James A. Bay- | 


ard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John Brown; Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, 
Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, 
John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Tho- 
mas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, William 
Gordon, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archi- 
bald Henderson, Wiliam H. Hill, James H. Imlay, John 
Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, 
Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Jonas 
Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, junior, 
Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shepard, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg 


Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and 
Henry Woods. 

Mr. Lee said the question was, at this moment, 
whether the House should say to the world that 
the councils of the United States possessed the 
means of legislative provision, or whether they 
did not—whether the American Government had’ 
not made a law upon a subject over which it pos- 
sessed ample power to legislate? A manœuvre 
had: been introduced to repeal a law, but by the 
rules of the House that manceuvre had-completely 
turned against its friends, that part of the resolution 
having passed. Mr. L. was very happy an amend- 
ment had been introduced which enabled him to 
vote ina way to get rid of the deformity attend- 
ing the original proposition, and at the same time 
to make the condition of the people better than it 
was under thelaw. He was one of those who be- 
lieved that the common law was the law of this 
land, and therefore he was. desirous of amending 
the proposition of the gentleman from Delaware to 
the one now passed. With that amendment he 
should be induced to vote for it, because it would 
ameliorate the common law; it would enable the 
accused to produce the truth (if truth existed) in 
his defence. 

Mr. NicHovas conceived the common law was 
at its last push, and that if gentlemen, who were 
friends to it, could not get this, or some such pro- 
vision, to support it, it was beginning to appear so 
monstrous that it never could be executed in this 
country. There might be found court after court 
who could give opinions in favor of its existence 
and force, but he should venture to'say that public 
opinion must finally make them abandon the doc- 
trine. 

The principle proposed was recommended upon 
the ground that the accused might give the truth 
in evidence. He would venture to say that if this 
amendment was admitted, the accused would scarce 
ever be able to give the truth in evidence. Let the 
President or let the Congress act as corruptly as 
possible, let them do it as constantly as possible, it 
could not be proclaimed to the world; they were 
too secure under this provision, because what may 
be the truth, it might be impossible to produce in 
evidence. This was the amount of the doctrine. 
This view of it ought to deter the House from 
adopting so evil a principle. 

As to gentlemen saying that this would leave 
the power precisely where it was, and would in- 
troduce nothing injurious, but on the: contrary 
would operate to soften the rigor of the law, it 
was nothing but a specious provision, and un- 
founded reasoning, introduced to render a danger- 
ous doctrine acceptable, and to make it go down 
the more unperceived. It certainly was caleula- 
ted to give legislative sanction to the decision of 
the judges, so that if it was a wrong principle, in 
this instance, it would be more than a common 
wrong, and he hoped gentlemen would be so im- 
pressed with its evil tendencies as to vote against 
the motion. 

Mr. Dana quoted the ordinance for the govern: 
ment of the Territory Northwest of the Ohio, in 
1787, to prove that common law was established 
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in the American code, that people were entitled to 
common law jurisdiction, and it was considered-as 
a valuable article. The government of the com- 
mon law was repeatedly recognised; he said, in 
our courts of justice. But it was not confined to 
civil actions, as recognised by the 9th amendment 
to the Constitution, but in many instances extend- 
ed to criminal actions. In the 10th amendment 
the article of bail was treated of, excessive bait 
was not to'be required; the nature of bail was set- 
tled always by the usages of common law, and 
common law alone could say what was excessive 
bail. Again, I will say, that in a case where a 
new trial is required, no fact already examined 
shall be re-examined but by the rules of common 
law. Indeed the whole: code was full of refer- 
ences to the existence of common law; every pub- 
lic record was drawn agreeably to common law 
usage. When he spoke of common law, Mr. D: 
said, he did not mean the common law of England, 
but he meant that part of the universal common 
law which was adopted by America, and which 
was become our common law. ‘The common law 
jurisdiction being as ‘well established as the Con- 
stitution, the laws, and the practice of our courts 
could make it, the amendment proposed could not 
be considered as introducing a new principle. On 
these grounds he should vote for it. 

Mr. GALLATIN considered the observations of 
the gentlemen from Massachusetts and Connecti- 
cut, as an’ answer to the objections made to the 
proposition as it respected the existence of com- 
mon law. The principle that courts in their pro- 
ceedings on subjects within their jurisdiction 
should be governed by the rules of common law, 
and adopt certain general definitions of common 
law, was very different from the principle that a 
certain class of offences which otherwise were not 
within their jurisdiction, should be cognizable by 
those courts merely because they were offences at 
common law. Let it be granted that the common 
law is recognised to a certain extent by the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, that it has 
been modified in the different States to suit their 
circumstances, and that it serves asa rule by which 
the judiciary is to be governed in their conduct 
upon questions on which by the Constitution and 
laws they have jurisdiction. But here we stop, 
and say that we do not wish, under color of com- 
mon law jurisdiction, to give our sanction to a 
new species of power which the judiciary never 
have possessed, and which they cannot assume 
without it. This amendment declares that a spe- 
cies of offence, the jurisdiction of which does by 
the Constitution belong to the judiciary, does in 
effect belong to them by another power—that of 
common law. Thus the gentleman creates two 
Constitutions, that of the United States, and that 
of the common law? He admits two distinct 
sources whence our judges derive their authority. 

It is certain that the doctrine now insisted on 
goes to erase from the Constitution all the limits 
by which the judiciary are bound. We say, that 
by the Constitution, the power of the judiciary is 
limited to certain prescribed bounds, and that they 
cannot go beyond those points, and therefore, as 


specific powers are given to them by the Consti- 
tution, they cannot have those powers increased 
or assume new powers; but does not this motion 
go to give a new series of powers to that depart- 
ment? Nay, does it not go to'say that not only 
the offences now under consideration, but all those 
offences which, although not within their juris- 
diction, are offences at common law, shall be cog- 
nizable by them? Mr. G. said he did not think 
it could be proper, upon a slight investigation, for 
the House at once to decide that this extensive 
and hitherto unknown jurisdiction should belong 
to the judges. 

But why, Mr. G. asked, was the proposition now 
made? It could be.for no other purpose than to 
defeat the resolution just adopted, and to re-enact 
a section which it had been just agreed to repeal. 
The second section says that certain offences shall 
be punished by the law itself in a certain manner 
—this it was agreed to repeal; but now came an- 
other motion forward, to say with the same breath 
that these same offences should be punished, but 
in a different manner. Why is this alteration in 
the mode of punishment? It must be because one 
is preferable to the other. But'what is the pun- 
ishment the common law inflicts? If he mistook 
not, the punishment enacted by common law was 
more discretionary or more: penal than what was 
now proposed to be repealed. Fine and imprison- 
ment, without limitation of even pillory, were the 
common law punishments. Therefore, the gen- 
tleman who made the original motion and the 
friends of that motion were now called upon to 
adopt a principle more hateful, in their opinion, 
than. the onethey had just voted to repeal. Mr. G. 
said he would much rather have the present law 
continue in existence than that-the common law 
should be substituted, because the punishment in- 
flicted by common law was greater and more ar- 
bitrary, and because the law would soon expire, 
whilst the amendment rendered the doctrine of 
common law perpetual. 

Those gentlemen who wished to repeal the law 
as it now stands, did it with a view of substituting 
something better and not something worse, but if 
they were to agree to their own motion, accom- 
panied by that of the gentleman from Delaware, a 
worse and perpetual law would be substituted for a 
temporary one, and therefore they would be com- 
pelled to vote against both, when connected. As 
it was clear, therefore, that the second motion 
would inevitably defeat the first, he hoped those 
who voted for the one would vote against the 
other. 

Mr. Harrer observed, that all the gentlemen 
who had spoken to these motions constantly re- 
curred to the same misconception with which they 
set out. The question was not, as gentlemen had ` 
treated it, to know whether the judges were to 
have a power delegated to them -by this law which 
was not given them by the Constitution; but the 
real question was whether the offences herein de- 
tailed were punishable under, and by the Consti- 
tution? In-the discussion of it they said there 
was no common law in the United States; or, 
however, to- clear themselves of what they could 
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not get out of otherwise, they called it alla mere | Macon, John Marshall, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
matter of form! New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Ran- 
Mr. H. would ask them whether the rules of | dolph, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, 
evidence was a matter of form?. Suppose for in- | David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
stance a criminal trial was brought on in one of | John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
the courts, in a case of life or death: the evidence | Cortlandt, J oseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams, 
in that case must be given and accepted upon | Some discussion here took place on the point of 
rules of common law-—would gentlemen call this | order, as to taking the question on the whole reso- 
only a matter of form! If they would, common | lwion as amended; with some gentlemen, and 
sense must revolt at their judgment. Suppose a | with the Speaker, it appearing that if both parts of 
case of murder—the legal definition of murder | the resolution were carried, of course the whole 
must be known, and could only be known upon | was; on the other hand it was suggested as unfair 
common law principles. Where would you go | to force an amendment on an original resolution 
to find it? Not to the Constitution, nor to. our | which destroyed.its whole effect, and substituted 
statute books, but to Hawkins; there is its defini- ; a worse principle, on which account they wished 
tion, and that is common law. Suppose the in- | to vote against the whole. 
quiry be, what is the law on the rule of deficit;| Mr. Oris relieved the House from the embar- 
where would you find what are the rules? You | rassment by moving the question on the whole 
must go to Blackstone’s Commentaries. These | resolution. 
are important questions, and are only soluble on | Mr. RANDOLPH rose to express his reasons for 
common law principles. So it is with all rules of | the vote he was about to give.. He was sorry this 
law, and yet, however important, there is to be no | extraordinary measure had been used to prevent 
common law, agreeably to these gentlemen’s opin- | the question being taken in the way it ought to 
ious. If, then, there is sucha thing as common law, | have been. If the friends of the original motion 
if it is recognised in any court of the United States | were now to vote for it, it would put the liberties 
and in all the State courts, and their whole prac- | of the people upon an infinitely worse footing 
tice is built on it; if it goes to life, to limb, and to | than at present. The question ought to have been, 
reputation; if its use among us is without limits; | simply, whether the House would repeal an ob- 
where are gentlemen’s arguments? How can they | noxiousact? But it seemed to have been changed 
refuse to recognise a thing which necessarily is in | so as to be, whether the House would place of- 
continual existence whether they do it or not? fenders under that law in a worse situation than 
The question was then taken on Mr. Bayann’s | before? Those who were even enemies to the 
amendment and carried—yeas 51, nays 47—in the | law as it now stood, could not hesitate to vote for 
following words, after Mr. Macon’s motion: the preservation of a law they disliked. Mr. R. 
“And the offences therein specified shall remain | disliked the law in question because it was wncon- 
punishable at common law ; provided, that, upon any stitutional, and because it was inexpedient. Were 
prosecution, it shall be lawful for the defendant to give the first objection out of the question, the latter 
in evidence, for his defence, the truth of the matter | alone would be important. Those gentlemen who 


charged as a libel.” | had witnessed the impression this law made on 
The following are the yeas and nays upon the the public mind could not avoid being earnest for 
amendment: ; its repeal, but however earnest, he never could 


Yras—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- | 2S1 to substitute a worse for it. ; 
ard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christo- Though some gentlemen seem to think that the 
pher. G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, | parts were the same as the whole, and though it 
Samuel W. Dana, John’ Davenport, Franklin Daven- | might be self-evident in mathematics, yet it cer- 
port, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, tainly was not always so in morals, nor in pol- 
Thomas Evans, Abicl Foster, Jonathan Freeman, | itics. This question, taken in its aggregate form, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, | was as foreign to that originally proposed as was 
William Gordon, Edwin Gray, Roger Griswold, Robert | possible. Mr. R. said, so far was he from wish- 
Goodloe Harper, William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, { ing to subject the people of the United States to 
James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, | what was called common law usage inthis country, 
Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham | so far was he from declaring a power to exist 
Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, | where the Constitution had not placed it, that, as 
Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, much as he disliked the Sedition law and much 


jun, Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shepard, : + 
George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, asihe approved armoton for its repeal; he soulo 


a vote against it in this dangerous shape, and hoped 
aed len Woods, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, gentlemen who had entertained the same dislike 
Naxys—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel | tout would act inva similar manner, and not be 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- i carried away with the fair pretence of ameliora- 
tie, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. tion, so much talked about—a mere evasion of the 
Davis, John. Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, | Merits of the resolution. These were the reasons 
Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Sam- | which would influence him to reject the resolu- 
uel Goode, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Thomas | tion in turn. 
Hartley, Joseph Heister, Archibald Henderson, David | Mr. Smitie also rose to give his reasons, to a. 
Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, | similar effect. He never could agree to make an 
Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Nathaniel | offence felony for which he concidered the penal- 
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ties of fine and imprisonment too severe. The 
common law would at once make libels felony. 
He hoped the resolution would be unanimously 
rejected. 

Mr. Eacieston said, by voting against the 
resolution, the present law expires in March, 1801, 
but if the common law was adopted it was a sore 
which would never wear away, and a sore much 
worse in its nature than the law now in force, 
hateful as it was. . i 

Mr. R. WrLLiams was sorry to see gentlemen 
plume themselves and appear to take advantage 
of what no rulesof propriety could approve, to wit, 
the snare they had brought gentlemen into. For 
himself, though the motion went very far, he would 
not vote against a resolution he so much admired; 
on that account, merely, he would give it his vote 
to prove his approbation of the principle. The 
reason he should vote for it was also because it 
would still leave a power in gentlemen, when the 
pill came into the House, to move to strike out the 
part which they disapproved of. Seeing it within 
the power of the House, it could do no mischief 
in the shape of a resolution. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
on the motion as originally proposed, and decided 
in the negative—yeas 11 nays 87, as follows: 


Yras—wWillis Alston, George Baer, John Dennis, 
Thomas Evans, Benjamin Huger, Henry Lee, Abraham 
Nott, Josiah Parker, Leven Powell, George Thatcher, 
‘and Robert Williams. 

Naxys—Theodorus Bailey, Bailey Bartlett, James A. 
Bayard, John Bird, Phanuel Bishop, Jonathan Brace, 
John Brown, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Christo- 
-pher G. Champlin, Gabriel Christie, William Charles 
‘Cole Claiborne, John Condit, William Cooper, William 
Craik, Samuel W. ‘Dana, John Davenport, Franklin 
Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Joseph Eg- 
gleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Abiel Foster, John Fowler, 
Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, Henry Glen, Sam- 
uel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Wil- 
liam Gordon, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Roger Gris- 
wold, John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas 
Hartley, Joseph Heister, Archibald Henderson, William 
H. Hill, David Holmes, James H. Imlay, George Jack- 
son, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Silas Lee, Michael Leib, Samuel Lyman, Matthew 
Lyon, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, John Marshall, 
Lewis R. Morris, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony N ew, 
-John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Harrison G. Otis, 
Robert Page, Jonas Platt, John Randolph, John Reed, 
John Rutledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, Wil- 
liam Shepard, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, Richard 
Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin 
Taliaferro, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert, 
Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


Fripay, January 24. 


An engrossed bill to suspend part of the act, en- 
titled “An act to augment the Army of the Uni- 
‘ted States, and for other purposes,” was read the 
third time and passed. i , 

A petition of sundry inhabitants of the North- 


western Territory between the Sciota and Little 
Miami rivers, was presented to the House and read, 
praying that a tract of land sufficient to erect and 
endow an academy, for the benefit of the settlers 
between the said rivers, may be granted by 
Congress. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the committee appointed, on the twenty-fourth ul- 
timo, to inquire whether any, and, if any, what,. 
alterations are necessary in the law providing for 
the sale of the lands of the United States North- 
west of the Ohio. 

Mr. Hit, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred, on the thirteenth instant, a motion for au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of State to 
procure and transmit to the Governor of the State 
of North Carolina, a number of the copies of the 
laws of the United States, made a report, in the 
words following, to wit: i 


4 That the committee are informed by the Secretary 
of State that, in pursuance of the act mentioned in said 
resolution, he had transmitted to Wilmington, in the 
said State, the number of copies of the said laws direct- 
ed by said act, for the use of citizens in North Carolina ; 
that the same was there stored, and were all consumed 
in the fire which destroyed the town of Wilmington, 
The Secretary has further informed the committee, that 
he is possessed of a number of copies of the laws, equal 
to the supply proposed by said resolution : It is, there- 
fore, the opinion of the committee that the following res- 
olution ought to be adopted, to wit: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the Secretary of State be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and directed to procure and transmit to 
the Governor of the State ofdNorth Carolina, a number 
of the copies of the laws of the United States, equal to 
the number which the Secretary was heretofore author- 
ized to transmit to the Governor of the said State, by 
an act, entitled “An act for the more general promulga- 
tion of the laws of the United States,” to be deposited 
and distributed agreeably to the provisions of the said 
act, for the use and information of the citizens of the 
United States within the said State. : 


The question was then taken that the House do 
agree to the said resolution, and resolved in the 
affirmative. 


CASE OF MR. RANDOLPH. 


The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee, made the twentieth instant, to 
whom was referred the Message of the President 
of the United States, together with a letter from 
Joun Ranvo.pu, Jr., a member of this House for 
the State of Virginia. 

Mr. Surra moved a recommitment of the re- 
port. He observed that he could not otherwise 
get at the report, which he considered a very ex- 
traordinary and improper one. He was of opinion 
that the committee had gone far beyond the line 
of their duty, and the instructions given to them. 
They had suffered themselves to make reflections 
on a gentleman who complained of a breach of 
privilege, and insult offered to him. They had 
reflected on that gentleman both for his mode of 
application and for the style he had used. He 
considered that every gentleman had a right to 
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address himself in what style he pleased, and he 
could not discover the authority by which that 
committee should censure it. Every man might 
not think proper to address the President in the 
way Mr. Randolph had done, but that could be 
no ground for reflecting on his peculiar mode of 
address. Considering the second paragraph of the 
report a deviation from their powers by the com- 
mittee, he hoped the House were not disposed to 
sanction that impropriety. 

After a few words from Mr. RUTLEDGE, 

Mr. Nicuo.as said, as the committee had pro- 
ceeded in the manner they had, if the House dis- 
approved of their conduct, it would be necessary 
to recommit the report; for they had given many 
opinions unconnected with the resolutions sub- 
mitted to the House, and, according to our rules, 
the resolutions alone are subject to alteration or 
amendment. For himself, he would say that he 
disapproved of almost every opinion the commit- 
tee had given. He would beg leave to state his 
reasons at large‘for differing with them. 

The House and committee appeared to have had 
but one opinion on the subject of the complaint be- 
ing sufficient for our cognizance. The House, with 
the exception of Mr. Randolph himself, had deter- 
mined on this principle when the President’s Mes- 
sage was received, and the committee admit that 
the case. would have been sufficient for the House 
to have acted upon, if the conduct of the officers 
in these instances, which were not of themselves 
equivocal, had not, as they say, been satisfactorily 
explained. The design of the actions charged on 
the officers is therefore the great object of inquiry. 

Mr. N. said he could not conceive a clearer 
-truth than that conduot towards. member of this 
House on account of the manner in which he has 
acted in it, calculated to provoke a quarrel and af- 
fray, ought to be considered in the same light as 
an immediate attack on his person; and yet he 
was very apprehensive that the decision of the 
committee on this admitted principle went to de- 
stroy it, and that, so far from giving security: to 
the freedom of debate, it would goa great way 
‘towards its destruction. 

In examining into the design of the conduct 
charged on the officers, Mr. N. said he would not 
trouble the House with.a recital of all the testi- 
mony, as the course of the transaction must be 
fully in the recollection of members, although it 
contains throughout very strong evidence of the in- 
tention which is gharged on them, hut should con- 
fine himself to those circumstances which afford- 
ed positive evidence of the design to insult Mr. 
Randolph, and to put him under a necessity of re- 
senting their conduct. 

Mr. Christie, who was, as Mr. N. understood, 
ina situation to hear more than any other gentle- 
man present, except Mr. Van Rensselaer, whose 
deposition had not been taken, tells us that he was 
prevented from leaving the theatre by the strong 
impression which the conduct of the officers made 
on him before the particular facts he has stated 
took place; it convincing him that some riot 
-would probably happen. He tells you that before 
‘they came into the box where Mr. Randolph and 


the other members were sitting, he heard the words 
mercenaries and raggamuffins used, and heard 
somebody say to Captain McKnight and Lieuten- 
ant Reynolds, “he does not hear you; go nearer; 
and that upon this they came into the box where 
Mr. Randolph sat and carried on constant conver- 
sation in the same style. If Mr. Christie deserves 
credit, what. doubt can there be of the intention? 
Captain McKnight called out to. Captain Taylor, 
in another box, “these are Virginia ragamuffins.” 
Can there be any doubt that this was intended to 
irritate some -person belonging to that State? 
Talking of the discipline of the. men exhibited 
on the stage, one of the officers said, “these. raga- 
muffins are not well drilled, but will be better by 
another session of Congress.” Mr. N. said he 
should be glad to hear what gentlemen understand 
by this but a comment on the proceedings of this 
House, which was meant for the. members pre- 
sent, and particularly the member who-had: used 
the term ragamuffin? To these positive proofs of 
intention he would add the impression. made on 
gentlemen present. He perceived, indeed, that for 
some cause (he could not tell what, for he did not 
entertain a doubt that the opinion of the persons 
present was necessary and proper evidence in: this. 
case) the gentlemen had endeavored to avoid giv- 
ing opinions; but the course of the transaction has. 
disclosed their impressions as completely as they 
could have been expressed. We find them rally- 
ing round Mr. Randolph in expectation of outrage. 
It is the most indubitable evidence of opinion, that 
he acts in the way the opinion would require, 
Mr. N. said it was here proper to-remark on an 
omission in the committee, which had very: prob- 
ably lessened the amount of testimony, and which 
of itself,.if there was no other reason for it, should 
induce the recommitment of this report ; that was 
the want of a regular examination of Mr. Ran- 
dolph under oath. We find in the papers present- 
ed a general statement from Mr. R. barely glan- 
cing at the transaction, not sworn to, and of course 
entitled only to the same degree of credit in the 
House, and the world, which will be given’ to the 
statements of Captain McKnight and Mr. Rey- 
nolds. He could hardly suppose the committee 
doubted of Mr. Randolph’s competency as, a wit- 
ness, for a decision against his admission would es- 


‘tablish that outrages on members when alone’and 


unprotected should be exempt from punishment.. 
He did not suppose there were any circumstances 
in this case which could be supposed to lessen the 
usual respectability of that gentleman’s testimony, 
for he had, so far from soliciting the present investi- 
gation, shown himself decidedly opposed to the: 
House commencing it, and he was a perfect stran- 
ger to the officers in question, except in the-im- 
pressions they made on him in the instance to: 
which his testimony would relate. It will appear, 
when Captain McKnight’s information comes to 
be examined, that a more minute examination of 
Mr. Randolph was absolutely necessary. 

The committee have said that the part of these 
officers’ conduct which was not too equivocal to- 
be acted on by the House has been satisfactorily 
explained. Mr. N. said he had looked in vain 
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throughout the testimony for the explanation ; he 
found neither contradiction of facts nor denial of 
intention. He would run over the statements of 
these officers and the evidences of their witnesses 
to show that. they contained nothing material. 

It was to be remarked that the statements of the 
officers themselves were not evidence in their 
favor, though they might be against them ; but, ad- 
mitting them to have the utmost force, they will be 
found to furnish great evidence of the truth of the 
charges; for they do not deny the truth of the ac- 
tions themselves, or the intention which is inferred 
from them; they deny that they went to the the- 
atre with the intention of insulting Mr. R.; this is 
by no means necessary to make them guilty, a de- 
sign taken up then is quite equal; it is not even 
suspected that they did, for Mr. R. was at the thea- 
tre for the first time, and entirely by accident. 
The only fact denied by Captain McKnight. is 
his rudely sitting down by Mr. R. which is prov- 
ed by some of the gentlemen. But thisis of little 
consequence. Captain McKnight speaks of an ef- 
fort at leaving the box to clear himself a passage, 
and perhaps means this as an explanation of what | 
Mr. Randolph considered asa jerk by his coat ; 
but it is to be observed that he does not deny the 
act charged. by:Mr. Randolph. Here, Mr. N. 
said, may be observed the necessity of a more min- | 
ute and authenticated examination of Mr. Ran- 
dolph. Theact charged by him and the one stated 
by Mr. McKnight (if it is at all to be considered as 
an explanation) are of such different natures that 
a witness could be at no loss in determining with 
certainty which it was. One circumstance was 
remarkable in Captain McKnight’s statement: he 
must have. been absent at the time of the debate on 
the army, and has given an account of the man- 
ner of filling up his time after his return till the 
affair at the theatre, so as to show that he could 
not have had any concert in this business ; but 
Captain McKnight shows, by the constant repeat- 
ed use of the words which fell frem Mr. R. in the 
debate, that he had been fully charged with the sub- 
ject before he went to the theatre; and yet his his- 
tory of himself gives no account of this important 
occurrence. 

Lieutenant Reynolds admits that Mr. Randolph 
was the subject of conversation while they were 
in the adjoining box, and that he had been pointed 
out to them—a very strong confirmation of Mr. 
Christie’s testimony and of the design of insulting 
Mr. R. when they went into the box with him. 

Mr. Thompson only proves that there could, be 
no concert before going to the play; his testimony | 
is negative in everything else. | 

Mr. Hurst proves nothing but that Mr. Ran- 
dolph was the subject of conversation, and was 
pointed out while the officers sat in the other box. 

Mr. Taylor proves nothing. He shows the 
manner of leaving the box, and that there was pos- 
sibly occasion for Captain McKnight throwing 
himself forward ; but does not pretend to have seen | 
him so as to know that he did not take hold of 
Mr. Randolph. He says he knows of no concert. 
It will be proper to remark, once for all, that 
evidence of concert was not to be expected from 


persons who formed part of the company of these 
officers. If the concert was made, and they, know- 
ing it, gave their countenance to the execution 
even by their presence, they were to all eventsand 
purposes parties. The question, therefore, could 
not properly be asked of them, and voluntary tes- 
timony on the subject is entitled to no. weight. 

Mr. N. said again, that, after running over the 
statements and evidence, he could neither discover 
explanation by testimony nor denial by the parties, 
Under such circumstances he confessed he felt 
alarmed at the decision of the committee, which 
in his mind amounted to a declaration that as long 
as it was possible to doubt that actions like these 
were meant to produce a quarrel, they should meet 
no censure. It was the same as saying that in- 
sults, which must always partake of uncertainty, 
if there is any in the present case, should be the 
reward of our public labors. 

But it.is surprising, said Mr. N., that the same 
committee who have been found so incredulous 
with respect to the conduct of these officers, should 
have caught so eagerly at a supposed misconduct 
in Mr. Randolph. They have in general terms 


| censured the style of Mr. Randolph’s letter to the 


President. It were to be wished that they had 
shown in what its impropriety consists. He said 
he was utterly ignorant on such subjects; he knew 
of no standard foy official communications. In 
all probability, persons writing to the President 
adopted styles suited to their object. Men who 
want places would use one; those who were in 
familiar friendship with him would use another ; 
and so according to all the varieties of situation. 
He knew of nothing necessary but the decency 
which is to be observed throughout society, and 
he saw no violation of this. When gentlemen 
would be pleased to tell what they consider as 
censurable, it maybe answered. It is but an ill 
omen to exhibit such anxiety about official address, 
and so much indifference to freedom of debate. 
But Mr. R. is censured for betraying the privi- 
leges of the House, by calling on the President to 
defend them. It is to be observed that this is no 
denial of the power of the House to protect them- 
selves. It might have proceeded from a principle, 
which I think correct, that the House should not 
take up questions of privilege but on great and 
important occasions. e take our prejudices on 
this subject from a country where there is a nat- 
ural hostility between the departments of Gov- 


j ernment, and where, of course, an ever-waking 


jealousy is proper ; but we have not the same ne- 
cessity for being constantly on the watch. No- 
body will deny that if an outrage Is committed by 
the military the President ought to take notice of 
it, and it may well be presumed that if the present 
case was of a nature to demand punishment that 
the House would address the President on it. 
There is no doubt either that the President would 
think the case aggravated where an outrage was 
committed, by its being committed against a mem- 
ber for an act of duty here. If these things are 
admitted, Mr. Randolph's application only gives 
information of what the President’s duty requires 
him to acton; and so the President himself thinks, 
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‘as appears by his Message to Congress. As well 
‘might it be said that if these officers had proeeeded 
to a battery, it would have derogated from the 
rights of the House to have applied to the civil 
magistrate. The same act may be cognizable by 
different persons in different points of view, and it 
is no denial of the power of the other to, apply 
only to one. It is remarkable that the committee 
should be such sticklers for a power which they 
are so unwilling to use; that they should censure 
-Mr. Randolph for not applying to the House; when 
they treat the case so lightly after they get posses- 
sion of it. It-would seem that they mean rather 
to acquire dominion than give protection, and that, 
by prohibiting applications to other departments, 
they would bring on complete subjection to the 
-power here. 
- Mr.N. had stated his opinion fairly and honestly, 
and should conclude with repeating what he had 
said at first, that the committee were in no way 
warranted in making such a report. As it was 
the first instance of the kind, and had been attend- 
-ed with no serious consequences, as the officers 
were young men, who were probably ardent in 
support of their profession, he wished for nothing 
like punishment, or that more notice should be 
taken of it than would discourage such conduct in 
future. 

Mr. Bavaro said, that the committee who had 
made the report then under consideration, had en- 
deavored to execute with equal candor and fideli- 
ty, the unpleasant task which had been assigned 
to them. The subject was of the most delicate 
nature, involving the personal feelings of a mem- 
ber of the House, the privileges of this body, and 
the respect due to the first Magistrate of the Uni- 
ted States. The committee had been the more 
embarrassed in being obliged to decide facts aris- 
ing from evidence of different tendency, before 
they could form the conclusions contained in the 
report. Their industry had been unremitting in 
endeavoring to collect all the light which the tes- 
timony of witnesses could furnish. 

When the committee had the depositions under 
consideration, it was very manifest that different 
gentlemen had seen with different eyes. The cir- 
cumstances which had occurred, to some were 
wholly unsuspicious, to others were pregnant with 
designed insult. This was not remarkable, it was 
in the nature of things; circumstances naturally 
equivocal always enabled persons of different sen- 
timents to draw various inferences. The com- 
mittee had thought that in resting principally 
upon the facts stated, and discarding the coloring 
which arose from the impressions of different gen- 
tlemen they took the surest ground upon which 
their decision could be founded. He was confi- 
dent that a liberal and accurate investigation of 
the testimony upon the principle stated, would 
maintain the propriety of the report which had 
been made. 

The motion new before the House was to re- 
commit the report. He would beg the attention 
of the House in considering the grounds on which 
the motion was supported. It was said that the 
committee had unjustifiably censured the style of 


Mr. Randolph’s letter to the President. It did not 
appear to him that the committee had done so. 
They had only expressed a regret that Mr. Ran- 
doph should have felt himself justifiable in depart- 
ing from the usual forms of decorum observed in 
official communications. Noone could doubt, but 
Mr. Randolph had departed from those forms. 
The committee did not undertake to say that Mr. 
Randolph on any other person had not a right to 
express themselves in the style they thought most 
eligible. But if the style adopted departed from 
that which was usual, the fact of departure and 
its tendencies became matter of observation. The 
fact in the present case was undeniable, and the 
committee had only expressed their regret. They 
did believe that the accustomed forms of civility, 
in official communications, were often useful in 
softening the harshness of discordant sentiments, 
and generally productive of conciliation and good 
will. Preserving, therefore, the approved usages of 
time, the precedents of our forefathers, they could 
not do less than regret an innovation which prom- 
ised no good and destroyed what had been found 
beneficial. 

It had been further said that the committee had 
transgressed their powers, in expressing any opin- 
ion on the style of Mr. Randoph’s letter, because 
it was a matter not referred to them. The Mes- 
sage of the President, said Mr. B., was certainly re- 
ferred; and in that Message the President has 
called the attention of the House, to the style of 
the letter as strongly as the respect which he owed 
to his own character would allow. Why should 
the President have noticed the style of the letter, 
if he had no intention of turning the attention of 
the House to it? As it was a subject of remark 
in the Message, and as the Message had been re- 
ferred to the committee, they would have been 
wanting in the respect due to the Chief Magistrate 
if they had passed the matter over in silence. The 
committee certainly did not approve the style of 
the letter—they intended to be so understood, with- 
out having it supposed that they undertook to pass 
a censure. Upon the point in question Mr. Ran- 
dolph had his opinion, which was to be collected 
from his letter. The committee had a different 
opinion, and they considered it a duty to express 
it. Mr. B. observed that he admitted the right 
which belonged to every one to employ the style 
which he preferred in the expression of his opin- 
ions, but still he might be allowed to remark, that 
where an individual undertook to discard the terms 
of respect which custom had long connected with 
office and station, it was difficult to avoid infer- 
ring something more than a negative intention. 
He had no wish to press this subject. The com- 
mittee had passed it over as lightly as possible, 
and for his part he should leave it to the private 
reflections of the House. 

It had been stated that the committee had ne- 
glected to obtain all the evidences in their power, 
and the name of Mr. Van Renssclaer had been 
mentioned as a material witness who had not been 
examined. It ought to be known that Mr. Van 
Rensselaer had left the city before the committee 
was appointed. And considering the impatience 
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of the House as:well.as of the public to have the | adopted by the House. The resolutions alone 
business- brought. before them, they would not | were the act of the House, and they were subject 


have beeniexcused had they delayed their report 
till the testimony of Mr. Van Rensselaer could 
have been obtained from Albany. 

But. it had. been made a mighty objection, and 
relied on as sufficient for the recommitment, that 
Mr. Randolph’s statement had not been taken un- 
der oath. This objection, he said, arose from want 
of information on the part.of the gentleman who 
made it. Early in the business Mr. R. had been 
applied to, in the same manner as other gentle- 
men. From motives of delicacy Mr. R. had de- 
clined appearing as a witness in the affair. This 
expressly appeared from the statement which he 
had furnished. Mr. R. afterwards delivered. in 
his statement. This was not till Saturday. It 
was the design of the committee to convert it into 
a deposition. For that purpose, on Monday, the 
Chairman searched for Mr. R. It happened that 
he did not find him. And it had been declared 
and was expected that the report would be made 
on that day. It was therefore a mere accident, 
not avoidable by the committee, that the statement 
did not appear in the form of an affidavit. On 
this subject, said Mr. B,, the committee were not 
ignorant of the rules which. should direct them. 
They knew that Mr. Randolph was a competent 
witness in the case. But he would take the liber- 
ty of remarking that he was at a loss to discover 
how the gentleman from Virginia, who had raised 
the objection, had been able to determine that the 
testimony of Mr. Randolph was competent; there 
was certainly no statute of the United States con- 
taining any provision on the ae And ac- 
cording to the.doctrine of that gentleman the com- 
mon law was not the law of theland. From what 
source the gentleman had derived his opinion he 
was much ataloss to know. For his own part, 
he had no doubt on the point, because, believing 
in the existence of the common law, by its rules 
he diseerned the competency of the testimony. 
He confessed he was curious to know on what 
ground the opinion ef the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was built. 

But, said Mr. B., the objection on this subject 
is easily removed. None of us had any doubt 
that Mr. Randolph would have sworn to the state- 
ment of facts which he made. We are now wil- 
ling to allow it the weight of a deposition. He 
did not mean to question the truth of the state- 
ment. He should treat it with the same respect 
as if sanctioned by an oath. But there were few 
facts which were proved by it or any part of the 
evidence. It had been insisted on as a reason for 
recommitting the report, that in the manner it was 
framed the House were confined to the resolutions 
which were offered, and precluded from passing 
their opinions and sentiments, expressly, in the pre- 
amble by the committee. Mr. B. did not perceive 
the force of this objection; the sentiments alluded 
to were simply the sentiments of the committee, 
according to the common forms of proceeding— 


to modification. Itcertainly would be understood 
that the rest had no other ground than the judg- 
ment of the committee. 

_ Mr. B. said he would now turn to another sub- 
ject, and, following the example of the gentleman 
from Virginia, would enter into an examination 
of the evidence upon the table in order to ascer- 
tain how far it supported the report which had 
been made. - He would first observe that he never 
had doubted, that it was a breach of privilege to 
offer any wrong or insult toa member for what 
he had said in his place, though it were done beyond 
the walls of the House. He believed that this doc- 
trine was essential to the freedom of debate. But, 
in the present instance, his opinion had been de- 
termined by the case which resulted from the facts 

which had been proved. It had been urged that 

the opinions of the gentleman who were present 
at the occurrence at the theatre ought to have been 
considered as evidence by the committee. He 

differed from this opinion of the gentleman from 

Virginia. The impressions of those gentlemen 

were entitled to respect, but they could not prevent 

the natural inferences which the facts afforded. 

The committee were necessarily led to consider 
themselves in the nature of a judicial tribunal. 
Their inquiry was not explained. There was a 
justice due to the party accused as well as to the 
party complaining. The scales of justice are to 
be held with an impartial hand. Private senti- 
ments and impressions existed on both sides and 

were very opposite. The committee therefore 
were driven to the facts of the case, as the only 
sure ground on which they could bottom their 
judgment. 

Mr. B. said that certainly many circumstances 
occurred at the theatre which justified the suspi- 
cions of the gentlemen that an insult was intended 
to Mr. Randolph. Those circumstances however 
had been found capable of explanation, or so equi- 
vocal or trivial in their nature as not, in the opin- 
ion of the committee, to warrant the interference of 
the House. 

Mr. B. said he would first take up the statement 
of Mr. Randolph, and he apprehended that upon a 
just examination it would be found to contain 
few material facts. He said the committee had cer- 
tainly erred, unless they were justifiable in draw- 
ing a marked line of distinction between the know- 
ledge which the witnesses had of facts and the in- 
ferences which they themselves had drawn from 
them. The minds of the gentlemen had mani- 
festly been filled with suspicion, which had deep- 
ly tinctured their views of every occurrence which 
took place. He meant no censure upon the gen- 
tlemen ; nothing was more common or more in 
the course of nature. But the committee had the 
more occasion to be guarded in order to avoid 
catching the same spirit. z 

The first fact stated by Mr. Randolph was “ re- 
‘ peated allusions to what passed in the House of 


the House had nothing to do with them. They į‘ Representatives, during the debate of the preced- 


t to the world only as the opinions of the | ‘ ing day : j 0 
Pointe. ad } t have been |: which fell from him during the discussion.” Mr. 


eommittee, and were not supposed to 


and a frequent repetition of some words 
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heard, and words published with an intention they 
should be seen. The obligation to resent the af- 
front, was not greater in one case than in the other, 
An extreme case might be put of words so applied 
as to leave no alternative but violence, and, if such 
had been the present case, he should have enter- 
tained an opinion different from that expressed in 
the report. 

The next fact stated by Mr Randolph is the act 
of Lieutenant Reynolds, suddenly dropping on the 
bench on which he was seated, in such a manner 
as to cause a concussion of their hips, and to occa- 
sion on his part a slight degree of pain. It would 
not be supposed that he meant to justify this con- 
duct. In any point of view it was rude and inex- 
cusable. Butit could not: be an object of much 
consideration with the committee, without being 
clearly combined with an intention to insult. 
Such an intention did not manifestly appear. 
Mr. Randolph himself was not. assured of it. He 
did infer it, but with doubt, because there was no 
apology. If Mr. Randolph could not be certain 
as to the design, how was the committee’to judge? 
Could they be more certain than the persons pres- 
ent at the occurrence? But it should be remem- 
bered where the affair happened. Ina place where 
there was often a scramble for seats, and where 
the obligations of civility were not the most pow- 
erfully felt. 

Another fact appears in the statement, that as 
Mr. Randolph left the box the cape of his coat 
was violently pulled. Mr. Randolph doubts whe- 
ther this was done by Captain McKnight or Lieu- 
tenant Reynolds. Mr. B. said he would observe, 
that Mr. Randolph did not see the person who 
did this act. He had not stated that he saw the 
person. And it appeared from other evidence 
that the person was behind him. This act was 
brought home to nobody. From none of the evi- 
dence did it clearly appear by whom it was done. 
It was the opinion of the committee that without 
evidence very pointed and certain, they ought not 
to recommend the interposition of the House. 

Mr. B. said, the serious and great ground of in- 
quiry with the committee was, whether there had 
existed a premeditated design to insult. The in- 
vestigation dispelled every suspicion on this sub- 
ject. It manifestly appeared that whatever hap- 
pened was the fruit of the occasion and of no de- 
sign. But it had been alleged and strongly urged 
that the conduct of the officers was intended to 
provoke Mr. Randolph to some expression or act 
which would justify violence on their part. This 
idea was shown to be groundless, by what was 
stated by Mr. Randolph himself as well as by 
other gentlemen. In passing from the box, where 
the coat of Mr. Randolph was pulled, he applied 
to the person who pulled it the appellation of pup- 
py; or, as stated by one gentleman, of “damned 
puppy.” Was any notice taken of the expression? 
Did any one apply it to himself? Surely, if it had 
been done intentionally, and especially with the 
intention to provoke a quarrel, the person who did 
ithad accomplished his object. What greater in- 
sult could there be, what better excuse for violence, 
than the ignominiousappellation of damned puppy! 


B. observed that it did not clearly appear that 
those words were repeated with a design to insult 
Mr. Randolph.. The conduct of the officers. had 
been unexceptionable till that part of the exhibi- 
tion which introduced a procession. of -persons in 
the habit of Turks. The words ragamuffin and 
mercenary, to which the gentleman from Virginia 
had given currency, were then first made use of. 
The allusion was natural, and had not the aspect of 
premeditation. If the officers had harbored an in- 
tention to insult Mr. Randolph, they would hardly 
have waited for an occasion they probably did 
not know would arrive, and which was less calcu- 
ted than any other to accomplish their object. 
The words in question had derived so much 
importance from the use the gentleman had made 
of them, that they had become the common cant 
of every tavern and street in the town. He had 
heard them frequently applied, certainly not with 
a view to Mr. Randolph, but from some little spirit 
of humor. But, said Mr. B.,a question will remain 
“supposing the words made use of, with all the 
aggravation attributed to them—whether they 
amount to a breach of privilege. This question 
perhaps involved considerations different from 
any imagined by the gentlemen opposed to him. 
Were they prepared to say that words alone 
amounted to a breach of privilege? If so, he 
thought it somewhat strange that the House had 
so tamely endured the breaches of their privileges 
which for years past had been committed, in news- 
paper publications. Nothing was more notorious 
than that the words used by gentlemen in the 
course of debate, had been introduced into papers, 
and commented upon and villified in terms of the 
most slanderous abuse. Need he refer gentlemen 
to pages of the Aurora, stained with the blackest 
scandal? Need he cite from it instances in which 
his friend from South Carolina, and other genile- 
men, having been so happy or so unfortunate as 
to express some strong ideas, their opinions and 
words were made for months and years the theme 
of invective and opprobrium? Were not the mo- 
tives of gentlemen also frequently arraigned and 
blackened with whatever calumny or falsehood 
could invent? He was aware that some gentle- 
men would say that these publications were dif- 
ferent in their nature from words used in the pres- 
ence ofa person. Certainly there was no difference 
in the intention of using them, and, as to the effect, 
it was more pernicious in the former than in the 
latter case. Words uttered perished in the expres- 
sion of them, or remained only in the memory of 
a few persons, but words printed were durable, 
and, in the vehicle of a newspaper, were circu- 
lated far and wide. But at any rate the distinc- 
tion alluded to could only exist in the case where 
words were so applied that an instant notice of 
them was unavoidable, which was not so in the 
present case. Mr. Randolph had with a very 
laudable discretion avoided the least notice of 
them. It might have been designed that he should 
hear them, but there was no principle which call- 
ed upon him to notice them. Mr. B. could not 
discern the difference between the cases of words 
generally uttered with an intention they should be 
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Sir, said Mr.-B.,this is a powerful and governing 
circumstance in the present case. It shows how 
much suspicion existed, and how little fact. Cir- 
cumstances trivial or unnoticed upon ‘like occa- 
“sions were upon this swelled into much import- 
ance by the designs supposed to be connected with 
them. 

Mr. Randolph had used expressions in the course 
of debate which were known to have given great 
umbrage to the gentlemen of the same army. It 
might easily be suspected that young and indis- 
creet officers would think themselves not only al- 
lowed but bound to resent theaffront. When two 
officers at the theatre were seen. whispering to each 
other, and looking towards the box in which Mr. 
Randolph was seated, it was instantly concluded 
that there was an intention to insult-him. He 
was confident that if the words which had given 
offence had never been made use.of by Mr. Ran- 


to learn. They could not therefore attach much 
importance to words used by an unknown person. 
It did not appear that the person was in concert 
with the officers, and to have allowed them to be 
affected by the words of a third person, with whom 
they were not connected, would have been against 
every principle of justice. 

Another circumstance of the same kind was 
also mentioned by the same gentleman. Upon 
entering the lobby a stranger told him to keep close 
to Mr. R., because there was a design to insult him. 
This stranger was also unknown, and his opinions, 
without his reasons, could have little weight with 
the committee. There was little occasion for this 
opinion of the stranger, it was the opinion of Mr. 
Christie before, and he should not haveallowedthe 
opinion of a stranger to have more weight with 
him than the opinion of that gentleman. The 
circumstance was calculated to give the idea of 


dolph that everything might have occurred which 


was proved to have passed, without the notice of 


any one. This induced the committee to a seve- 
rer scrutiny of the evidence. than: they otherwise 
would have thought necessary. Whatever could 
be placed to the mere account of suspicion had no 
influence with them. They did not discredit the 
facts stated. by any gentleman—they were impli- 
citly admitted, but they certainly guarded against 


the coloring, which varied with the impressions of 


different persons. 

Mr. B. said- he would now pass to the deposition 
of Mr. Christie. In examining the details of it, 
he found much opinion, many impressions, and a 
great deal of belief, but on other facts than had 
already been noticed, and were contained in Mr. 
Randolph’s statement. The looks.and whisper- 
ing of the officers had been. sufficient to convince 
him of the intentions which they harbored. -It 
was worth remarking that these officers had been 
several hours at the theatre before anything was 
observed. It was not till the procession of per- 
„sons habited like Turks, that a word escaped them; 
the allusion then made to the words mercenary 
and ragamuffin, to which the gentleman from 
Virginia had given so much meaning and curren- 
cy, seemed to have.sprung from the occasion. -If 
there had been any previous design to insult Mr. 
R. it was certainly strange that it should so long 
have remained dormant. It could not be suppo- 
sed that the impetuous young men, stung with an 
insult which they felt degraded them, would have 
patiently waited for a moment which could have 
the least answered their purpose. Would itbe im- 
agined that with a direct design they would have 
proceeded in an equivocal manner! Ifit wastheir 
‘intention to insult, it must have been their wish 
to be understood. Instead, therefore, of waiting for 
an occasion when the fitness of their allusion 
would destroy its edge and give it the air of humor, 
they would have abruptly applied it, in such a 
manner and in sucha way that but a single design 
could have been inferred. : 

Mr. Christie stated that he heard some one 
observe to the officers, g 
nearerto him.” Whothis person was, Mr. Christie 


did not know, nor had the committee been able 


produced, by its being 
ing, upon a civil request he so civilly desists that 
no offence could have been taken at his conduct. 


“ He does not hear you, go 1 
-having 


some dark plot; but as such a thing, upon inquiry, 


-was proved not to have existed, the circumstance 


lost all its strength. 

It was further stated by Mr. Christie, that, in 
going down stairs, they were so closely pressed by 
Captain McKnight and others, that it was with 
difficulty he could keep his feet. Mr. B. said this 
wasa strong instance of the effect of suspicion. 


‘Mr..C. turned about and requested Captain Me 


Knight not to crowd, and he immediately desisted. 
Was this consistent with an intention toinsult? It 


evidenced much civility on the part of the Captain. 
‘He was probably pressed himself, and upon the 


request of Mr. C: he took: the weight off his shoul- 
ders upon his own. If Captain McKnight had 


pressed with an intention to offend, he must have 
designed to make himself known, or otherwise 


the offence could not have been applied to him, 


and his end could not have been answered. But 
the moment any such offence could have been 


known that he was press- 


Mr. B. said he saw nothing in Mr. Christie’s de- 
position to carry his opinion further than it had 
gone on the ground of Mr. Randolph’s statement. 

Mr. Nicholson’s deposition, Mr. B. said, was 
extremely correct and candid, but it contained no 


additional facts which went to criminate the offi- 
cers. There was one circumstance in the deposi- 


tion on which he should remark, which strongly 
supported the general reasoning of the commit- 
tee. Mr. Nicholson stated that during the per- 
formance of the afterpiece, he was called out by 
Captain Campbell Smith, who informed him that 
he understood Mr. Randolph had been insulted, 
and inquired if he had heard anything about it; 
and observed that Mr. R.’s observations in Con- 
gress had been the cause. Mr. N. told him he had 
heard nothing of it, and asked what kind of insult 
had been offered. Eleanswered he was not present, 
but apprehended disagreeable consequences. In 
fact, at this time, nothing had happened, but ru- 
mor had mounted her stalking-horse and carried 
the report through the theatre, of an actual insult 
been offered. From this moment jealousy 
was awakened, and the intention to insult soon 
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discovered. It was then that every whisper, every 
look, and every action, gave the impression of hos- 
tile intentions. The eye became jaundiced and 
every object was colored accordingly. He was 
inclined to believe that if no report had ever been 
brought to the box, of an insult having been offer- 
ed to Mr. R., that no insult would have been ob- 
served. A circumstance stated by Mr. N. was sup- 
posed to carry some proof with it, of Captain Mc- 
Knight having pulled the coat of Mr. Randolph 
in passing out of the box. Mr. N. stated’ that he 
saw the Captain throw his body forward about 
the time he heard Mr. Randolph say some one had 
pulled his coat. As to the fact, it was only amat- 
ter of inference that Captain McKnight was the 
person who pulled the coat of Mr. Randolph, for 
no one saw it. But even supposing it to have 
been him, the circumstance was innocently ac- 
counted for by what was stated in Captain Tay- 
lor’s deposition. In going out of the box Captain 
McKnight had hold of Captain Taylor’s arm. 
Some one, in order to aid himself in rising, pulled 
Captain Taylor so violently as to break the hold 
of Captain McKnight. It might well have hap- 
pened that Captain McKnight in order to save 

imself from falling, in throwing out his hand, 
might unluckily have caught hold of Mr. Ran- 
dolph. Mr. B. said that in his opinion ina case of 
this kind every explanation ought to be allowed, 
where there was an equal probability of its being 
true, To infer a criminal design from an action 
which was equally capable of innocent construc- 
tion, was against the common principles of justice. 

Mr. B. said the deposition of Mr. Macon was 
very candid. It could not be necessary for him 
to go through it, as it was in the hands of gentle- 
men, and they would observe that it contained no 
circumstances on which he had not already com- 
mented. He would only observe that Mr. Macon 
had with much propriety avoided giving his im- 
pressions as evidence ; and, simply stating facts, 

„had left the conclusion to those whose business it 
was to judge. 

He next called the attention of the committee 
to the deposition of Mr. Glen, a member of this 
House. Though Mr. G. was in the same box with 
the other gentlemen, yet as he had no reason to 
suspect anything, he neither heard nor saw any- 
thing which bore the appearance ofan insult. He 
should be allowed to remark, what the knowledge 
of every gentleman would confirm, that the color 
of objects depends so much upon that medium of 
sensibility through which we see them, that the 
impressions of a witness whose feelings had been 
strongly excited by an event which was passing, 
ought to be received with great caution and weigh- 
ed with much precision. Upon this principle the 
committee had been guarded, not considering them- 
selves as a party in the business, but in nature of 
a tribunal which was to do justice, they governed 
themselves by the same rules as in like cases were 
observed by the criminal courts of the country. 

It had been expected that very material infor- 
mation could have been obtained from Captain 
Smith. But on his examination before the com- 
mittee it was found, and so appeared by his depo- 


sition, that though he frequently saw the gentleman 
accused, he observed nothing exceptionable in their 
conduct. He repeatedly saw them in the box, and 
though he had heard the report which had been 
circulated, he could discover nothing in the demea~’ 
nor of the officers which confirmed it. 

Mr. B. said thatif any proof was wanting on the 
subject it was fully established by the depositions 
of Cantain Taylor and Lieutenant Thompson, that 
no scheme had been concerted to offer an insult to 
Mr. Randolph. The attention of the committee 
had been strongly directed to this point. Had any- 
thing like premeditation appeared, a very different 
construction would have been put upon the occur- 
ences of the evening. In such a case the affair 
would have had much importance, and the com- 
mittee would have been forward in calling for 
the vengeance of the House. But they could not 
be induced, by a few accidental and equivocal cir- 
cumstances, to call into action the high powers of 
the great National Legislature. 4 

Mr. B. said, that he was now done with the evi- 
dence, but he should beg the indulgence of the 
House while he replied to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, as to the censure which he 
said the report contained on the conduct of Mr. 
Randolph. It was said that the committee had 
censured Mr. R. for applying to the President for 
redress, and not appealing to the House on the 
ground of a breach of privilege. Mr. B. said that 
if the report was examined, it would be found 
that the committee had given an express opinion, 
that it was not the intention of Mr. R. to infringe 
the privileges of the House in his application to 
the President. In denying an improper intention, 
it could not be supposed to have been the view of 
the committee to cast much censure. No, sir, said 
Mr. B., our object was of much greater importance. 
We observed, universally, a dangerous precedent 
set, which vitally affected the powers and existence 
of this body. 

He was astonished to hear the application to the 
Executive in such a case justified by the gentle- 
man from Virginia. Nothing could be more falla- 
cious than the ground he hadtaken. The gentle- 
man said Mr. Randolph hada choice of remedies. 
The President had a power over the officers, and 
he might be called upon to exercise it without any 
infringement of the powers of this House. To 
illustrate his arguments, he supposed the case of 
an assault and battery having been committed, and 
asked if recourse might not have been had to the 
civil authority. Sir, said Mr. B., upon the case 
put, I have no doubt, the civil magistrate might 
certainly be applied to, but the great question is 
as to the ground on which that magistrate could 
punish. He could punish the breach of the peace, 
but could he punish the breach of privilege? An 
application to the civil magistrate to punish a 
breach of the privileges of this House would, 
equally with an application to the President, dero- 
gate from the rights of the House. The question 
therefore was, whether the application to the Pre- 
sident in this case, was not on the ground of a 
breach of the privileges of the House. The con- 
sideration of this point obliged him to refer to Mr. 
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Randolph’s letter to the President. It was dated 
in the Chamber of the Representatives, and-is ex- 
pressly. addressed by Mr. Randolph, officially, to 
the President in his official character. 

He states, that, “ for words of a general nature 
‘ uttered on the floor of this House, and addressed 
‘in my official capacity to the Chairman of the 
‘ Committee of the Whole, and urged witb a view 
to effect the reduction ofa Military Establishment, 
‘ I have been grossly and publicly insulted by two 
‘ officers” &c. Again, “so far as they (speaking 
‘of the motives of his conduct) relate to this ap- 
‘ plication, addressed to you in a public capacity, 
‘ they can only be supposed by you to be of a pub- 
‘lie nature; and it is enough for me to state that 
‘ the independence of the Legislature has been at- 
‘ tacked, the majesty of the people, of which you 
‘ are the principal representative, insulted, and your 
‘authority contemned. In their name, I demand 
‘that a provision commensurate with the evil be 
‘ made, and which will be calculated to deter others 
‘from any future attempt to introduce the reign 
‘ of terror into our country.” 

It was impossible, Mr. B. said, to state a more 
explicit application for the punishment ofa breach 
of privilege. The complaint was of an insult of- 
fered for words spoken in his place on the floor of 
this House. He distinguishes the very ground of 
complaint to be the attack on the independence of 
the Legislature. He disavows any personal con- 
sideration. And -he demands of the President to 
make a provision commensurate with the evil. 
What was the evil stated? A direct, flagrant 
breach of the privileges of the House. Were not 
gentlemen startled at seeing the Executive applied 
to, to protect the privileges chiefly designed as a 
barrier against Executive power, and would they 
be disposed to throw them at the feet of the Ex- 
ecutive. Sir, said Mr. B., if a series of precedents 
were permitted to establish that the Executive Ma- 
gistrate was the power to be applied to when the 
privileges of the House were violated, there would 
be an end of the safety and independence of the 
Legislature. 

Let me show, said he, the impropriety of this 
application by referring to the parties which exist 
in the country. The one is supposed to support 
and the other to oppose the Executive. If we de- 
pended, sir, on Executive good will, could opposi- 
tion expect equal and impartial protection ? Could 
they apply with confidence to that Executive for 
protection, to whom they always deny their sup- 
port? But no gentleman could hesitate on the 
subject—the point went to the very existence of 
the Legislature. 

Mr Bayarp concluded with observing, that he 
trusted the House would be persuaded, that the 
committee had made the proper inferences from 
the testimony before them, and that they had gone 
no further in the expression of their opinions rela- 
tive to the conduct of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, than they were bound to doin the discharge 
of an incumbent and indispensable duty. 

Mr. Davis said, since he had the honor of a seat 
in that House, he had ever possessed a desire and 
a determination to support the dignity of the 


House, and while he possessed this, he could not 
be unmindful of the privileges of a member freely 
to deliver his sentiments on this floor, without 
being amenable to any one. This being the case, 
he could not agree with the report of the com- 
mittee; he did not consider the committee author- 
ized to make a report upon the subject of Mr. 
Randolph’s conduct; but even allowing, for the 
sake of argument, that they were, he could not see 
any grounds for the report they had made, in any 
part but one, that was, in their expression of a 
sense of the propriety of the conduct of the Presi- 
dent in referring the subject to the House. 

With respect to the style of Mr. Randolph’s 
letter to the President, the committee were not at 
ali authorized to draw those inferences from it 
which they had done. As was observed before, 
gentlemen had different modes of writing. If he 
was to address a letter to the President, Mr. D. said, 
he most likely should not write in the style that 
gentleman had done—indeed he believed he could 
not write in that style, but he knew nothing in it 
which could give offence: no doubt the gentleman 
endeavored to convey his ideas in his own lan- 
guage ; to be sure it was notin a courtly language, 
nor did he know of any in the United States. As, 
therefore, there was no particular mode of address, 
no gentleman could merit censure for writing in 
that which was most familiar with his own judg- 
ment of propriety. Mr. D. here referred to the 
language used by the President in his answer to 
an address from Bath County, Virginia, in the 
following words: “It rests with Virginia to say 
‘ whether there does not exist in her a faction that 
‘must be humbled in dust and ashes before the 
‘ indignant frown of an injured and insulted coun- 
f try.” Mr. D. said he left gentlemen to draw the 
comparison between these sentiments and Mr. 
Randolph’s letter; he only made this reference 
to show that men had their own manner of 
writing. 

He conceived the application of Mr. Randolph 
to the President did not merit censure, but the 
report of the committee had given it. The gen- 
tleman certainly was justifiable in making appeal 
to the President if he thought proper, although 
the House had also a jurisdiction over it in a cer- 
tain degree. That gentleman applied to the Presi- 
dent as Commander-in-Chief of the Army, and 
in that view it was certainly proper. Suppose 
the conduct of these gentlemen of the army had 
been more serious, and they had actually assaulted 
Mr. Randolph; by an application to this House 
for justice as a breach of privilege, all the House 
could do was to order fine and imprisonment, and 
the officers would retain their situation in the 
army; but the President had power to order a 
court martial to try them, and divest them of their 
commissions, if found guilty of the assault com- 
plained of. From this view of the subject Mr. D. 
believed the most regular way would have been 
to have applied to the House as well as to the 
President. Br, 

He could not subscribe to the opinion uttered 
by the committee, that this (what Mr. Randolph 
and others thought) premeditated insult towards 
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him, was explained away. That the insult was de- 
signed, was the decided opinion of several gentle- 
men, as well as Mr. Randolph. But who could 
have satisfactorily explained it, except the gen- 
tlemen themselves had done so? What other 
evidence had the committee to warrant them to 
differ in their opinion from that of those respecta- 
ble evidences which were produced? Was not 
the evidence of Messrs. Christie, Nicholson, and 
Macon, (under a solemn oath,) of more impor- 
tance, and much better testimony than the mere 
declarations of those men who were implicated, 
and who could not be under oath? It was not to 
be expected that they would criminate themselves, 
and all they had to do was to deny the facts which 
were charged ; candor was riot to be expected from 


several gentlemen should fall into the same opin- 
ion that it was: designed. by them to insult Mr. 
Randolph? There certainly was-a design, which 
gave existence tosome action’ from which to draw 
these inferences. There certainly must be reality 
in these suspicions, and the gentleman might as 
well have said that the revolution of seasons and 
the daily rising and setting sun was the effect of 
mere accident, as to say this circumstance ongi- 
nated in accident. 

Was it by accident, Mr. D. asked, that they re- 
peated the words “ragamuffin” and mercenary?’ 
Was it by accident one: said, “go nearer to him, 
he don’t hear you?” Was it by accident one of ° 
them forcibly pressed: himself into what he knew 
was not a vacant seat, by the side of Mr. Ran- 


them. In his opinion, Mr. D. said, the weight of | dolph, and which very much incommoded him? 


of evidence against these men was very consider- 
able, and merited the particular attention of the 
House. He also believed the report of the com- 
mittee to be very improper, and also meriting at- 
tention. He supposed no gentleman would deny 
the right of free discussion in the House, and the 
inviolability of the members from personal insult 
on account of sentiments delivered there; and 
that members should not be overawed so as to 


intimidate them in discharging their publie duty; 


this he believed was an indisputable principle. 


In order to corroborate the opinion, that the re- 
port of the committee was very improper, it was 
necessary to consider the subject in two points of 
view. First, to inquire whether Mr. fannie 

e 


did believe he was insulted on account of what 


had said in the House, and secondly, whether 


there was good ground for the House to believe 
the insult was premeditated. That Mr. Randolph 
believed so, appeared from his own declaration, 
and in this the committee coincided; they thought 
that he believed so. The report must appear im- 
proper, because, admitting Mr. Randolph thought 
it was aimed at him for his conduct in the House, 
it might deter him from using that liberty of free 
discussion in the House which the Constitution had 
clothed him with. Though he did not receive 
any material personal injury, he could not help 


revolving in his own mind the’ circumstances of 


the insult and the view the committee had of it, 
and that if he should suffer himself again to express 
the sensations of his heart, he would be alike insult- 
ed and alike disregarded in his complaint. These 
were certainly very discouraging considerations. 
That there was an insult offered to Mr. Ran- 
dolph, appeared to be conceded, and Mr. D: said 
he thought there was good ground for saying the 
insult was premeditated.. The design, on which 
hung the criminality of the action, he thought the 
evidence fully established. It might not have 
entered their ideas until after they had got to the 
theatre, but that it was premeditated at some time 
previous to its execution, and that there was a 
combination, he conceived well proved from the 
impressions the conduct of these young men made 
on the different gentlemen who gave testimony. 
The gentleman from Delaware had said that sus- 


picion outstript the facts. It might be so, but how: 


did it happen that, besides Mr. Randolph himself, 


| The gentleman said it was by accident that Mr. 


McKnight caught hold of Mr. Randolph’s. coat, - 
and that it was merely to support: himself. Did 
this appear probable? If it had: been merely an 
effort to recover himself, when jostled, would he 
not have taken hold of some person more able to 
support him? He certainly could. not: promise 
himself much support from Mr. Randolph. 

But, said the gentleman, they had opportunity, 
if theit design was to aggravate to a rupture, to. 
have done it when Mr. Randolph called the per- 
son, who pulled his coat “a puppy.” No; Mr.D. 
thought it the very reverse. He had no doubt but 
McKnight laid hold of that gentleman with a view 
of pulling him down and trampling him down by 
the crowd, and that Mr. Randolph’s calling out as 
he did, deterred him from renewing his efforts to 
carry it into execution. 

Without entering into the evidence (which he 
conceived must bring conviction to the mind) Mr. 
D. said he had adduced these few reasons for his 
vote in favor of a recommitment, because he was 
certain some unjust censures were put upon Mr. 
Randolph and because he did. not conceive the 
officers clothed with that innocence which the re- 
port stated.. There was one part, as he observed 
before, and one only, of the report which he ap- 
proved, and that was the respectful sense enter- 
tained by the House of the conduct of the Presi- 
dent in submitting it to the consideration of the- 
House, as a breach of privilege. To this resolu- 
tion he should heartily agree. 

Mr. Jones said he rose, as one of the committee 
who made the report, to show his reasons for dif- 
fering from a majority of that committee, and why 
he should vote for recommitting the report. It 
had been stated, and he believed consistently with 
the rules of the House, that the reasoning upon 
which was founded any resolutions reported by a 
committee was not a subject of deliberation in the 
House, and: therefore was not capable of amend- 
ment or alteration there. It was because he 
thought the deductions were not warranted by the 
facts, in the present instance, that the report did 
not meet his approbation; he wished the report to 
be recommitted, in order that the exceptionable 


‘parts of the preamble might undergo:some modi- 
fication; 


; and not to go abroad as an act of the 
House in its present shape and: tenor. 
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Mr. J. said he should now state the particular 
paragraphs of the report to which he objected. 


The first related to the style of Mr. Randolph's: 


letter to the President. He did not consider this 
subject as referred to the committee at all. © In- 
deed it was admitted in the committee that it was 
not directly referred to them, but it was contended 
that it was referred indirectly. -He differed from 
that opinion, and thought he was warranted by 
the letter of the President. The notice the Pre- 
sident took of the style of Mr. Randolph’s letter, 


he supposed intended only to intimate his sense of 


it, without desiring any proceedings thereon. The 
President writes thus, “I have thought proper’ to 
submit the whole letter and its tendencies to your 
consideration ;” that is, the import and-drift of the 
letter ; and takes occasion to subjoin, “ without any 
other comments on its matter or style.” From 
which it appeared -plain that the letter and its 
tendencies were the only objects submitted and 
which he wished to be acted upon. The mention 
of its style was only intended asa retort. Mr. J. 
did not believe the President wished the House to 
interpose in support of that respectful demeanor 
to him which his station detanded, and which 
he knew how to preserve. ` 

The letter alluded‘to was objected to and cen- 
sured as disrespectful, and although, Mr. J. said, 
he had called upon’ the members of the committee 
who were in`favor of the report to point out the 
objectionable expressions, or to show the proper 
mode of redress, yet they had not done it, nor had 
the gentleman from Delaware on Friday, in his 
long- and able defence of the committee, thought 
proper to do it.» He thought it but reasonable and 
ptoper that if any gentleman had, and expressed 

ohieetions he should point out the grounds of them, 

otherwise it would naturally be thought that they 
are not tenable. Ifit was in the style only, Mr. 
J. said, he knew of no other particular style in 
which the President ought to be addressed, and 
therefore no particular style, if decent, could be 
justly complained of. Considering it as not a part 
of the duty of the committee, he considered it an 
unnecessary and improper extension of their powers 
to take it up. 

-The next-paragraph Mr. J. objected to was the 
fourth, where the committee had censured Mr. R. 
for his application to the President, and had de- 
clared the subject exclusively cognizable in this 
House, and that Mr. Randolph’s conduct was de- 
rogatory from the rights of the House. ee 

He did not consider a gentleman as forfeiting 
his citizenship when he took a seat in that House, 
nor less entitled to the protection of thelaw. He 
therefore thought,that though Mr. Randolph might 
have appealed to the House, he could appeal to 
the President without acting derogatory to the 
rules or privileges of the Legislature. He cer- 
tainly was justifiable, knowing the disagreeable 
consequences the agitation of such a question in 
the House must produce. Suppose an assault had 
been committed, it would have then been eogniza- 
ble in a court of law; if the gentleman had taken 
that mode of redress, instead of agitating the 
House, would he not have been commendable, and 


would that alternative have been derogatory to 
the rights of the House? 

_It was allowed that the application to the Pre- 
sident might have been proper if he had not come 
forward upon the score of privilege, to obtain re- 
dress for an insult as a member of Congress. 
Suppose he had applied, in case of assault, to a 
court of law. Jt would have been incumbent on 
him to state the causes for the assault; that the 
resentment arose from the use of words in debate, 
which disobliged the persons charged. Surely 
that would not exclude him from proper redress! 
To bring the point nearer to view, let us imagine 
‘another case—I mean no disparagement in the 
‘comparison. Suppose a commen soldier had in- 
sulted’a member of Congress for any part of his 
public conduct, would he not conceive that his 
‘commanding’ officer if a man of sense and discre- 
tion would give that redress which would be satis- 
‘factory ? He would therefore, apply to the cap- 
tain, who was vested with authority sufficient for 
that purpose by the rules and articles of war. No 
gentleman would- say but it would be a preferable 
mode to taking it up upon the serious ground of a 
question of privilege. although he possessed the 
power and in his discretion might make that ap- 
peal. So in the present circumstance, the Presi- 
dent, as Commander-in-Chief had power over the 
military, he gave the officers their commissions, 
and might take them away if he was convinced 
of the propriety of it. The gentleman was cer- 
tainly right, therefore, in taking that course in pre- 
ference to the other disagreeable alternative. Nay, 
the President himself knew that he possessed a 
cognizance of the-affair, and therefore he had in- 
formed the House that he had directed inquiry to 
be made into it by the proper officers, and there 
was no doubt but he would give the proper redress. 

The next part of the report, Mr. J. took notice 
of, was the opinion expressed by the committee 
on the facts and testimony which had come before 
them, which they had said were either satisfactorily 
explained or too equivocal to merit attention. If 
the members of Congress were entitled to any 
kind of protection in their public conduct and ex- 
pressions on the floor of the House, he should be 
glad to know how it was that words or actions, 
which tended to produce quarrels and provoke re- 
tort on account of that publie conduct, could be 
so explained as not to bea breach of privilege, 
Where is the efficacy ot the value of privilege if 
a member should be compelled to be the butt and 
ridicule of the company, if he appears at any place 
of public entertainment? Agreeably to the opin- 
ion of the committee, gentlemen must bear the 
taunts and raillery of every one who may find oc- 
casion to be displeased at any part of their con- 
duct in the House, so that it did not amount to 
actual assault! But that was not the common 
mode of interpreting actions. Among gentle- 
men, the intention was the criterion by which to 
judge of an insult. No matter how vague or in- 
direct, no matter how equivocal the circumstances 
were, if the intention was to insult, the conduct 
would be noticed and resented. So in the present 
case, as it was in his opinion clear, Mr. J. said, that 
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the intention was to insult Mr. Randolph for his | Randolph. It was not admitted as testimony to 


public conduct, the House were as much bound to 
notice it as though the offence was the most pal- 
able. 

P Surely no man could mistake the intention of 
these officers; it was clearly to wound the feel- 
ings of Mr. Randolph. Nay, this was admitted 
by gentlemen, but to exculpate them it was said 
that no premeditated intention was discovered. If 
it was proved, that no intention was formed pre- 
vious to their going into the theatre, he was will- 
ing so to believe ; but if it was proved to have been 
their design but one moment previous to using the 
words, it possessed the properties of premeditation, 
and the gentleman was entitled to redress upon 
the score of privilege. The gentleman from Del- 
aware admitted that if the circumstances were as 
stated, and the design could be proved, it would 
be entitled to redress on the score of privilege. 
Mr. J. conceived the facts were clearly made out. 
Where could there be facts more clearly demon- 
strated and charges more fully substantiated than 
those contained in the letter of Mr. Randolph to 
the chairman of the committee? That gentle- 
man’s opinion was, that they made use of certain 
words repeatedly, with the design of producing 
a quarrel; the gentleman charged acknowledged 
that they did frequently make use of the words. 
Who that was acquainted with the previous pro- 
ceeding in the House could doubt but it was meant 
to apply to Mr. Randolph? Where would have 
been the merit or what the end of making use of 
them if Mr. Randolph had not been there? In- 
deed their use of the words “ Virginia ragamuf- 
fins,” must clearly ascertain their application to a 
gentleman from that State, and the repetition of 
the words so frequently, so near him, could leave 
no room to doubt but they were meant to apply 
to Mr. Randolph. 

The act of taking Mr. Randolph by the coat 
after he went out of the box, Mr. J. said, appeared 
to him to have been done by Captain McKnight. 
Indeed that gentleman only denied sitting down 
by Mr. Randolph ; and his not denying the other 
act charged in Mr. R’s statement, was a confession 
of it. Captain Taylor had given testimony that 
he believed Captain McKnight laid hold of some- 
body’s shoulder, as he went out of the box. Not- 
withstanding the gentleman from Delaware said 
that Captain McKnight was in advance of Mr. 
Randolph, yet it appeared frora the evidence of 
Mr. Taylor and Mr. Thompson that he passed that 
gentleman just at the moment Mr. Randolph ex- 
claimed “ Who was it that jerked my coat 2” and 
from their evidence it was very probable that he 
was the person. However, to put this matter be- 
yond a doubt, it was confessed by Captain Mce- 
Knight himself—he said before, the committee 
that he was the man who laid his hand on Mr. 
R’s shoulder, but he did it gently, and with mod- 
eration. 

Mr. Harper asked if this was admitted as tes- 
timony, and. if not whether it was properly men- 
tioned to the House ? 

Mr. Jones said he was only identifying the 
fact that this was the man who took hold of Mr, 


the committee, because it was said by some of the 
members of the committee that it would be wrong 
to ask a man to give testimony against himself. 
Mr, J. said he thought so, but it was voluntarily 
given, andas such in his opinion ought to have 
been produced to the House. 

Mr. Hareer again appealed to the point of 
order. 

Mr. Jones said he had explained what the gen- 
tleman said with truth and candor, and not to in- 
jure the gentleman; he was going on to relate 
that Captain McKnight said he did not do it to 
insult Mr. R., he wished to give him full justice 
in this case, but he should always make known 
everything that would display truth, however dis- 
pleasing to any gentleman. 

Mr. NicHoLas appealed to the Chair, whether 
it was proper for the House to suppress facts merely 
because a majority of a committee should not 
choose to produce them. THe thought it was pro- 
per to obtain every information necessary, although 
the committee had not produced it. | 

The Speaker said that the report of the com- 
mittee contained the evidence which came before 
them; if that was fairly taken, it was laid before 
the House as evidence to guide the House. , It 
was fairly taken unless there could be a charge 
substantiated before the House that the committee 
had omitted material evidence. Unless, therefore, 
the charge should be made good, it was the opin- 
ion of the Chair that it was not proper for admis- 
sion. 

Mr. Jones confessed that he did not urge the 
necessity of taking this evidence, because he con- 
sidered the same fact fully substantiated without 
it,and should not now have noticed this fact if the 
gentleman from Delaware had not said it was 
doubtful who was the man that took hold of Mr. 
Randolph. The gentleman from. Delaware ad- 
mitted that the persons charged used the words 
referred to, and that repeatedly, and with inten- 
tion to wound the feelings of Mr. R.; yet he would 
not admit that the House ought to act on it. 

Mr. J. begged gentlemen to reflect on the con- 
sequences if this doctrine should prevail. If words 
were allowed to be used to produce irritation on 
account of the public conduct of any gentleman, 
and with intent to wound his feelings, if no pro- 
tection was to be had in the House against such 
treatment, the right of privilege, under which it 
was pretended members were protected, would be 
insignificant. If members must bear the mockery 
of disappointed or disaffected men for what they 
said in that House, the boasted freedom of debate 
must be considered asa nullity. Personal abuse 
was much less to be dreaded, in his opinion, than 
to be exposed in every company to aggravations 
of that sort. 

In order to soften down this conduct, the gen- 
tleman had pointed out the manner in which the 
public prints treated gentlemen for their expres- 
sions used in the House. Surely this was a very 
inapt comparison. These anonymous publica- 
tions were not entitled to notice. and gentlemen 
were justified in disregarding them. But many 
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things said in a newspaper. were totally disre- 
garded, which, if said to a gentleman’s face, would 
not be passed over. These publications were not 
calculated to produce irritation and violence, or 
to provoke men to quarrels, but were sent abroad 
to create amusement, and no harm was produced 
by them; and when they had. evil tendencies, 
were punishable by law. But the manner of using 
these words, when connected with the subsequent 
conduct, must produce a very different effect. 

Mr. J. then proceeded to take a view of that part 
of the report of the committee which stated some 
facts to be too equivocal to justify the interference 
of that House on the ground of a breach of privi- 
lege, and others as satisfactorily explained. 

He did agree with the committee that this was 
not so flagrant a case as to require the House going 
into the solema question of privilege. 
the whole question to be avoided. But when he 
said that, he did not mean to say that the whole 
amount of these facts did not constitute what was 
so termed; because this would appear too much 
like pointing out the line to which.a person might 
go towards insulting a member of the House, and 
where to stop, with safety. He did not. suppose 
there was any attack premeditated, in the present 
case, nor any design to step on the privileges of 
the House; but finding a member of Congress at 
the theatre, who-had used words not very pleas- 
ing to their profession, they had indulged them- 
selves in imprudent conduct. From these consi- 
derations he had been and still was willing to pass 
it over as lightly as possible. But, while he would 
thus lightly look over this improper conduct in the 
officers, he would never agree to reprehend and 
pass a censure on the gentleman who had been ili 
treated; for this, instead of saying to gentlemen, 
“You shall be pee in all your conduct on 
this floor,” would be to say, “If you charge any 
man with insulting you, you will meet our severe 
censure.” This language being held out, would 
deter gentlemen from appealing to the House, and 
tend to make the members of Congress amenable 
to every listener, and subject to their scoffs in 
every company, or compel them to have recourse 
to another mode of redress. 

The gentleman from Delaware had supposed 
that if the intention of these officers had been to 
produce a quarrel, they had a fair opening when 
Mr. Randolph used the word puppy to the person 
who pulled his coat. This argument must fall, 
Mr. J. said, when it was considered that it ap- 
peared from the affidavits of Captain Taylor and 
others that Captain McKnight did not hear these 
words used, and therefore they could not have 
produced that effect. 

There could be no doubt but these gentlemen’s 
feelings were wounded in the expressions applied 
to the Army by Mr. Randolph, in the House, and 
there can be as little doubt but they intended to 
wound his feelings in return, by their repetition 
of them ; and, from the aggregate of their conduct, 
probably they wished to create a quarrel. They 
must have known their conduct was irritating. 
That impression was made on a number of gen- 
tlemen present. Jt had ‘spread further; a rumor 


6th Con. —15 


He wished 


had gone abroad -in the theatre that an insult was 
given to that gentleman, and apprehensions were 
formed that evil consequences would ensue. It 
was therefore not to be wondered that some of Mr. 
Randolph’s friends should have taken that impres- 
sion. 

Mr. J. hoped it was the intention of the House 
to protect every member in the exercise of his 
rights, in the freedom of debate, and to afford am- 
ple redress in cases of insult. But,as he observed 
before, he wished not, in the present case, to carry 
into execution the full powers which the House 
possessed; he wished rather an expression of dis- 
approbation of the conduct of the officers, as of a 
matter not of that magnitude to demand punish- 
ment. But why the member who made the appeal 
should meet a censure worse than the offenders he 
could not conceive ; and therefore hoped the report 
would be recommitted, and undergo an alteration, 
before it filled a place in the proceedings of the 
House. 

When Mr. J. had concluded, an adjournment 
being called for, 

The House adjourned till Monday. 


Monnay, January 27. 


Tuomas Pinckney, from South Carolina, ap- 
peared, produced his credentials, was qualified, and 
took his seat in the House. i 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the order for a call of the House 
this day;be dispensed with, and that there be a 
call of the House to-morrow, at two o’clock. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, Vhat the third reading of the bill to 
establish an uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States, be suspended until to-mor- 
row. 


CASE OF MR. RANDOLPH. 


The House resumed the consideration of the re- 
port of the committee to whom was referred the 
Message from the President of the United States, 
together with a letter from John Randolph, Jr., a 
member of this House from the State of Virginia. 

Mr. Curistiz said, that having obeyed the com- 
mand of the House in the testimony he had given, 
he hoped to have been permitted to give a silent 
vote on every question which might come be- 
fore the House on the present subject; but the 
conduct of the gentleman from Delaware, on Fri- 
day, had obliged him to deviate from that deter- 
mination in rising upon what must be very disa- 
greeable, a justification of hisown deposition. He 
could not have apprehended the gentleman would 
have made so wanton an attack on the deposition 
of any man whom he had no reason to believe 
would deviate from fact. The gentleman was 
pleased to say that he (Mr. C.) was so fortunate 
as to see more and hear more than any one else 
who was in the same situation. Mr. C. said he 
considered himself rather unfortunate in knowing 
and seeing so much. But although his deposition 
contained so much of the transactions of that even- 
ing, yet the gentleman from Delaware appeared 
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to be mach the best pleased with the depositions 
of gentlemen who saw the least of it! R 

In the gentleman’s examination of the evidence, 
he appeared more like the county-court lawyer, 
whose business was to make the worst appear in the 
bestlight,and to reduce the most important testimo- 
ny to nothing, than as an honorable member of the 
National Legislature, where the strictest impar- 
tiality should mark his conduct, and where no im- 
pressions should be formed but from a just view 
of evidence. | 

Farther, he has charged me, indirectly, said Mr. 
C., with a want of candor in my deposition. He 
has said of the other gentlemen, that there was 
much candor in their testimony. What is there 
in my testimony to deprive me of the same appro- 
bation? I did not wish him to commend my tes- 
timony, because his approbation would not make 
it the more truth; but I think he might have 
placed mine in the same situation he placed others. 
The encouragement he has taken to draw these 
insinuations is, my having introduced my suspi- 
cions with my evidence. This appeared to mea 
case of absolute necessity. There were many little 
circumstances that could not well be introduced 
into an affidavit. I endeavored to give my opin- 
ion from my real impressions; Iam sure I have 
done it with candor, whatever that gentleman may 
insinuate. I have not misstated a single circum- 
stance that came under my observation. I had 
my suspicions awakened, and therefore I did not go 
away as I had intended. Why were these impres- 
sions made? I will relate one particular ground. 
In the course of the morning, in a company of some 
officers and other gentlemen, the conversation turn- 
ed up about the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Randolph;) some of the officers said he ought to 
have his neck broke; that the officers ought to be 
pes out, one by one, till they had killed him. 

aving heard this, and perceiving and hearing 
what I did at the theatre in the evening, my sus- 
picions were naturally awakened; I thought it 
my duty to prevent mischiefif possible. Idid not 
attend at all to the play, but paid particular atten- 
tion to every word and every action which trans- 
pired between these officers, This was one rea- 
son why I was so fortunate as to know more than 
others. 

Farther, the gentleman says that I have stated 
no facts. What he thinks are facts I cannot say, 
but I will submit to the consideration of the House 
what I call facts. Isaw the officers there. That 
is one fact. I saw them look toward our box. 
That is another fact. Another is, I heard one of 
them say, after using the words ragamuffin and 
mercenary, “he does not hear you, go nearer to 
him.” I heard this perfectly plain, and this the 
more awakened my observation, because I could 
not mistake Mr. Randolph to be the object of their 
ridicule. But the gentleman supposes I was mis- 
taken in another fact; that of Capt. McKnight’s 
sitting beside Mr. Randolph. What evidence has 
he that I am mistaken? None but the bare asser- 
tion of that gentleman himself. Iam sure of the 
circumstance. Isaw him sit down ; he touched my 
elbow in sitting down, and made a slight apology 


with his head for so doing. Irather think the gen- 
tleman wants candor himself, or he would never 
scrutinize my testimony with so suspicious an eye, 
when he has no ground for so doing. 

I was not the only person who was so fortunate as 
to receive impressions that an insult was intended; 
other gentlemen who had less occasion, thought 
the same. I marked every transaction—I well re- 
member their words; it is impossible that I should 
be mistaken in either. That gentleman might 
have his reasons for so speaking of my testimony, 
for aught I know, but certainly he treated it as 
neither candid nor honest. I could not be insen- 
sible of his harsh treatment of my testimony, par- 
ticularly when he spoke of the candor of every 
other gentleman. 

I do not think the committee obtained all the 
information they could have procured. I did ex- 
pect that they would have asked Captain Smith 
who the gentleman was that gave him the infor- 
mation of his apprehensions about the conduct of 
these officers. I must confess, had I been on the 
committee, I should have put the question. The 
gentleman was in town, he had been in the box; 
there can be no doubt but he could have given 
some important evidence, but this they neglected 
to obtain. 

As I believe the report of the committee conveys 
an unjust censure on Mr. Randolph, and as I think 
it can be reported in a manner much more accep- 
table to a majority of this House if reeommitted, 
I shall therefore vote in favor of the motion. 

Mr. Sewa.t, having been a member of the com- 
mittee, and having fully concurred in the report, 
considered it his duty to show the inquiries and 
reasons which led him to a concurrence with the 
committee, and would induce him to vote against 
the motion now before the House. It appeared to 
him necessary to express some cautions to gentle- 
men on this occasion. 

The House were now sitting as judges upon the 
conduct of their fellow-citizens who were not 
members of the House; they were now judging 
in a case in which the feelings of gentlemen must 
necessarily make them a party ; they were called 
upon to defend the privileges of the House, in 
which they were judges from the necessity of the 
case, with a power to determine the nature of the 
offence, the punishment of it, and the degree of 
punishment to be inflicted. In this situation it 
became proper for gentlemen to divest themselves 
of resentment, which the supposed injury to them- 
selves would excite, as much as possible; of their 
sympathy with the accuser, who has been more 
immediately affected ; and rather to take the place 
of the persons accused ; to consider what were the 
natural and allowable feelings to which officers of 
the army must beexcited on hearing of the express- 
ions which had been made use of by the gentleman 
from Virginia on the floor of the House, unneces- 
sarily, and without any oceasion from the debate 
in which they were uttered. The words, if not 
peculiarly applied to them, respected their profes- 
sion and the reputation of the service in which 
they had engaged ; and if they thought proper to 
pass about, in the way of jest, the words by which 
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they had been hurt, surely it could not be neces- 
sary for the House to pursue this as a breach of 
ptivilege. Whether the words were repeated in 
the street or at the playhouse, if, scattered in the 
air, they should reach the ears of the persons who 
gave them birth, ought he to feel himself injured ! 
It was merely a repetition of the words used by 
the gentleman, and these could not be offensive to 
him, unless from his consciousness that they had 
been by himself improperly used and applied. 

A further caution, Mr. S. said, he found it ne- 
cessary to express, from what he heard that morn- 
ing. The House sat as judge on this case. It was 
an established principle, in the administration of 
justice, that the judge shall be influenced only by 
the evidence before him, and that he ought not to 
admit his own conjectures, or to believe beyond 
the evidence. He had this morning observed a 
member of the House, in whose candor he had 
usually confided, imprudently carried away by his 
feelings. Had nota gentleman said that he firmly 
believed it was not merely the design of the per- 
sons accused in this case to pull the coat off the 
gentleman from Virginia, but to trample him 
down? Was this the dictate of those impartial, 
those cautious sensations which ought to possess 
the breastofajudge? When members of the House 
were carried away by those improper conjectures 
and predispositions, a caution to them he conceiv- 
ed might be allowed as very necessary. 

Farther. It was the duty of a judge when un- 
dertaking to be a witness to distinguish his sit- 
uation. Yet there were several gentlemen who 
acted in the double capacity of witness and judge. 
One of those gentlemen had undertaken to argue 
upon his own testimony, and adduce his opinion 
thereupon, mixing additional evidence. Surely 
these circumstances must prove the necessity of 
extreme caution in those who would be impartial 
in their inquiries and just in their decisions in this 
case. 

Mr.S. then proceeded to show the reasons which 
led him to concur in the report of the committee. 

First. A previous inquiry ought to be, what 
are the privileges of the House which they un- 
dertook to vindicate? T'o what extent are they to 
becarried? In the present instance the privileges 
in question might be inferred from one, and that a 
very important right of this House, that every 
member should be free in debate; that he ought 
not to be called in question by any person, or m 
any other place, for what he had done or declared 
in the capacity of a Representative and in the pro- 
ceedings of the House. But when the question is 
whether any member has been injured in this im- 
portant right, gentlemen must also consider to what 
extent their privileges in this respect have been 
claimed. What had been the established practice 
of the House, Mr. S. asked, till the present time ? 
Have not the expressions of members uttered in 
debate, with the addition of the most insulting cal- 
umnies and injurious commentaries, issued forth 
from the press and been disseminated throughout 
the United States? Has there beenany precedent, 
any instance of a printer or publisher, who has 
been called to the bar of any House of Congress 


for this offence as for a breach of privilege? It 
has never been thought worthy of notice; much less 
of punishment. He was now speaking before an 
| assembly a majority of whom had, a few days ago, 
declared they would not preserve in their code of 
laws the statute by which those are to be punished 
who shall falsely and maliciously traduce the Pre- 
sident or either House of Congress, by misrepre- 
senting, not in words but in writing, their official 
proceedings; will this House then punish any man 
for merely a repetition of words, however reproach- 
ful, that had been previously uttered by a member 
of the House? Ifit was the settled Jaw, deter- 
mined by the practice of every House of Represen- 
tatives since the Constitution, that the observa- 
tions which members have used in debate may be 
repeated, published, and uttered, without exposing 
to punishment, there could be thus far no crime in 
this case. ; 

Mr. S. said, he would consider the case in two 
points of view. First, as it respected the words as 
separated from any action; and secondly as it re- 
spected the words connected with what had been 
called the personal insult offered. In either view 
he thought he should justify the report. With re- 
spect to the first, he had already observed it would 
be a departure from the constant practice of the 
House to punish for merely the publication or re- 
petition of words; such publications had been ac- 
companied oftentimes with the most insulting 
strictures. He was certain the House would not 
begin at this time to punish where the publication 
had not been accompanied with any commentaries 
or insult. The use or repetition of the words al- 
luded to in the charge might not have been inten- 
ded as an offence, and was natural in officers upon 
whose minds the degrading epithets which had 
been bestowed on their employments must rest. 
Itmay beobserved also that those epithets had been 
very improperly applied to the army, in the House. 
Indeed the repetition of them was a much more 
proper application as made at the playhouse, more 
according to the facts; but the application of such 
epithets to the Army of the United States, was not 
according to the truth, but must be attributed to 
the warmth of the member who had used them 
in debate. 

But gentlemen have said that the repetition of 
the words of Mr. Randolph was with the purpose 
of producing a quarrel, and, considered with that 
design, the offence must amount toa breach of 
privilege. Whether this was or was not the case, 
Mr. S. said, the House as well as the committee 
may be at some loss to discover. It was probable 
j if the intention had been to produce a quarrel the 
offensive words would have been more pointedly 
used, so as not to admit of a doubt as to that inten- 


tion. If the gentleman himself thought so, his 
“most proper way would have been to have asked 
an explanation. Judging from all the circum- 
stances of the evidence as it now appears, and espe- 
cially from the positive declarations of the officers 
charged, it may be reasonably concluded that an 
inquiry would have produced an apology perfectly 
satisfactory at the time, and the affair would have 
proceeded no further; and if that had happened 
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there would have been more evidence before the | was almost inevitable. 


House as to the intention. But that was not done. 
It was not pretended that these words were ad- 


dressed to Mr. Randolph, if there was an intention | 


that they should apply to him. It appeared that 


the occasion arose from a scene that was then ex- | 


hibited on the stage; this might have reminded 
them of the words which had been used respecting 
the army,and which they must have considered as 
degrading their profession in the Hall of Congress. 

But, Mr. 8. said, he would beg leave to refer 
the House to the part of the evidence which was 
considered as proving a personal insult. One cir- 
cumstance was, that Mr. Reynolds sat down in a 
place which was scarce sufficient to contain him, 
and, in sitting down, pressed Mr. Randolph. 
Whether this was meant to offend, or not, did not 
appear; but it would have been very easy for Mr. 
Randolph to have learnt the intention by asking 
it, and it was rather a wonder that that gentleman, 
supposing it to be meant so, had not then discov- 
edit. Butit appeared that there was an excuse 
for this action, arising from the evidence. In Mr. 
Bendel statement, to which, as to facts, Mr. 
S. said he would give implicit credit, it appeared 
that Mr. Reynolds sat down in a place which Mr. 
Christie had just left; he perhaps thought he had 
aright to sit in it, and he did not think proper or 
find it in his power to take an exact measure 
whether it was large enough, since it had been 
occupied by another person; it having been left, 
made an apology not necessary, since Mr. Ran- 
dolph could occupy the same room as before. 
This he did not offer as a lawyer’s apology, but as 
a reasonable inference, and in this habit it was 
considered in the committee. This excuse would 
also appear reasonable from another part of the 
testimony. Just before Mr. Reynolds took this 
place, all the persons in the box had been attract- 
ed by a scene that was exhibting, and got upon 
their feet. The time of returning to take their 
seats was the moment when Mr. Reynolds sat 
down. 

Mr, 8. thought Mr. Christie must have been 
mistaken as to Mr. McKonight’s taking that seat. 
Mr. Randolph himself did not say he was beside 
him, nor was it said by any other witness, but 
Captain McKnight denied it. However, that was 
immaterial. 

Another circumstance stated was, Mr. Ran- 
dolph’s coat being pulled. That he had his coat 

ulled, and that he thought it was intended as an 
insult, there was no doubt; but Mr. S. thought it 
was entirely impossible to collect from the testi- 
mony who it was done by ; or, if that were known, 
it would be difficult to discover that it was in- 
tended to insult that gentleman. Whether it was 
done with such a degree of violence as to make it 
worthy of notice did not appear. The House 
could not attend to insinuations in this particular; 
they must let facts dictate their decision. He 
wished gentlemen to consider the situation the 
theatre was in; every one hurrying to get out 
before others. No doubt the press was very great, 
and it would be no wonder if a gentleman should 
suffer a degree of violence in such a situation—it 


As to the acknowledg- 
ment made by Captain McKnight before the com- 
mittee, it was not taken as evidence; but if the 
pulling of Mr. Randolph’s coat is to be considered 
as proved upon Captain McKnight by his confes- 
sion—and there seems to be no other proof of it— 
the whole of that confession must be taken to- 
gether, and from that it must result that his tak- 
ing hold of Mr. Randolph at the moment of leav- 
ing the box was at least intended to be gentle, 
was accidental, and without any purpose of insult 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. S. declared that if there could have appear- 
ed from any part of the whole testimony a design 
to ill use Mr. Randolph, the committee certainly 
would have recommended a censure upon the par- 
ties who should have been found guilty, and he 
should have willingly joined in such a report; but, 
to the apprehension of a majority of the commit- 
tee, there was no proof of ill usage, nor was there 
any ill intention deducible from the words or 
conduct which had been proved. 

But were these persons declared innocent in the 
report? By no means. The committee had only de- 
clared their opinion to be that sufficient cause did 
not appear to induce a notice of this transaction 
on the ground of a breach of privilege. They by 
no means cleared the parties charged of every 
misconduct. There may remain suspicions of 
guilt when there is not sufficient evidence for 
conviction ; the committee had framed their opin- 
ion from the testimony, that testimony was before 
the House, it was therefore for the House to de- 
cide. If censure and if punishment was at all 
necessary, it could be ordered. 

The motion now before the House was for a 
recommitment of the report, upon the idea that 
the committee had gone beyond their authority, 
or that they had improperly used their authority, 
by expressing an opinion upon the style and mode 
of application to the President of the United 
States, which eventually brought this business 
before the House. If the arguments had been 
confined to this point, Mr. S. said, he should have 
been glad; but as it appeared by the conduct of 
gentlemen who first took up the question that the 
whole of the report was in discussion, he had been 
obliged to pursue them upon the merits of the 
resolutions. 

He should now say a few words as to the sup- 
posed impropriety of the committee expressing 
their opinion. In what had they been guilty of 
impropriety? Had they exceeded the authority 
given to them? They were not specially a com- 
mittee appointed to take the letter of the President 
and that of Mr. Randolph into consideration. The 
committee thought themselves under a necessity 
of considering it in a point of view in which they 
had reported. The regret expressed by the com- 
mittee, Mr. S.said, was a regret which he felt the 
moment he had heard the letter read. He believ- 
ed if gentlemen would examine the style of that 
letter they would regret that it was ever sent to 
the President. It certainly did not show a dispo- 
sition to support that dignity which ought to be 
preserved inviolate between the different depart- 
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always indecorous in itself, and which ought not | 


to be used from an inferior to a superior officer of 
the Government. He thought he did not speak 
improperly in saying that they, as members of the 


House, were inferior in their official capacity to. 


the President of the United States. To preserve 
these distinctions, and the. dignity of an official 
character, was particularly necessary for the pre- 
servation of the Government. Those who were 
exalted by their fellow-citizens should be treated 
with that respect, and being raised higher in 
power by the people, the more peculiar the respect 
to be paid to the office and authority, which is 


} There was a kind of! 
comparison of equality in the mode of address: 


so far as it has been objected.to by the gentleman 
‘who moved the recommitment, only contained 
i the reasoning of the committee, and was not an 

act of the House. With respect to the resolutions, 
| they could be amended or rejected when they 
| came before the House. 
| Mr. Nicnouson said, he did not intend to have 
| offered any observations upon this subject, but he 
felt: himself called upon by the remarks of the 
member from Massachusetts, (Mr. Sewai,) who 
had just sat down. That gentleman had express- 
ed an opinion, a part of which was a novelty to 
him, and which he certainly did not expect to 
have heard froma lawyer. He had said “that 
‘our present situation was a very important one, 


created for the common good. There wasa very | ‘and the authority derived from it ought to be 
improper style of comparison, an. evident indeco- | ‘exercised with great caution; and that when a 
rum through the whole tenor of the letter ad- | ‘man became a witness in a case, he ought not to 
dressed by Mr. Randolph, and that, he thought, | ‘consent to sit injudgment upon it.” Mr. N. said 
a mere perusal of the letter would as well prove | he trusted that he felt the high importance of his 
as any comment could. But they had not ex-/ station as fully as any member upon that floor; 
pressed a censure on the member, and therefore} but although he had been summoned by the com- 
the argument in that view must fail. They only | mittee to give testimony in this affair, yet this 
expressed a regret that such a thing should be. | was not to deprive him of the Constitutional au- 
A censure upon the author was not necessarily į thority which he possessed of deciding upon every 
implied. question which came before the House, either in 

Another paragraph having been pointed out as | its legislative or judicial capacity. It was a right 
exceptionable, wherein the committee considered | which his constituents expected him to exercise, 
the application to the President, however other-| and he was resolved not to surrender it while 
wise intended, as derogating from the rights of the | they continued to repose their confidence in him. 
House, Mr. S. wished to say a few words to. How | When he had made his affidavit, in obedience to 
was this application to be considered? Certainly | the commands of the committee, he did not think 


as an appeal to the President, as Commander-in- 
‘Chief of the Army, complaining of the conduct 
of some of the officers of the army. Some of the 

entlemen have said, there could be no doubt 
But the President’ possessed authority to regulate 
the subordinate officers ; hut how had the gentle- 
man in this instance made his appeal? That his 
independence and rights as a member of the 
House had been infringed. Now that this was an 
appeal to the President for redress was clearly es- 
tablished by the perusal of the letter, and that} 
such an appeal by a member of Congress was im- 
proper was equally well established. The com- 
mittee could not be ignorant. of these truths, and, 
knowing them, they were justifiable in saying that 
the appeal was made to an improper authority, 
because the appeal bore on its face a charge which 
respected a breach of the privileges of the House, 
acharge which is there exclusively cognizable, 
and to this jurisdiction the President had paid a 
suitable regard in his reference of the inquiry to 
them. 

If this application had been made by a gentle- 
man of a party who are supposed to favor the in- 
crease of Executive authority, Mr. S. supposed 
the attempt would have been treated as an aggra- 
vated offence, and they should not have heard the 
last of it for some time. 

Mr. S. said he had thus briefly given some of 
the reasons which weighed with the committee 
in determining their report, and these reasons 


himself at liberty to state his impressions, but as 
he was now on the floor, he would offer his opin- 
ions upon the testimony and the report which was 
under consideration. 

He was somewhat surprised to hear the honor- 
able member from Massachusetts (Mr. SewaLL) 
attempt a vindication of the officers on the score 
of an allowance for their feelings, which, Mr. N. 
said, he was willing to admit might have been 
somewhat wounded by the expressions of his 
friend from Virginia; but if they were to be jus- 
tified in offering insult to the representative body 
because their feelings were to plead their excuse, 
he did not know how or where such conduct was 
to be checked. If members of this House are to 
be exposed to outrage and insult, and are then to 
be told that the feelings of military men had been 
excited, and therefore they were to be excused, 
what, he asked, was the necessity for the Consti- 
tutional guard of freedom of debate? But, said 
he, this mode of defence grants precisely what we 
insist on. While gentlemen attempt to extenuate, 
they tacitly admit the commission of the offence 
! charged, and convict those whom they endeavor 
to acquit. Mr. Randolph’s language, say they, 
was aggravated and improper, and therefore it 
must be supposed would naturally provoke the sub- 
sequent conduct. Granted—and this is the point 
contended for, for it admits the very fact in dis- 
pute: that this conduct did actually ensue. 

Mr. N. said, he had thought the report of the 


would still induce him to vote for the resolutions. 
He hoped the report would not be recommitted ; 
he could see no ground for so doing; the report, 


| committee extremely incorrect in a variety of 
points, and the very Ingenious explanation of the 
gentleman from Delaware (Mr. Bavard) had not 


459 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


460 


H.or R. 


Breach of Privilege. 


January, 1800. 


induced him to change his opinion. It appeared 
to him that the committee had conducted the 
business entirely as if it had been a petty case be- 
tween two individuals, and only interesting to the 
: House because they were to decide on it; for, in- 
stead of examining Mr. Randolph upon oath, as 
they did every other witness, they barely pro- 
cured a statement from him, in the same manner 
as from Captain McKnight and Lieutenant Rey- 
nolds, thus holding out an appearance to the 
world that Mr. Randolph was equally concerned 
with the officers. . To be sure, one of the commit- 
tee had explained this, but still it did not remove 
the objection, for however excusable the commit- 
tee might be, yet this did not change the face of 
the report; it still went to the public asa naked 
question between individuals, and thus they would 
be induced to overlook it, as of no consequence to 
them, and will not give it that investigation which 
their invaded rights demand. But, sir, said Mr. 
N., I view it in a different light. I consider it as 
a question between this House and the officers of 
the Army and Navy. I consider it as a question 
between the civil and military authorities of ‘the 
country. I consider it as a question between the 
sovereignty and independence of the people, and 
the influence of Executive authority. But, sir, 
the committee will appear to have thought other- 
wise, by inducing a belief that Mr. Randolph was 
a party interested, and therefore not to be used as 
a witness, when in fact he was only concerned as 
every other member in this House is—all being 
equally interested to preserve the freedom of 
debate. 

But what in his mind was a powerful objection 
to the report, he said, was that the committee had 
exceeded the authority delegated to them by the 
House, in undertaking to censure the style of Mr. 
Randolph’s letter to the President. The member 
from Delaware had indeed attempted to explain 
this part of the report also, by declaring that the 
committee did not mean to convey censure; but 
it appeared to him that thelanguage was extremely 
strong, though they had affected to be somewhat 
modest about it. They express their disapproba- 
tion in pointed terms, and I have always thought 
that an expression of disapprobation amounted to 
censure, and an expression of approbation amount- 
ed to applause. But | deny the power or authority 
of the committee to make any strictures on the 
style of this letter. From whence do they derive 
so much authority? No such power was dele- 
gated by the House, for the Constitution gives 
them none. I know of no law providing for the 
case; the general rules and practice of the House 
afford no precedent that I have heard stated; by 
what right then, I again ask, did the committee 
undertake the task of criticism? Who erected 
them into a committee of censorship for the pre- 
servation of form and decorum? If we are to 
agree with the member from Delaware, (Mr. Bay- 
ARD,) this authority was derived from the Presi- 
dent, for that gentleman tells us that the language 
was offensive to the President, and that out of 
respect to him they were bound to notice it. Is 
this, sir, a ground which the National Legislature 


ought to take? Are we to enter into all the Presi- 
dent’s feelings? Are we to participate in his re- 
sentments? Shall this House descend from the 
dignity of guarding the rights of a great people, 
to the paltry office of settling rules and forms of 
etiquette? No, sir, it is as inconsistent with the 
character of a Republican Government as it is 
exceeding the authority under which we act. In 
courts, sir, I have been told that these forms are 
deemed essential, and that therefore much care is 
taken to preserve them. They publish the neces- 
sary style of address, and you can easily find out 
whether you are to call your fellow-man his 
Majesty, his Grace, his Lordship, or his Honor. 
But plainness and simplicity are the characteris- 
tics of a Republican Government, and ought not 
to be laid aside; for, in proportion to the estab- 
lishment of titles and distinctions, in the same 
proportion do we lose sight of that equality which 
the member from Massachusetts (Mr. SEWALL} 
appears to think the offensive part of Mr. Ran- 
dolph’s letter. 

I was surprised to hear that gentleman talk of" 
grades in dignity on this side of the Atlantic, and 
object to this letter because Mr. R. discovered an 
opinion that he was on a level with the President.. 
What, sir, is the President more than man? Be- 
cause it is the custom in other countries to clothe: 
a human being with the robes of state, and then 
fall down and worship him, shall we declare that 
our Chief Magistrate is exalted above the level of 
his race, and that those are his inferiors who are 
servants to the same sovereign people! True, he 
has more power, and is elected by more people 
than a member of this House, but then he has. 
more masters, and is still a servant; we are all 
made by the voice of the people, and that voice 
can destroy us. It is the pride and boast of our 
Government that every man in it is subject to the- 
same laws, and enjoys the same rights; that al- 
though’ we, with the President, are elected for a 
time to make laws for the good of the whole, yet 
after having performed our routine of service, we 
lay down our employments and return again to 
private life, become responsible to our fellow- 
citizens, and depend on our good conduct here 
for their approbation. Surely this gives a mem- 
ber of this House a right to consider himself on a 
level with the President, because in these respects 
an equality exists between them, inasmuch as 
they are both servants to the people, and this is 
the light in which my friend from Virginia con- 
sideredit. ‘The member from Massachusetts (Mr. 
SEWALL) might as well be displeased because his 
letters were addressed to plain Mr. Such-a-one, 
instead of the honorable Mr. Such-a-one; an un- 
meaning title which we have assumed without 
authority. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, that I 
should have addressed the President in the same 
style, because, as the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Davis) said, I do not know that I could ;: 
but if I had been consulted about this letter (which 
I believe none of Mr. Randolph’s friends were) I 
do not think there is a single word which I could 
have advised him to blot. Itis written ina style of 
manly independence, consistent with the charac-- 
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ter of a freeman who disdains to address himself 
to power in the language of adulation. 

Let me again repeat, sir, that the committee 
have exceeded their authority. There was but 
one fact which they had to inquire intő, and that 
was whether the officers had or had not been 
guilty of a breach of privilege, and this is the only 
fact on which they should have reported. . 

But, sir, in the third paragraph, the committee 
have again fallen into the error of giving this 
business the appearance of an affair between in- 
dividuals. They. have told you that Mr. Ran- 
dolph demands “redress.” I deny it. He asked 
no redress, but he requires a remedy to prevent 
future evils of a similar nature. What is redress ? 
It is a compensation for an injury sustained. 
Does he ask compensation? No, sir. Whena 
man has been injured in his person, he‘appeals to 
the laws of his country, by instituting a civil suit, 
and recovers damages to compensate him for the 
injury, and this is redress; but the offender is also 
punished for a breach of the peace, and this is the 
remedy (not the redress) applied by the State to 
deter others from the perpetration of similar of- 
fences against society... This, sir, is what Mr. 
Randolph demanded; the rights and independ- 
ence of the Legislature had been attacked, the 
majesty of the people had been insulted, he there- 
fore required the application of a remedy which 
might show to other military men the necessity of 
conducting themselves with decency and respect 
towards the civil authorities. 

The fourth paragraph of the report appears to 
‘me highly exceptionable. It not only declares 
Mr. Randolph’s application to the President to be 
-improper, but that he himself had violated the 
privileges of the House. For, whatever is in de- 
rogation of the rights of this House must be con- 
sidered as a violation of its privileges. This is a 
charge of a serious nature levelled at one of the 
Representatives of the people, and if true, ought 
to be punished. But, in my opinion, this applica- 


tion to the President was not only proper, but | 


would they not rather have commended the mem- 
ber for treating the officer with so much mildness 
and liberality? Would it have been thought pref- 
erable to arraign the officer at the bar of this House, 
to fine and imprison him for the commission of 
an act which in all probability arose from igno- 
rance and misconception? Sir, I believe such 
conduct on the part of a member would have 
been thought cruel and oppressive, and would have 
been exclaimed against by all who became ac- 
quainted with the fact. Or, I would ask, if every 
man is chargeable with a violation of that duty 
which he owes to society, ifhe neglects to bring 
to punishment every one who in the heat of the 
moment may be guilty of a petty assault and bat- 
tery? J confess I think otherwise, for I have al- 
ways been of opinion that a mutual forbearance 
among men was necessary to preserve the harmo- 
ny of society. It was the prevalence of this tem- 
per which prevented other members who were 
witnesses of the fact from bringing the business 
before this House, and if Mr. Randolph is guilty 
of a breach of privilege in making application to 
the President, every other member acquainted 
with the circumstance became equally guilty, by 
not applying to the House for the means of pun- 
ishment ; for it was as much the duty of those who 
were present as it was the duty of Mr. Randolph; 
all,as members of the Legislative body, being equal- 
ly interested. 

However, sir, let us recur again to this clause, 
and see whether the position of the committee 
may not be turned upon themselves. The com- 
mittee have declared in their preamble that Mr. 
Randolph was guilty of a breach of privilege, in not 
making application to this House to punish the 
officers; and yet the committee themselves, not- 
withstanding they had these impressions, have 
introduced no affirmative proposition for the pur- 
pose of censuring or punishing Mr. Randolph. If 
itis the duty of members who believe that a breach 
of privilege has been committed, to apply to the 
House to remedy the evil, it was certainly the duty 


highly commendable. It discovered a spirit of |.of this committee to introduce an affirmative prop- 


mildness and forbearance which will rather com- 
mand the esteem and approbation than the cen- 
sure of the public. He had the choice of two 
remedies, either an application to this House, or 
to the President. and he preferred that which at 


the same time would be equally effectual, and yet | 


þe less harsh and severe. 

But let me illustrate this conduct on the part of 
Mr. Randolph, by comparing it with a case of 
more familiarity. Ifa member of this Housc had 
been arrested for debt by a sheriff’s officer while 
attending in the discharge of his official duty, the 
officer. no doubt would be guilty of a breach of 

` privilége, because it is expressly so declared by 
the Constitution; if the member thus arrested had 
written to the high sheriff himself, informing him 
of the circumstance, and stating to him that the 


osition on this head, in order that the House might 
express their opinions on the subject, and punish 
or acquit, as their judgments might dictate. By 
neglecting to do this, if Mr. Randolph is guilty of 
a breach of privilege, the committee are equally 
guilty also. 

As to myself, Mr. Speaker, I have no hesitation 
in declaring that I never did wish these young 
men to be punished with severity. Iam willing 
to believe that their conduct was the result of 
youthful indiscretion, and as such might well have 
been overlooked by this House, leaving it to the 
President to have them informed that they had 
behaved improperly, and that a recurrence of sim- 
ilar misconduct would be attended with more se- 
rious consequences to them. Sir, I do not now 
wish them to be punished with severity; but as 


privileges of the House had been violated, requi- | this business is brought before the House, I hold 
ring him to instruct his officer as to the impropri- | it to be our duty to decide upon it in such a man- 
ety of his conduct, with the view of preventing | ner as to produce a good effect upon the military 
similar offences in future, would any one here jį of the country. I conceive this to be our duty, 
have said that this was a breach of privilege, or | because I think our rights and the rights of the 
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people are deeply involved, and because I think it 
rests with us at this moment either to surrender 
or to support the freedom of debate, which is one 
of our most essential privileges. If we pass over 
this instance, without declaring our sense of its 
impropriety, I know not how far the evil may 
extend itself. 

Although it has been denied by some, yet it has 
been admitted by other gentlemen in this House, 
that if the words were spoken with an intention 
to insult, and it was proved that the insult had 
taken place, this would be a breach of privilege. 
This, sir, I take to be the correct ground, for, in- 
dependent of the admission of gentlemen. a varie- 
ty of instances migh be adduced from the Parlia- 
mentary history of England where persons not 
members have been punished for words spoken to 
and of members. 

The question then is, how these words were 
used by the officers, and how they were intended 
to apply; and whether, by the use of them and 
the subsequent conduct afterwards, it is not ap- 
parent that they intended to insult, for the purpose 
of provoking hostilities ? 

in my opinion, Mr. Speaker, no stronger argu- 
ment can be adduced than the impressions which 
were made upon the bystanders. And here, sir, I 
cannot avoid noticing a remark which fell from 
the gentleman from Delaware, and which I regret 
exceedingly the use of. That gentleman thought 
it probable that the members present at the trans- 
action were governed in their feelings by the pe- 
culiarity of their relative situation to Mr. Ran- 
dolph, insinuating very strongly that their impres- 
sions arose from the similarity of their own and 
Mr. Randolph’s political cast. [Mr. Bayar said 
he did not mean to insinuate that any member 
was governed by motives of that kind, but spoke 
of it as a natural and involuntary bias of the hu- 
man mind.] Mr. Nicwotson said he trusted that 
the member had no such meaning. He flattered 
himself that the characters of those who were 
present were superior to such imputations, for al- 
though he himself had not thought proper to state 
his impresions in his affidavit, yet he could not 
avoid feeling for those who had; and he thought 
it very fair to suppose that those four members of 
the committee who had agreed to the report, in 
opposition to three of their brethren, were influ- 
enced by similar feelings. Those four gentlemen, 
said Mr. N., have testified, by their conduct here, 
their strong attachment to the Army; they have 
expressed a fellow-feeling for the officers, and one 
of them at least had on this floor warmly declar- 
ed his disapprobation of the language used by my 
friend from Virginia. May we not believe, then, 
that these gentlemen were influenced in their ex- 
amination of this subject, by their attachment to 
the army, and their disapprobation of Mr. Ran- 
dolph’s words? May we not suppose that their 
judgments were blinded by their feelings, and 
that this report is the production of party spirit? 
I do not charge the gentlemen with this, but it is 
certainly equally probable that they should be gov- 
erned by their feelings, as well as those who were 
acting upon oath. But, sir, how will the gentleman 


from Delaware account for the impressions made 
| by the conduct of the officers on the mind of Mr. 
| Van Rensselaer? He was no member of this 
House. He does not agree with us in political 
opinions. His judgment was not warped by par- 
ty feelings or considerations. He does not “view 
' Executive conduct with an eye of jealousy.” And 
yet we are told by Mr. Macon, who I presume 
‘the gentleman will not say misstated a fact, that 
| Mr. Van Rensselaer was the first who mentioned 
the subject, by telling him that these officers in- 
tended to insult Mr. Randolph. He saw the ten- 
dency of their improper behaviour and expressed 
his opinion onitinstantly. His impressions were 
| the result of what he saw, and could not be pro- 
| duced by a sympathy of political feelings. 
| How will the member from Delaware account 
| for the impressions of the person who went toa 
| distant box and told Captain Smith that it was 
the intention of the officers to insult Mr. Ran- 
dolph! If the committee had taken the trouble to 
inquire (and I find the question was not asked of 
| any person) they would have found that this was 
| a man of respectability, bearing the exclusive title 
ofa Federalist, and one of the warm supporters of 
the Federal candidate at the late election fora 
Governor of this State. He could have no feel- 
ings to influence him. He could have no attach- 
ment to Mr. Randolph, to whom he was a perfect 
stranger. His motives could only have been of the 
purest and most disinterested nature. He had no 
party malevolence to gratify, no personal attach- 
|ments to interest him; he was unknown to all 
| parties, and the fair presumption is, therefore, that 
| he was perfectly impartial. And yet we find that 
he was under strong apprehensions that disagree- 
able consequences might ensue, and went to Cap- 
tain Smith for the purpose of inducing him to in- 
terfere, presuming, I suppose, that he might have 
influence with his brother officers. How will the 
member from Delaware account for the impres- 
sions made on the mind of that man who told Mr. 
Christie not to leave Mr. Randolph, for some in- 
jury was intended towards him? He had no ac- 
quaintance with Mr. Randolph, had no feelings 
to gratify that we know of, and yet he could see 
the same impropriety of behaviour in the officers, 
and was impressed with the same opinions which 
other gentlemen entertained. 

But it was insinuated that a report had been 
rung about the House by the friends of Mr. Ran- 
dolph, and that the impressions were created in 
this manner. [Mr. Bayarp explained. He said 
he did not mean to charge the friends of Mr. Ran- 
dolph with having done so, for he believed they 
had not; but that it was done by other persons. ] 
| Mr. NicHouson said this strengthened his argu-. 
ment, for it would not be contended by the mem- 
ber from Delaware that this report could have 
been circulated before the conversation had taken 
place in the box, for this would prove a premedi- 
tated design ; it was not contended that the report 
was circulated by any of those members who were 
in the box with Mr. Randolph; and this clearly 
proves that the same impressions were made on 
all persons who were in hearing. 
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Although Iwill not say, sir, that the House are 
bound to decide agreeably to these impressions, 
yet I will say that impressions so general, opio- 
ions so correspondent, could not have been formed 
by such a variety of men, who were witnesses of 
the scene, and could see the manner and counte- 
nances of the persons concerned, unless the inten- 
tion was so strongly marked by their ċonduct as not 
to leave the possibility of a doubt. In my mind, 
an argument arising from the generality of the 
impression is irresistible in its nature, and must 
carry conviction with it. 

As the testimony is in the possession of every 
member here, I shall offer very few observations 
upon it; but it appears to me that there are some 
strong outlines which deserve to be remarked on. 
Let it be remembered, sir, that Mr. Christie was 
in a situation to hear and see more than any other 
person whose testimony has been offered, and he 
has to-day stated that he was induced to observe 
these officers with more attention, because he 
heard several, either of the Army or Navy, de- 
clare, in the morning, that “Mr. Randolph ought 
‘to have his neck broke; that the officers ought 
‘to single themselves out and challenge him by 
‘turns until some of them killed him ;” with 
other language to the same amount. This ac- 
counts for his ‘suspicions of their intention, when 
he heard some’ person tell them they were not 
near enough to Mr. R., and they had better go 
nearer, as he could not hear them. The member 
from Delaware has said, that the committee were 
anxious to find out who this person was, and this 
is the only remark he made upon it. But it does 
not appear that they were anxious, for by examin- 
ing the depositions it will be found that Lieuten- 
ant Thompson was the only person of whom the 
inquiry was:nade. He did not hear it, but it does 
not follow from thence that the words were not 
spoken. The committee neglected to put this 
question to the only two men from whom, in all 
probability, they could have received the requi- 
site information; and these were Mr. Hurst and 
Captain Taylor. Ihave very little doubt, sir, but 
that Captain Taylor was the man who used these 
expressions; for Mr. Christie informs you that he 
‘was with the officers, and appeared extremely 
anxious to forward their views. If, then, the 
words were spoken, will gentlemen undertake to 
‘explain their tendency? They must have meant 
something, and we have every reason to believe 
that they were intended to induce a removal nearer 
to Mr. Randolph’s situation, for we find Captain 
McKnight and Lieutenant Reynolds immediately 


-changing their position and removing to the same 
-box where Mr. Randolph was, getting so near to 
him as to touch him. The subsequent language 
was sufficiently provocative, and must have been 
directed to Mr. Randolph, as there was no other 

erson there whose feelings could be wounded by 
fhe expressions, “black Virginia ragamuffins.” 
But the member from Massachusetts (Mr. Sew- 
ALL) thinks that Mr. Randolph ought to have 
asked an explanation of the officers, with the view 
of obtaining certain information as to their inten- 
tions, and this information might have been used 


as unequivocal evidence of their designs. Such 
conduct, sir, may be consistent with the cool, cal- 
culating cunning of a Northern climate, but is en- 
tirely inconsistent with the open manly character 
of Virginia. [Here there was a call to order from 
several parts of the House. Mr. N. asked why he 
was called to order? Mr. Rurienge said it was 
certainly very much out of order to draw compa- 
tisons between different States.] Mr. N. said he 
meant to make no comparison between States. but 
merely to notice a distinction which he had always 
understood did actually exist between the inhabi- 
tants of Northern and Southern climates. If Mr. 
Randolph had required an explanation at all. it 
would have been with other views than those of 
procuring testimony, which might have produced 
very serious consequences. But he discovered a 
temper and moderation which did him great 
honor, until their conduct was such as to violate 
all decorum, and he found it impossible to submit 
any longer without retorting. 

Gentlemen seem to think the circumstance of 
laying hold of and violently jerking Mr. Ran- 
dolph’s coat as very slight and trivial. They have 
attempted to explain it away by saying that Mr. 
McKnight gently laid his hand on his shoulder 
for the purpose of passing him with more ease 
and that this was construed by Mr. Randolph into 
a violent jerk. But, sir, is it possible that Mr. 
Randolph should have so far forgotten himself 
that he should so far have abandoned that princi- 
ple of moderation which he had suffered himself 
to be governed by,and which alone had prevented 
him from resenting their conduct, as to call a man 
a puppy for a slight and accidental touch of his 
coat, or for gently putting his hand upon his 
shoulder? He hadalready submitted to too much 
insult during the evening, which he treated with 
the proper contempt, and it cannot be supposed 
that his indignation, which had not been roused 
by insolent language, should afterwards take fire 
on the slight and trivial ground of being by mere 
chance accidentally touched by a person passing 
him in the theatre. If the act was not more fla- 
grant than that contended for, is it possible that 
he could have construed it into violence? Or 
can it be imagined that he, who had the moment 
before looked with an eye of cool contemptuous 
dignity on his adversaries, would at once become 
warm and impetuous, unless he was driven to it by 
conduct of strong and marked hostility towards his 
person? This, sir, would have bespoke a light 
petulance of disposition which I can inform those 
gentlemen who now advocate this report, consti- 
tutes no part of his character; and I think the 
circumstance of his calling the person a puppy 
furnishes powerful evidence to convince us that 
the act itself was of uncommon violence. 

But, sir, Captain McKnight does not tell us 
where or how he heard of Mr. Randolph having 
used .the words “mercenaries” and “ ragamuf- 
fins” in debate. He will not deny that he had 
heard it, for he will not pretend to say that his 
using them was merely accidental, and without 
reference to Mr. Randolph. The officers of the 
army are not in the habit of expressing themselves 
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in opprobrious terms towards each other; they do 
not call their brethren “mercenaries” and “rag- 
amuffins,” for it is a language that would not be 
tolerated among them, and would produce end- 
less quarrelling and disagreement. The words, 
then, must have been intended for Mr. Randolph. 
Captain McKnight has accounted very mi- 
nutely for the whole of his time from his arrival 
in town until he went to the theatre. He came 
to the city about twelve o’clock, was immediately 
ordered on a court martial, which was not dis- 
charged till three; from thence he went to his 
lodgings, and did not leave them till he came to 
the theatre, at six o’clock. Here the whole of 
his time is accounted for, and no mention made 
of his having heard of Mr. Randolph’s expressions 
about the army. But, sir, we are told by Lieuten- 
ant Thompson that McKnight, with himself and 
several others, went in the interval between the 
play and the entertainment to sup at an adjoining 
tavern, and here, sir, I presume the thing was 
talked over; I will not say premeditated, because 
I do not believe there was any regular plan of in- 
sult laid, or we should have heard it from Lieu- 
tenant Thompson, whose testimony is, I think, 
very correct; but in all probability Mr. Ran- 
dolph’s expressions in debate were then mention- 
ed; a general coincidence of sentiment prevailed 
among them, as officers, that they were insulted 
and were bound to resent the affront; and no 
doubt a conversation similar to that spoken of to- 
day by Mr. Christie took place, “that Randolph’s 
‘neck ought to be broken, and that some of the 
‘ officers ought to shoot him.” Under the im- 
pressions produced immediately by this conversa- 
tion, and perhaps somewhat heated with wine, 
they returned to the theatre, and the exhibition 
before them furnished an opportunity of provok- 
ing Mr. Randolph in such a manner as they 
thought would produce a correspondent conduct 
on his part, which might justify the most indig- 
nant outrage that they wished to offer. 

With this view of the testimony, therefore, and 
taking into consideration that none of the facts 
are denied either in Captain McKnight’s or Lieu- 
tenant Reynolds’s statements, I shall vote for a re- 
commitment of this report, for the purpose of 
changing the nature of the preamble, and so 
modifying the resolutions as to express our disap- 


probation of their conduct, and slightly to repri- | 


mand them for what I consider only as an indis- 


cretion, but an indiscretion of a very improper | 


nature, and of the most dangerous tendency. IfI 
could suppose that this affair was the result of a 
premeditated design, I should be inclined to pun- 
ish it with great severity. 

Mr. Oris said, the whole tenor of the arguments 
of gentlemen in opposition to the report of the 
committee appears to be directed not against the 
resolutions but against the preamble to the resolu- 
tions. Ifthe preamble had not been reported, he 
believed that no great objections would have been 
urged against the resolutions, yet was there no 
necessary connexion between them, nor any rea- 
son for recommitting the whole report, because 
that part of it on which the House was not called 


toact might be liable to objections. It was also 
unnecessary on the ground of procuring the at- 
testation of the gentleman from Virginia to his 
own statement, for it might easily be converted 
into an affidavit without that formality. But, said 
he, though it does not follow that the agreement 
to the resolutions is an approbation of the reasons 
assigned hy the committee, yet to recommit the 
report would imply a direct censure of those rea- 
sons. Gentlemen may be convinced of the pro- 
priety of the resolutions without assenting to the 
reasoning contained in the preamble. That rea- 
soning has been exhibited by the committee as 
the inducement which led them to propound the 
resolutions ; but other minds may perhaps arrive 
at the same conclusions from a very different view 
of the subject. The same resolutions might have 
resulted from other premises, and the same prem- 
ises might have warranted, in the opinions of some 
gentlemen, other resolutions. By deciding upon 
the foundation of its own merits, by recommit- 
ting the report, we decide upon the preamble, and 
decide against it. 

For his own part, he was persuaded that much 
of the sensibility discovered on this occasion arose 
from a misconstruction of the report, and a preva- 
lent opinion that it contained a direct and heavy 
censure upon the gentleman from Virginia. He 
denied the truth of this inference. The objec- 
tions to the preamble may be referred to two 
points: the one comprising the allusions made to 
the style of Mr. Randolph’s letter; the other, the 
exclusive cognizance claimed for the House in all 
matters of privilege respecting its members. 

As to the first of these objections, he denied 
that the report contained a direct affirmation of 
censure upon the style or conduct of the gentle- 
man, but it merely left the subject where it was, 
open to the opinion of every individual. As mem- 
bers of the committee, they express their regret 
that the gentleman has deviated from the forms 
of decorum customary in official communications 
to the Chief Magistrate. They do not deny his 
right to do so. They do not ‘say he has been 
guilty of indecorum, or that he has not substitu- 
ted other forms of decorum in the place of those 
which are usual. Upon this subject all are at lib- 
erty to form an opinion, and, from what has al- 
ready transpired, we know that a variety of senti- 
ment exists. Still, the committee may regret 
this departure from the customary style of writing 
to the Chief Magistrate; they may apprehend that 
it may lead to inconveniences. But other gentle- 
men, who think it not a matter of regret, and who 
have no fears lest the harmony of the different 
branches of the Government should be endanger- 
ed by it, may still, consistently with their senti- 
ments, vote for the resolutions. He would not, 
however, conceal his opinion, which actually ac- 
corded with that of the committee, that it was to 
be regretted that the gentleman had thus depart- 
ed from the usual mode of addressing the Presi- 
dent. It was true, indeed, that no precise forms 
were required by the Constitution or by the laws, 
and from the nature of language some variety of 
expression must always be found in the style and 
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direction of different persens, but yet it would ap- 
pear, upon examination, that the style of this let- 
ter was quite new and peculiar. [Mr. O. here 
read Mr. Randolph’s letter in part.] The gen- 
tleman, said he, considers himself as holding, in 
common with the President, the station of servant 
to the same sovereign people. What is the mean- 
ing of the word servant? Grant that, in political 
treatises, this word is sometimes affectedly applied 
to magistrates and public officers, as importing that 
they are appointed for the benefit of the people, 
yet this is not the ordinary acceptation of the 
word. Its usual meaning is, a menial person em- 
ployed for hire. At best, it is an equivocal ex- 
pression, quite unusual and unnecessary; and 
why should we adopt, in our communications 
with the Executive, words that are Hable toa 
possible misconstruction? Again, this word is 
inaccurately used, in whatever sense it is consid- 
ered. For the gentleman from Virginia is nota 
servant in common with the President. Their 
offices are perfectly distinct. If both are servants 
the President is certainly a servant of a higher 
grade than any member of this House. He holds 
an office of greater trust, of higher responsibility. 
Itis not, therefore, customary or correct to put 
both upon the same level. The letter proceeds: 
“ disclaiming all. pretensions to make any appli- 
‘cation which; in the general estimation of men, 
‘requires. the preface of apology,” &c. This, 
again, is unusual. To what species of application 
does the gentleman allude? Probably to appli- 
cations for office or preferment. It is happy for 
-the gentleman that his circumstances do not make 
it necessary or convenient for him to solicit any 
favor of this kind; but why thus formally dis- 
claim his pretensions? Standing upon the same 
ground, and enjoying the same right, with other 
citizens, might it not seem to imply a belief that 
his political opinions would be considered as an 
obstacle to his pretensions, and that offices are 
distributed through favor and affection? Is it 
usual to say to the President, “I come to ask no 
favors?” “I seek no office in your gift?” Cer- 
tainly it is not. But does the committee declare 
this language to be indecorous? Do they re- 
proach the gentleman for using it. or deny his 
right to use it? No! They say it is not custom- 
ary, and surely no man will say it is. 

Mr. O. then referred to the last part of the let- 
ter, “In their name (the Legislature*) I demand 
‘that a provision commensurate with the evil be 
“made,” &e. What is the meaning of the word 
demand, in our language? One definition of it 
may be to ask, to require; perhaps the gentleman 
might simply intend the idea conveyed by the 
French words je demande ; but is this the ordi- 
nary acceptation of this word ? „I appeal to the 
experience of gentlemen to decide, whether it 
does not import not merely a request, but a right 
-to expect, and even an authority to compel, satis- 


* In a subsequent part of this debate, recurrence was 
had to the original letter, which reads legislator instead 
of “ Legislature,” so that the meaning here must be in 
the name of the people. 


faction. The term is peremptory in its most or- 
dinary use. This, then, is at least an equivocal 
mode of address, and a deviation from the cus- 
tomary tenor of official communications. 

The last clause of the letter is equally singular: 
“Tn addressing you in the plain language of man, 
‘ I give you, sir, the best proof I can afford of the 
‘estimation in which I hold your office and your 
‘ understanding.” It was, he conceived, uncom- 
mon and improper, in addressing the President, 
to comment upon his understanding. If by one 
his understanding be appreciated, it may be un- 
dervalued by another; one gentleman may pro- 
fess to hold it in high estimation, another may as- 
sign it a less elevated grade. It could not be ne- 
cessary to dwell upon the unpleasant consequences 
of discussions of this nature. Suffice it to say, 
with the committee, that the style is unusual and 
a subject of regret, 

The second opinion of the committee, by which 
they had also given umbrage, was that in which 
they claim for the House an exclusive cognizance 
of all complaints for a breach of privilege. They 
assert that this application to the President, how- 
ever intended, is derogatory from the rights and 
privileges of the House. There can be no doubt 
of the right and propriety of referring to the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, complaints of flagrant miscon- 
duct in any officer under his command, that due 
inquiry , may be ordered, and a just censure or 
punishment awarded by a military court. But 
when the essence of the injury is made to consist 
in a violation of privilege, and the complaint is 
instituted on that ground, this House is the only 
tribunal to which the application should be made. 
If the gentleman had complained merely as an 
individual, without any reference to his station, 
or without considering the affront as offered to 
him in his official capacity, his letter probably 
would not have been submitted to the inspection 
of the House. He has not, however, taken this 
course; he considers the rights of the Legislature 
violated in his person ; it is as a representative of 
the people that he demands redress; and, conse- 
quently, the committee, without charging him 
with a want of respect for the privileges of the 
House, content themselves with a declaration of 
their sentiments upon the mere question of the 
jurisdiction of the House. 

In concluding his observations upon this head, 
he said that he could not forbear to advert to that 
part of the letter in which the gentleman professes 
to address the President in the “ plain language of 
man.” This expression seems naturally to imply 
that the President, being merely a man, is entitled 
tono distinction or peculiar marks of respect which 
are not due to his fellow-men. It is true that we 
live in a country in which the distinctions of rank 
and title are the voluntary tribute of civility to 
office and merit; yet, in the intercourse of life, both 
precedence and appellations of courtesy were dic- 
tated by our feelings and our habits. He had no 
doubt but the gentleman from Maryland, in his 
private conversation and manners, was an attentive 
observer of these forms; in addressing a gentle- 
man he used the word sir, which was in itself a 
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title, and that, when he intended no offence, he re- 
frained from the use of words which conveyed at 
least a doubtful meaning. And wherein consists 
the mischief of this civility 2. Is it not more than 
innocent, is it not salutary and productive of har- 
mony and pleasure? In a Republic, where the 
Chief Magistrate is elective, and the dignity of 
his character is upheld, not like that of a monarch 
by the splendor of his station, or the compulsive 
homage of his subjects, but by the esteem of his 
constituents and the strength of public opinion, it 
is an incumbent duty to demonstrate, by all ordi- 
nary means, our respect for the character and the 
office. If in addressing the President we should 
waive all ceremony, and dispense with all forms 
of decorum, we cannot claim from hima more re- 
spectful attention in his addresses to the Legisla- 
tive body, and by diminishing his weight and im- 
portance in the eyes of the community, we should 
also impair our own. 

Tn regard to the evidence upon which the reso- 
tutions, were predicated, Mr. O. wished that it had 
been reserved for a distinct inquiry, and not in- 
volved with the question of commitment; but, as 
the gentleman from Virginia had proceeded at 
large into the examination of the evidence, and had 
been followed by others, he requested indulgence 
fora few remarks upon this point. The evidence 
naturally resolved itself into two parts—as it re- 
gards overt acts, and as it regards words. With- 
out attempting to settle abstract questions of privi- 
lege or alluding to imaginary cases, he thought 
that the attention of gentlemen might safely be 
confined to two positions, arising from the circum- 
stances of this particular transaction. First, that 
if the overt acts alleged against the officers were 
done with an intention to insult Mr. Randolph, 
they must, in connexion with the words spoken, be 
deemed a high and flagrant breach of privilege. 
Secondly, that the words proved to be spoken, if 
not accompanied with any overt act, with any 
insulting or menacing gestures, much less if not 
addressed to the member himself, could not be 
deemed a violation of privilege. 

Let us then inquire, said he, into the nature of 
those acts which are imputed to the officers. There 
are two of them ouly upon which a reliance is 
placed. Itis said that Mr. Reynolds crowded him- 
self into a seat at the theatre in such a manner as 
to jostle and even to hurt Mr. Randolph, with an 
avowed intent to insult him, and that Captain Mc- 
Knight pulled him violently by the coat, in coming 
out of the theatre. With respect to the first of 


| puppy, had this been his intention. 


these accusations, the question was not whether 
it might possibly be true, but whether the evidence | 
` of its being so, was satisfactory. Itis indeed barely | 
possible that Mr. Reynolds intended to affront Mr. 
Randolph by this mode of taking a seat at his side, 
but many circumstances render it doubtful and 
improbable. Had the impression since made upon 
that gentleman’s mind been conveyed by the ac- 
tion itself, he would probably have demanded an 
explanation, as he afterwards did, when he felt 
himself pulled by the coat; his omission to do this, 
convinced him that he must have considered the 
conduct of Captain Reynolds as ambiguous at 


most. There .was nothing unusual in his occupa- 
tion of a vacant seat; although the space was small 
it had been sufficient for Mr. Christie, a moment 
before, and if Mr. Rensselaer, who was leaning on 
the same seat, had resumed an upright position, it 
would have been still enlarged. In the public 
boxes at the theatre this change of places is inces- 
sant. The spectators, intent upon amusement, are 
often regardless of the punctillios of good breeding; 
every man is elbowed and jostled in turn; and can 
the House, sitting as judges in their own case, 
venture to decide that an ordinary occurrence of 
this kind affords proof of a design to affront the 
gentleman from Virginia; that it amounts to a 
breach of privilege ? 

The next overt act, said he, is the pull by the coat 
which Mr. Randolph felt and noticed in coming 
from the theatre. The first question is by whom 
this was done? The only evidence that fixes this 
act upon any individual is derived from Mr. Me- 
Knight himself; but this evidence, which confes- 
ses the probability of the act, also explains it. He 
declares that being violently pulled or pushed by 
others he merely put out his hand to save himself 
orto make room. The various parts of this rela- 
tion must be taken together, and is it not a proba- 
ble account of the affair? Itis proved that at this 
time one of his arms was locked under the arm of 
Mr. Taylor. Would he have chosen this situation, 
if his intention was to commit an act of violence? 
Or would he not naturally expect an attack and 
have kept his arms at liberty to defend himself? 
It has already been urged that Mr. McKnight had 
a fair occasion of commencing a fracas when Mr. 
Randolph called the person who touched him a 
To this it has 
been answered that he immediately passed by, and 
probably did not hear him. But why did he pass 
by, why not stop tohearhim? If he was desirous 
of a quarrel why should he avoid Mr. Randolph ? 
It has not been pretended that the officers intended 
to commit a secret outrage, to insult the member 
by stealth, and skulk out of his reach. On the 
contrary, the attempt has been to prove a design to 
bring on an open quarrel and riot, and affront him 
in the view of all the spectators. This evidence 
therefore labors under the same defect with the 
former, and is too equivocal for censure or punish- 
ment. Leaving, then, the overtacts, theinjury com- 
plained of is reduced merely to the words spoken 
by the officers. Mr. O. said, that for the sake of 
argument he would admit that these words were 
spoken in the hearing of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, in token of their disapprobation of the lan- 
guage used by him in the House, and that they 
were willing he should understand the displeasure 
they had conceived on this account. Still the 
words were not addressed to that gentleman, they 
were not accompanied with looks or gestures of 
insult or defiance, they were not uttered in a man- 
ner that could justify his taking notice of them. 
The question then arises, whether a mere repetition 
of words used by a member in debate, in his hear- 
ing, significant only of the disapprobation of the 
speaker, furnishes a ground for the interference of 
this House. Certainly the doctrine cannot be ad- 


473 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


474 


January, 1800. 


Breach of Privilege. 


H. or R. 


mitted in this latitude ; even this conduct in those 
officers might be improper and indiscreet; its re- 
mote tendency might have been injurious and 
leading to a breach of privilege, but did not actu- 
ally amount to it. Suppose these words had been 
repeated from the galleries by a number of soldiers 
or other persons, would this House have thought 
proper to arraign them for a breach of privilege ? 
On the whole, therefore, Mr. O. concluded, that a 
very concise statement of the results of the evi- 
dence must be sufficient to convince gentlemen 
that the resolutions as reported were warranted 
and supported, and that the report ought not to be 
recommitted. 

Mr. H. Les, sensible that the discussion had ex- 
tended far enough, said he should not have occu- 
pied a moment of the time of the House, had not 
the subject been placed in a position which, it 
struck him, was exceedingly unfavorable toa right 
understanding ofit. Instead of openly confessing, 
at once, the great objections they had to the report, 
and treating only on the reasons which operated 
with the committee on which to found the reso- 
lutions, gentlemen had extended their observations 
to the whole subject, unconnected as was one part 
with another, in the light the motion had placed 
it, although the whole report and the resolu- 
tions had been discussed. T'he only question now 
was, whether the committee had exceeded the 
boundaries of the duty prescribed to them. Those 
gentlemen who thought they had, would vote for 
the amendment ; but by that act they would tell 
the-committee that they had done what they ought 
not to'have done. On the other hand, ifa ma- 
jority should be found to vote against the recom- 
mitment, they would tell the committee that no 

art of their conduct merited the censure of the 
ouse. In this view the subject was now placed, 
and simply so. 

However he might differ, Mr. L. said, with the 
committee in one of their resolutions, yet he was 
bound to declare that he coincided entirely with 
them in their report; so far as he understood the 
rules of the House, they had not exceeded their 
power and duty by stating the reasons whereupon 
they acted. Had they shrank from this task, feel- 
ing the conviction they have uttered, they would 
have merited the reprobation of the House, because 
they would not have done their duty. Had not a 
member from Virginia told the Honse that the 
committee uttered opinions unsubstantiated by 


evidence, and unsupported by facts? If the re- į 


be recommitted, it would be at once 
applying to the committee that censure which the 
observations of the gentleman were calculated to 
convey, and this censure would bear with redou- 
bled force, because sanctioned by the House. 
Mr. L. said he could not help observing that in 
the whole course of this discussion gentlemen were 
very delicate with respect to the conduct of an in- 
dividual, lest a censure might be cast on him, but 
it was remarkable that in the same breath they 
were not cautious as to censuring a very respect- 
able committee of the House? He was not de- 
sirous of censuring either a committee or any in- 
dividual member of the House, except justice and 


port was to 


| duty combined to require it; but to the impulse of 
duty he trusted he ever should be susceptible. 

What, Mr. L. asked, have the committee done 
to merit your censure? They have told you in 
language the most delicate, that they think the 
letter written by the member to the President is 
a deviation from that decorum which ought to be 
observed, and which is essential to harmony in the 
Government. Is there a man here who doubts 
the sincerity of the committee in this particular 
opinion? If ay believed so, it was their boun- 
den duty to make the declaration; and if they 
ought to say it, in what. language could they 
convey it with more delicacy than they have 
done? Shall a censure be cast upon them, and 
for what? 

Mr. L. then read the report and the first part of 
the letter, in order to examine whether the opinion 
suggested by the committee was not well founded. 
What he asked could the word “servant,” in the 
letter, mean? A servant was well known to be a 
person in low condition, and one over whom a 
command was existing. He did not view this 
very indecorous language as applying to the Pre- 
sident in his individual capacity, but to the rep- 
resentative of the people, and in that view he 
considered not the man but the majesty of the 
people concerned. How would the people look 
on this indecorous and degrading treatment of 
their Chief Magistrate! If the Chief Magistrate 
was addressed in an undue manner, it could not 
be improper for the representatives of the people 
to express an opinion thereupon. Indeed there 
would be a deficiency in the execution of their 
duty, were they to neglect it. He considered the 
end of all Governments ought to be the happiness 
of the people, he considered it peculiarly so in a 
representative Government like ours, where all 
the power of the Government was immediately and 
necessarily drawn from. the people. When he 
looked at the President, as Chief Magistrate of the 
Uniun, and acting by their choice he saw in him 
the people, when he looked at the Senate, or at the 
House of Representatives, he also saw in them the 
people, because the whole of the power possessed 
by either, and all the branches, were derived from 
the people, for whom they acted. He would al- 
ways give his dissent to any and every measure 
which went to disparage the organs of the people. 
It was upon this ground that he considered the 
language of the letter indecorous and improper, to 
be used by any man to either branch of the Gov- 
ernment. 

“In their name, I demand,” &c. Suppose the 
President of the United States was to send a Mes- 
sage to this House couched in language like this, 
how, Mr. L. asked, would gentlemen feelit? How 
would my colleague himself, or his colleague in 


opinion (Mr. Nicaouson) feel it ? I should con- 
sider the President as committing a deep insult on 
the majesty ofthe people. Is he not situated as we 
are? Does he not derive his situation from the 
same source as we do? Then surely if we should 
be justifiable in feeling the offence, he has a right 
to be so, and we may presume he does feel it; but 
he has too much good sense to feel it in his indi- 
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in the most respectful manner, where alone he 
considered the right of privilege to exist. Sup- 
posing that a large majority would concur in this 
opinion, it was unnecessary to occupy a moment 
in speaking on it. 

But this was not his opinion with respect to the 


vidual capacity, he must however feel it in his 
representative character. 
t I demand,” — When I say this, what meaning 
do I convey? It implies that I have-very great 
reason to suspect you will not do the thing in 
question, but which you havea right todo. On 
what ground I would ask, did the gentleman sup- | second resolution: he wished he could as readily 
pose that the Chief Magistrate would not do what | and with as much propriety concur with the 
he ought? Surely no gentleman can say this is | committee in their opinion respecting that. 
decent language; no gentleman but the gentle-| Mr. L. said he viewed the rights and privileges 
man from Maryland has pretended to approve of | of the House as forming a most important feature 
it. Idid not think that there was a man in the] in that system of Government under which we 
House who would have used it, but there is one | live; he conceived every attempt, be it little or ` 
who admires this extraordinary style; happily that | great, which went to debase those rights and pri- 
does not prove the consistency or propriety of it. | vileges, as commanding the just displeasure of 
As to the word “fellow-citizen,” Mr. L. thought | the House, and unless in this instance the amount 
it was decent; he could see no objection to it,| of the evidence could be better done away than 
because it was truth, and conveyed no impro-| it had been, he was of opinion that this was one 
per idea, but when he heard expressions used | of those cases in which the House ought to show 
which conveyed impressions that the President | it. He thought it was plainly proved that the 
would not do his duty, rather than think of cen | two officers now charged had been guilty of con- 
suring, he should, for one, think himself bound | duct which rendered an application for redress 
to thank the committee for noticing it, and at the | very necessary, and to refuse redress would be very 
same time he could not avoid admiring the mode- | improper. He would give his reasons: 
ration exemplified in their delicacy of the expres-| In the evidence of Mr. Christie, (which was 
sion of those feelings. entitled to the highest ercdit,) it appeared that 
Mr. L. asked, whether decorum of behaviour | one said “go nearer, he does not hear you.” This 
between man and man did not go to uphold hu- | was said respecting Mr. Randolph; it showed 
man happiness, and peace and good order in so- | very plainly that these two officers had designed 
ciety? On the same ground the committee thought | to insult the member: to execute a design thus 
decorum was necessary to be preserved between | evinced, they did go into the box where he was 
the branches of the Government, in order to pre- | and continued using the words mercenary and 
serve the happiness of the people. Would the | ragamuffin. Unless it could be proved that they 
gentlemen from Virginia or Maryland, if they{ had no intention to give insult, Mr. L. said, he 
met a lady in the street, address her by the plain | could not believe but they had; for merely be- 
epithet of woman? No, they would know it was | cause they did not go through with their design 
an offence, and would avoid such language ; they | was no proof that nothing was done towards it. 
certainly would address her in the customary | That argument of gentlemen was something like 
style. If you beat down these barriers, who can | an argument used on the other side, during a de- 
trace the consequences? He considered that all | bate for the reduction of the Army, that you are 
these means to cultivation, small as they may ap- | not to prepare against an invading army till they 
pear, ought to be considered important, for thej land on your coasts! The inconsistency of the 
surest road to overturn a Government was to en-| doctrine must be readily perceived. 
courage innovations upon good order and deco- The intention, in my opinion, said Mr. L., is 
rum. Upon this ground, Mr. L. said, he was! well proved, unless contradictory testimony can 
inimical to introducing any new mode of speak- | be produced ; if proved, the dignity of this House, 
ing or acting, since the customary one had been | the feelings of this House, and the duty we owe 
found to answer good purposes, and no fault] to the people, all command us to say that it was 
had ever been found with it. an attack upon our privileges as their Repre- 
Mr. L. then made some observations in support | sentatives, and ought to be noticed. 
of the consistency of Mr. Bayar in his remarks,| Had these two gentlemen been common citi- 
and in his examination of the testimony, which | zens, Mr. L. protested, he should have been wil- 
by another gentleman (Mr. Nicnotson) had been | ling to disregard the business; he should have 
supposed to bear an inconsistent aspect. been more willing to grant indulgence for over- 
He further observed that, though it was his de-} stepping the bounds of decorum in this matter, 
sire the observations should be confined to the re- | which, simply considered, was trifling; but with 
port, yet as the testimony had been introduced, ; respect to gentlemen who held commissions under 
he would go on and make a few remarks on the | the President of the United States, it was their 
resolutions. duty, as it ought to be their pride, to protect and 
With respect to the first, he supposed there | respect every part of the Government; it was 
would be but little, if any, difference of opinion. | their daty to have interposed if they had per- 
He could not think it possible for the most inge-| ceived any insult offered to any member of this 
nious members in the House to argue for a mo- | House, and in no case to take thelead in disorder. 
ment against the propriety of the conduct of the | Valuing the honor of the Army, he thought it 
President, and his merit of the approbatory de- | his duty to let gentlemen in that character know 
claration of the House for submitting the letter, | that more was expected from them than from 
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other citizens, because, independent oftheir charac- 
ter and duty as citizens, they were called upon to 
protect the good order of society. But although 
he should vote against the last resolution, because 
it was proper to express a disapprobation of the 
conduct of these officers, he wished to express that 
disapprobation in as light a manner as possible, and 
in this opinion he hoped the House would concur. 
_ When Mr. L. had concluded, the House ad- 
journed. 


Tuespay, January 28. 


Ordered, That the third reading of the bill to es- 
tablish an uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States, be postponed until Thurs- 
day next. 

A petition of Amy Dardin, of the county of 
Mecklenburg, in the State of Virginia, widow and 
relict of David Darden, deceased, was presented 
to the House and read, praying compensation for 
the loss of a horse, the property -of' the said de- 
ceased, which was taken for the use of the Conti- 
nental cavalry, during the late war. 

Ordered, That the said petition do lie on the 
table. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire whether any, and, if any, what, alterations 
are necessary in the law passed the first of June, 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-six, enti- 
tled “ An act regulating-the grants of land appro- 
priated for military services, and for the Society 
of the United Brethren for propagating the Gospel 
among the Heathen.” 

Ordered, That Mr. Harrison, Mr. Brace, and 
Mr. GALLATIN, be appointed a committee, pursu- 
ant to the said resolution, and that the said com- 
mittee have power to report thereon by bill or 
otherwise. 


CASE OF MR. RANDOLPH. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred the 
Message from the President of the United States, 
together with a letter from Jonn Ranpotpn, Jr., 
a member of this House for the State of Virginia, 
the motion under consideration being to recom- 
mit the report. 

Mr. Harper said he did not rise to follow some 
of the gentlemen who had risen yesterday, in 
their lengthy examination of the evidence, be- 
cause he thought in that conduct they had strayed 
very far from the motion before the House, which 
he supposed was merely designed to recommit 
the preamble, because it was not worded to the 
liking of some gentlemen, as they could not de- 
bate on what was not an act of the House, but of 
a committee, the only way to show their dislike 
of it was to move its recommitment. This ap- 
peared to be the general opinion. But Mr. H. 
thought it was not in order to recommit the re- 
port at large, since any disapprobation which the 
House may desire to express could be conveyed 
by resolution, or the present resolutions may be 
altogether negatived. 

However, since the motion had been to recom- 


mit, and since, in the discussion of that motion, 
the subject at large had been discussed, Mr. H. 
said he would just inform the House what he 
thought the most proper mode of proceeding. 

He did not believe there was a breach of privi- 
lege in the present case; of this he was well sat- 
isfied in his own mind, and which he should feel 
no objection to explain, if the proper motion was 
before the House. He conceived it could not be 
objected that the resolution approving the conduct 
of the President was highly proper, on a presump- 
tion of which he should not enter into a defence 
of that resolution. He believed that the pream- 
ble to the report was very proper; that it went 
no farther than it ought to have gone, and that 
much credit was due to the committee for their 
moderation in the report they had produced. But 
though he was of opinion that a breach of privi- 
lege was not committed, he was also of opinion 
that the conduct of the officers was very indis- 
creet and highly improper. 

He believed, since nothing appeared to contra- 
dict that opinion, that they came to the theatre 
without any design of insulting any person, and 
that they returned after they had gone out to sup- 
per without any such design; he believed, also, 
that when they made use of the expressions, it 
was done without any view of producing a quar- 
rel. He believed it a mere indiscretion of youth, 
excited by the occasion that offered. It certainly 
ought to be noticed in some way or other, but Mr. 
H. did not think the repetition of mere words 
could amount to a breach of privilege. if not of- 
fensive in themselves, nor coupled with actions 
that were offensive. This he held to be a just 
principle. The words which are repeated must 
be in their own nature offensive, or, not being so, 
must be coupled with some action that is so, in 
order to amount to a breach of privilege. These 
words could not be offensive in their own nature, 
because the member used them in his seat, and 
used them without occasion. The mere repetition 
of these words, then, could not be criminal. This 
position, he thought, could be easily maintained 
by discussing the testimony, but he conceived it 
unnecessary. But Mr. H. considered the conduct 
of the officers improper and indisereet, as before 
observed; though they might not have intended to 
produce a quarrel, yet it might have had that 
effect; as it might have produced much ferment 
they ought to have guarded against it. This idea 
he wished to express by a resolution somewhat to 
this effect, if the second resolution reported by the 
committee should be negatived. To insert the 
words “although the conduct of Captain Mce- 
Knight and Lieutenant James Reynolds was in- 
discreet and improper, yet sufficient cause doth 
not appear for the interposition of the House on 
the ground of a breach of privilege.” ; 

Mr. H. did believe that this indiscretion had 
been fallen into, but it was not of a nature to re- 
quire reprehension, much less punishment. He 
thought it one of those charges which would ad- 
mit of extenuation, but he would not enter into 
it, because it appeared to the gentlemen who had 
spoken, generally, that the crime did not amount 
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to much, and particularly so, since it must be ac- 
knowledged that provocation was given by the 
member in this House to that class of men. On 
these accounts he should vote against the recom- 
mitment; and if the second resolution should be 
negatived, he meant to move as a substitute the 
above in its place. ; 

Mr. HarrLtey didnot conceive that it would be 
passing a censure on the committee to recommit 
the report, though, for his part, he saw no neces- 
sity for that measure, since the House could ex- 
press their whole desire in the resolutions. He 
thought the conduct of the officers at least indis- 
creet, and ought not to pass without some repre- 
hension. The testimony of Mr. Christie, in his 
opinion, proveda complete insult. Certainly their 
behaviour was very rude and insolent to the gen- 
tleman ; but he did not conceive it was a preme- 
ditated scheme. How far the irritation they might 
have felt could operate to excuse them from in- 
sulting a member on account of what he had said 
in the House, he could not say, but certainly some 
impropriety was attached to it, and therefore he 
could not, with the committee, vote for an entire 
excuse of their conduct. 

Mr. R. Wituams said, he was of opinion the 
debate had taken a course it ought not; for most 
gentlemen had directed their arguments princi- 
pally in support of the preamble or reasoning of 
the committee, and at the same time acknow- 
ledged that the House could not act on it. It was 
for this reason, he supposed, the member from 
Maryland (Mr. Smiru) had made the motion to 
recommit the report of the committee. 

He said the report presented two distinct sub- 
jects: one in relation to the application and style 
of the letter of Mr. Randolph to the President; 
the other in relation to the conduct of the officers, 
and charged to amount to a breach of privilege— 
yet the committee had thought proper to make a 
report in such manner as to deprive the House 
from having any kind of control over one-half its 
conduct in any other way than by the one pro- 
posed, and which is now contended to be equally 
an important part of the reference. 

Mr. W. said he did not believe any inteation 
was entertained by the House, in making the ref- 
erence, that the committee should consider the 
style of the letter or manner of application, and 
that it was never thought of till hatched in the 
committee or elsewhere less public; for, as one of 
the committee, he knew it was a matter of doubt, 
even with the most anxious for the power, when 
first mentioned, and it was some time before a 
conclusion was had to that effect by the majority. 
He said he wished gentlemen to consider the con- 
duct of the House, and the arguments made use 
of, in order to obtain a reference, and if they were 
to be relied on. The powers the committee had 
assumed were not contemplated or mentioned by 
any one. When the motion was made to raise 
the committee, the member from Virginia him- 
self, who had been insulted, opposed it, and said 
he did not mean application with a view to a 
breach of privilege, and, if he had, he knew it 

ought to be made to the House. But gentlemen 


| 


then urged it was a question in which the. House 
and all its members were interested, and that 
there were a thousand considerations which might 
operate on the member injured, but which ought 
not on other members of the House; that having 
a knowledge of a breach of the privileges of the 
House, they ought to act. 

If the committee considered this an important 
part of their duty, why did they not report accord- 
ingly, and in the usual form, something by way 
of resolutions, on which the House could act 2 
Why did they not also report a resolution on the 
conduct of Mr. Randolph, (which it is now con- 
tended was referred to the committee,) instead of 
a train of irrelevant reasoning against him, and 
on one part of their duty, whereon to found reso- 
lutions on the other part to exculpate the officers 
offending? Thus he thought he was warranted in 
saying the committee had exceeded the objects of 
the reference, and that they were sensible of so 
doing, otherwise they would have reported sub- 
stantially on both objects, which it is contended 
were referred. 

Mr. W. said this was a question which of all 
others ought to have stood clear of an evil which 
found its way into almost every question that came 
before the House, he meant party; but, so far from 
this, certain gentlemen had taken occasion to in- 
vite it, in express terms and with a degree of tri- 
umph. He cautioned them to consider, that a 
question of privilege might operate as a two- 
edged weapon, and cut both ways. 

He said, although he was one of the committee, 
he could not acknowledge himself under any obli- 
gations to the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. at 
for his defence of it; that gentlemen had stated, 
that the committee have a right to report what 
they thought, and to recommit the report would 
be a censure on them. He said it was the first 
time he ever heard the report of a committee de- 
fended on such grounds. Mr. W. said it was every 
day’s practice for the House to disagree to reports 
of committees, and to recommit them too; and he 
never before knew any one to consider it a cen- 
sure; indeed this same gentleman has expressed a 
desire and intention to amend the resolutions re- 
ported, so as to alter the substance, notwithstand- 
ing his extreme caution on thescore of censuring 
the committee. Certainly this would beas much 
a censure as to recommit; the effect would be the 
same. In both cases it showed a disagreement of 
the House with the opinion of the committee; and 
that the committee had a right to report what 
they thought, he supposed every member of it and 
the House knew, and that the House also had a 
right to disagree to any report. 

As to the objections made to the style and man- 
ner of the letter of Mr. Randolph, Mr. W. asked 
who, or what body had a right to point out any 
particular style, in which the President or any 
officer of the Government should be addressed ? 
Ifa particular mode is necessary, it had better be 
stated by some legislative act, that all might know; 
yet even that might put it out of the power of 
some to address without offence, unless by the 
aid of those skilled in courtly etiquette. 
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But, said Mr. W., is it not a littie surprising to 
see gentlemen differ so widely among themselves 
on this subject? In attacking the style of this let- 
ter, one gentleman, from Delaware, (Mr. Bayarp,) 
had found fault with the word “fellow-citizen ;” 
another, from Massachusetts, (Mr. Orts,) thought 
“servant” a very improper epithet for the Presi- 
dent; and a third (Mr. Les) considered the words 
“I demand” as improper and rude. All those 
gentlemen had undertaken to point out the offen- 
sive parts of the letter of Mr. Randolph, and yet 
no two agreed. This, sir, shows the absurdity of 
any attempt of the kind, and that those gentlemen 
could not agree on this subject were they to set 
about it. But, said Mr. W., is this a proper sub- 
ject for the House to act on? Have we a right 
to dictate the language or style of any man, and 
how he should address the President? Admit- 
ting, for the sake of argument, (and that only,) 
that this letter had been written in a ‘style not 
altogether decent, what have this House to do 
concerning it? Suppose any other person had 
written a letter to the President, not decorous, 
ought this House, or could they consistently take 
cognizance of it, in ease the President should 
think proper to communicate it by way of mes- 
sage? Certainly not. If an offence is offered to 
the President by any person, the laws are sufficient 
to protect him, and punish the offenders, and not 
this House. We have no power to protect or 
punish ‘any person, except by laws which shall 
operate equally on all. 

Mr. W. said he agreed with the member from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Sewatt,) in his position, that 
this House ought to be cautious in exercising its 
powers on questions of privilege, and he believed 
there were few members in the House as relax on 
those points as himself. That gentleman had 
also warned the House against casting a censure 
on the conduct of these officers in a doubtful case, 
and when their intention to insult is not clearly 
ascertained. Why does he not extend this princi- 
ple also to the other side of the question, as rela- 
ting to Mr. Randolph? Is there any evidence that 
he intended to insult the President, even if his 
language in the letter was capable of it? And can 
that gentleman, by any possible construction, make 
the case more than doubtful? Yet we see him 
wishing to cast thestrongest censure on Mr. Ran- 
dolph, (the person insulted,) and at the same time 
willing to exonerate the persons insulting altoge- 
ther. He said this was a disposition which he could 
not very well account for on proper principles. 

Mr. W. said, with respect to the words used by 
the officers, his opinion was expressed in the re- 
port of the committee: that they might have been 
produced more from the occasion at the theatre, 
than from any direct intention to insult; there- 
fore not worthy to be considered of by the House, 
on the ground of privilege. He should not go in- 
to an investigation and comparison of the evidence 
in the case, as some gentlemen had done, because 
he thought it did not comport with the dignity of 
the Elouse to attend hours together on gentlemen 
in seeking up and explaining evidence, which was 
short, and which every member had on his desk, 
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and because he supposed them all capable to 
judge of it 

Mr. W. concluded by saying he had endeavored 
to confine his observations to the question of re- 
commitment, which he hoped the House would 
agree to; because the report was, in his opinion, 
uncandid, inasmuch as it tended to cast a censure 
on Mr. Randolph, and was so calculated, that the 
House could not express its opinion on that part 
in any other way, unless to approbate, for the rules 
of the House did not admit of the amendment to 
that part. 

Mr. Epmonp did not conceive the committee 
could give any new opinion upon the papers, if 
they were to be recommitted to them. At the de- 
sire of the House, they had considered the letter, 
as well as the Message of the President. From all 
the facts which had appeared before them, they 
undoubtedly thought themselves bound to make 
a report. What more could be expected from 
them, if they were to take it back? Ifit were to 
be referred to another committee, another opinion 
would probably be given; was it probable that 
would also meet with opposition on account of the 
difference of opinions entertained in the House? 
—if so, no advantage could be derived. Thecom- 
mittee had given an opinion, but, Mr. E. said, that 
opinion would have no influence upon his mind. 
It was their duty to report, but the House were to 
be guided by that report no farther than their 
judgment should direct them; at least, that was 
the way in which he should act. 

The report was considered a censure on the 
member who wrote the letter to the President, be- 
cause its style was not proper. That the style of 
the letter was displeasing to the President, Mr. E. 
thought was clear enough: whether the President 
had a right or not to be displeased, he would not 
pretend to say, but it was not pleasing. The com- 
mittee regretted that this should have existed, and 
they certainly were right, but that was no censure 
on the gentleman. 

Farther, Mr. E. contended that the idea of the 
committee, that it was derogatory to the rights of 
the House to apply to the President, was accurate; 
it was a complete surrender of all the privileges 
of the House, out of its own hands, where the 
Constitution had placed them, because the gentle- 
man did not appeal as an individual citizen, but 
as a member of the House. The facts stated in 
his letter were, that he had been insulted and 
abused for words of a general nature uttered in 
the House: he then went on, “it would be deroga- 
tory to your character, sir, for me to point out the 
remedy, which it is your province to provide.” 
Here the complete surrender of the cognizance of 
the House is made to the President. But what 
made it more so, it was not in his own name he 
made the appeal; if he had, the House would have 
had nothing to do with it; no, it was in the name 
of the House he made the appeal and demanded 
a remedy. “The independence of the Legislature 
‘has been attacked, the majesty of the people, of 
|‘ which you are the principal representative, in- 
‘sulted, and your authority contemned ; in their 
‘name I demand that a provision,” &c. 
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[Mr. RaļnpoLPH said it wasa misprint where 
the word “Legislature” was inserted; by a refer- 
ence to the manuscript letter it would-be found to 
be. “Legislator.” By a. reference to the letter, it 
was found to read “the independence of the Legis- 
lator has been,” &c.] 

Whether this demand was made in the name of 
the people, or whether it was in the name of the 
Legislator and people, Mr. E. did not know; how- 
ever, he conceived it made but little difference, 
since in his opinion the rights of the Legislature 
were surrendered to the Executive by the appeal, 
which certainly was to obtain a remedy he had 
no power to give, and, therefore, the committee 
were correct in saying it was derogatory to the 
rights of the House. 

With respect to the resolutions, Mr. E. could see 


no reasons for recommitting, since the whole of | 
the evidence on which they were formed was be- į 
fore the House; there could be no reason to ex- 
If any new evidence | 


plain this evidence anew. 
could be produced, or any new light derived, then 


it might possibly be an argument for recommit- | 


ment, but, even then, it might as well be done in 
the House. Mr. E. did not see the necessity of 


going into the testimony; he did not consider the | 


House like a jury, that he should arrogate to him- 
self the right of aes up the evidence or lay- 
ing down principles of law, of which they were. 
as well able to judge as himself. 

An idea was advanced that though this did not 
amount to a breach of privilege, yet some degree 
of blame was attached to the conduct of the offi- 
cers, and some mode of censure ought to be taken. 
In answer to that, Mr. E. said, it was a breach of 
privilege, or it was not; if it was, it ought to be 
treated as such, and punished accordingly; there 
was no half way in the business, and the House 
could not take a step out of their province. 
must be a crime, or it must not; if not, according 
to the rules of the House they had nothing to do 
with it. 

An idea was advanced, (he thought by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, Mr. Nicouson,) that 
these gentlemen had been out to sup, and might 
have got a little warm with wine, and, therefore, 
might have proceeded a little farther than. they 
intended. This was mentioned in exculpation of 
their crimes. This was a kind of apology which 
was very inconsistent with the rules of law. Ifa 
breach of privilege was committed, could this apol- 
ogy mitigate the crime? As he observed before, 
Mr. E. said, if the officers were guilty, the House 
ought to do itself justice in their puaishment; if 
they were not, it ought to do them justice in ac- 
quitting them of every charge. 

Mr. Gatitatin.—The report of the committee 
appears to embrace three things. First, an expres- 
sion of respect and commendation of the Presi- 
dent’s conduct in submitting the subject of the 
letter to the House; secondly, an exculpation of 
the officers, and thirdly, a censure of Mr. Randolph 
for his conduct, not only as to the manner and style 
of the letter, but in regard to the appeal itself. 

If the committee had, agreeably to the usual cus- 
tom, laid before the House a number of resolutions 


It | 


deduced from the opinions expressed in their pre- 
amble, there would have been no occasion for the 
present motion to recommit the report: but they 
have now reported in a manner that precludes the 
possibility of an alteration in the House, and, there- 
fore, the only way to come at the report is by re- 
committing it. The House are by this report 
prevented from giving an opinion, although the 
committee have thought themselves authorized to 
do it. : 

So far as relates to the two resolutions proposed, 
Mr. G. said he did not mean to give an opinion, 
because if the present motion was negatived, the 
| House would then have them fairly before them; 
but, as there had been during the debate a general 
deviation from this strict adherence to order, and 
as he thought some of the facts merited an answer, 
he should indulge himself in the same with fol- 
lowing them. Weare told, said Mr. G., that by 
admitting the resolutions, we do not admit the 
reasoning upon which the resolutions are founded, 
or that the reasoning of the committee is only their 
own, and we cannot make it ours; but it will be 
found, upon perusing the second and fourth para- 
graphs of the report, (I will not call them reason- 
ings, I will call them assertions or declarations,) 
if you precede them with the word resolved, they- 
would be complete resolutions. The committee 
might have deducted these two resolutions. I will 
now ask why they did not introduce it in that form? 
I will suppose at this time that the committee had 
the full power to extend their ideas to every sub- 
ject laid before them; if the committee thought 
they were justifiable in taking up; the style and 
manner of appeal, they ought to have taken it up 
and acted upon it, but in such a manner as to en- 
able the House to do the same. The letter was 
| within the province of the House, or it was not; 
if it was, then it ought to have been: reported on, 
so that the House could act on it, nay, it was the 
duty of the committee to do so: if itis not proper 
for the House, neither was it for the committee, 
| and, therefore, it was uncommon and improper. 

That it was uncommon I think every man must 
acknowledge, when it is considered that a com- 
mittee never reports upon more facts than are re- 
ferred to them. It was improper, because it con- 
tains an indirect but easily distinguishable censure 
on Mr. Randolph, while it exculpates the two of- 
ficers whose conduct was complained of. 

To me, said Mr. G., this would bea sufficient 
reason to vote for its recommitment, because I 
cannot otherwise express my disapprobation at 
the censure exhibited against Mr. Randolph. 

But I will go further—I will say that the report 
is objectionable, not only on account of the com- 
mittee expressing declarations and assertions which 
they did not think proper to submit to the discus- 
sion of the House, but because their declarations 
| are incorrect and unfounded in themselves. 

Ta order to prove this position, Mr. G. proceed- 
jed to review the evidence. From which it ap- 
peared that these officers were at the theatre, first 
in an adjoining box to Mr. Randolph ;-that there 
they made use of words ostensibly pointed at him, 
jand which could not but be taken by him as an 
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insult; that their allusions not only went to him 
as a Virginian, but as a member'of Congress— 
“they would be better drilled by the next session 
of Congress.” These allusions were repeated 
several times by both the officers, and with a view 
of being heard by Mr. Randolph ; that, after this, 
one of them took a seat close by Mr. Randolph, 
in a manner at least rude; that; at the end of the 
performances, one of them, being behind Mr. Ran- 
dolph, was seen with his arm. extended at the in- 
stant his coat was pulled, so'that no doubt could 
remain but it-was he that did the act. 

_ The question is, whether these facts amount to 
insult, or not; and this must be answered by dis- 
covering the intention of the party acting them. 
To me, said Mr. G: it- does amount to- insult; I 
draw my deductions from the facts themselves, 
and the impressions these facts made on the by- 
standers. . 

The facts speak for themselves. These words 
were repeated a variety of times, and, to leave it 
unquestionable, one said, “go` nearer to him, he 
does not hear you.” These words were followed 
by acts of violence: ‘The whole of this together 
must prove some hostile‘intention. There cannot 
be a-doubt that words alone amount to an insult, 
but it is left indubitable, if followed by actions. In 
order to evade-the foree of these concurrent cir- 
cumstances, gentlemen have split the testimony 
into a number of pieces, and thus concluded they 
madé nothing at all! But I conceive these pieces 
ought to be collected, if we wish to discover the 
truth; it:is the whole mass of the facts united 
that must guide the decision of the House. And to 
this ought to be added the impressions those facts 
made on the bystanders, the minutie of which 
they could’not explain, but generally they could 
not but be impressed with their force. These im- 
pressions’ were not confined to members of this 
House; Mr. Van Rensselaer, of New York, and 
other gentlemen, did actually express their im- 
pressions to be such as left no room to doubt that 
insults were given. 

It has been said that this committee exerted 
themselves to discover all the facts and all the 
evidence that could behad. I daresay they acted 
to the best of their knowledge, but they certainly 
forgot to examine a most important witness to the 
early part of the transactions of these officers. 
Captain Smith says, in his testimony, “a gentle- 
‘man of our acquaintance came and informed 
‘me of what had happened above,” &c. Did 
the committee ask Captain Smith who this gen- 
tleman was, in order to bring forward his testi- 
mony, because he must have known something ? 
They did not. But was it not their duty to have 
known and sent for that gentleman? Certainly. 
This exhibits a considerable, nay, an important ne- 
glect on the part of the committee, because the 
impressions made on this gentleman’s mind were 
such as excited him to wish the interference of 
Captain Smith. The committee did not pursue 
the testimony as far as they could, and as they 
ought to have done; but had they produced this 
gentleman they would have found him impressed 
with ideas similar to those of Mr. Christie, and 


others, though in political opinions very opposite. 
In my opinion, Mr. Speaker, every doubt as to 
the intention of these officers must be dispersed 
upon a review of the testimony, and most partic- 
ularly that of Mr. Christie. Unless I can be 
brought to disbelieve that gentleman’s relation, I 
must believe there was insult committed, and that 
their intention was to insult. Can any person re- 
view the words and conduct of these men, and 
say there was no insult ? 

To be sure I cannot command the same im- 
pressions on the minds of other gentlemen which 
I receive myself, but I cannot see what ground 
there is for the conclusions of the committee, that 
all the facts were either satisfactorily explained, 
or of too equivocal:a nature to merit notice. I 
do not know a single fact that has been satisfac- 
torily explained; there are some of an equivocal 
nature, to be sure, that do not receive that degree 
of positive proof which may be necessary, but I do 
not seé them eéxplained away. If these gentle- 
men were innocent of any intention, one in forcing 
himself into the seat of Mr. Randolph, the other 
in pulling his coat, was it probable these acts 
would have so immediately followed the abusive 
words which they used, and which evidently were 
meant to insult that gentleman? This certainly 
must tend to increase the suspicions of any man 
who will observe the circumstances. 

Although I state these impressions, said Mr. G., 
I would not say there was any premeditation, if 
by that word is meant a combination entered into 
beforehand, since it appears from evidence, that 
one of the officers had but very recently ar- 
rived in town. They certainly could not have 
known that Mr. Randolph could be there; but 
though willing to make every allowance in favor 
of the officers, I cannot say that Mr. Randolph 
received no insult. 

I will now, sir, proceed to an examination of 
the charges exhibited by the committee against 
Mr. Randolph, in respect to his letter and appli- 
cation. The style of that letter has received a 
stronger appearance by the animadversions and 
explanations of some gentlemen than it will ad- 
mit of; it has certainly received a strained mean- 
ing. But, before I come to the letter, permit me 
to say that in respect to the two paragraphs of 
their report, I do not agree with the members of 
the committee that no censure is included; on 
the contrary I think the censure very severe. The 
gentleman is not only charged with deviating 
from the customary forms of decorum in the style 
of his address to the Chief Magistrate, but he is 
charged with breaking the harmony that ought to 
subsist between the different branches of the Gov- 
ernment, so far as he had it in his power. In 
what stronger language can this censure be 
couched than this? Let us see how far these 
charges are just. I wish the committee, in regard 
to the style of the letter, instead of being self- 
created avengers of the wounded feelings of the 
President, had imitated his example and forborne 
to make any comment on the style, and then they 
would have acted with that prudence their station 


called for. 
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“ Servant to the same sovereign people.” This 
is the first exceptionable part mentioned, and this 
was objected to by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, because it conveyed a kind of equality which 
he considered improper. Another gentleman said 
the word “servant” was objectionable, because it 
was susceptible of more than one meaning. It 
certainly has different meanings, but it is impos- 
sible to mistake the meaning intended in that let- 
ter; as it is there used, it is perfectly correct, and 
strictly Constitutional. The President, in the 
Constitution, is assigned an office, the duty at- 
tendant on which he is enjoined to fulfil. On not 
executing that office he is liable to be impeached. 
He is to receive compensation for his services. 
He is elected by the people to execute, not his 
own business, but that of the public. Can it be 
denied then that he is a public servant ? “ Filling 
the honorable station of servant to the same sove- 
reign people.” It is impossible to be more cor- 
rect in respect to the official situation of the Presi- 
dent. With respect to the objection on account 
of the equality which Mr. Randolph had assumed 
with the President, how is that improper in the 
light it is there represented ? There is, to be sure, 
much more confidence vested in the President 
than in any one member of this House; his share 
of Bye is much greater, but he certainly is a 
public servant as well as Mr. Randolph. There 
may be different degrees among publie officers, 
and this Mr. Randolph conceived when he made 
the appeal, but that the Legislator and the Presi- 
dent are both servants of the people is a correct 
idea. 

The next part of the letter objected to is the 
introductory part, which the member considers 
does not require the preface of apology. The 
meaning of this part has been tortured by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to be that Mr. 
Randolph disclaimed all expectation of public 
offices, since his opinions were not of a favorite 
kind, and therefore it was said not to be de- 
corous. 

Mr. Oris.—I said that the meaning was equi- 
vocal, and that it might be susceptible of that 
construction. 

Mr. GALLATIN.—Suppose it is susceptible of 
that meaning, ought we to blame the gentleman 
for using the word merely because two or more 
meanings are attached to it, and on that account 
a forced construction is put upon it? The mean- 
ing is perfectly obvious; that if the application 
was of such a nature as to require apology, he 
would make it, but he did not think it necessary 
as it was not: it appears to be only an excuse for 
not making an apology; for the same reason he 
says he shall not use the circumlocution of com- 
pliment. 

Again. The word “demand” was twisted by 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Lee) to in- 
clude the idea that Mr. Randolph suspected the 
President would not do his duty. Surely this is 
a tortured meaning. The sense in which it was 
used is no more than this: “I ask it as a matter 
of right, and not of favor.” I will not, however, 
say of the word “demand,” as I have said of the 


other part, that it was highly proper. I consider 
it so harsh that it would have been more prudent 
to have used some other word. 

The committee have thought proper to say that. 
the gentleman has deviated from the decorum 
customary in official communications. I would 
then ask, said Mr. G., to what part of the letter 
these remarks of the committee apply ? If it is to 
the style generally, I would next ask how are we 
to address ourselves to the President? Ifa letter 
to the President is to be called official communi- 
cation, and by the same rule, if a letter to any 
other department of the Government is to be 
called official communication, and in this a cer- 
tain style is to be observed, then I think we ought. 
to pass a law or resolution to fix a standard of ad- 
dress. 

“The next objection is to the word “fellow- 
citizen;” this is substituted in the place of what 
is frequently used, “most humble and obedient 
servant.” I always subscribe my letters in the 
latter mode, but that does not appear to be an 
usual mode with the gentleman; he most likely 
thinks the other best, because he commonly uses. 
it. Indeed if that gentleman were to address the 
President in these words, it might not bea correct 
mode, because he might not be his most humble 
nor most obedient servant. Indeed we well 
know that these words are merely complimentary, 
and nokind of consequenceis attached to them. As 
I do not feel myself possessed of sufficient courage 
to support the character of a reformer of received 
customs, I shall not, when they are only absurd, 
but harmless, pretend to deviate from them, and 
I do not mean to change my manner in order to 
assume that used by the gentleman; but he cer- 
tainly has a right to do it if he thinks proper. 
The committee report that the appeal to the 
Executive is a derogation from the rights of the 
House. This, said Mr. G., I consider as one of 
the most heavy charges they could possibly have 
brought on a member of the House, and on the 
most slight, not to say absurd, foundation that 
could have entered their imaginations. We are 
told, on the one hand, that the officers, whose 
conduct was complained of, have been guilty of 
no breach of privilege, and at the same moment 
that Mr. Randolph has been guilty of a breach of 
privilege, because he did not call on the House to 
punish those officers for a breach of privilege. 

On what ground does this declaration rest? It 
is on the principle that the privileges of the 
House are only cognizable here, and here he 
ought to haveappealed. The position is not cor- 
rect. It does not follow that because this House 
had a right to punish a breach of its privileges, 
the Executive had no right to punish officers un- 
der him who were guilty of misconduct. If that 
did follow, the doctrine would be established that 
it would be criminal for a member of this House to 
appeal to any other tribunal for redress than to 
the House. It would be censurable to appeal to 
a court of law upon the same principle, and at the 
same time no redress is to be had here. How in- 
consistent! We are told by the committee that 
the complaint does not amount to a breach o 
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privilege, and yet, a breach of privilege being 
only cognizable here, the member is censured for 
not bringing it here. The gentleman himself 
said that the very reason why he did not bring it 
before this House was, because he did not con- 
sider it of importance enough to agitate the House 
on a question of a breach of privilege; he consid- 
ered the President could afford'an ample remedy 
in the command he possessed; but he is to be 
censured for not magnifying it beyond the real 
ideas he possessed of the facts. 

Suppose the offence had been of an amount that 
required greater punishment than this House had 
power to give: it is well known that the power of 
this House does not extend to imprisonment be- 
yond the period of its sitting—from this view would 
it not be an evil precedent to say that no other ap- 
peal should be made than tothe House? Would 
it not be saying to these military gentlemen “ you 
may insult our members for expressions used dur- 
ing debate, but take care you do it just before the 
adjournment of the House, and: then you may be 
sure of escaping punishment altogether.” 

I think, said Mr. G., every member has a right 
to take that mode of redress which he may think 
right, if two modes present themselves. If the 
gentlemen thought it did not amount to a breach 
of privilege; he had a right to appeal as for a per- 
sonal insult. But because the power of the House, 
being defined, does not extend to give him redress, 
and becatise the President as Commander-in-Chief 
has it in his power to give it, he is to have none, 
because he is a member of this House. This is 
the amount of the argument! 

I think Mr. Randolph perfectly justified, in eve- 
ry point of view I can discover, in making the 
appeal where he did. It is such an appeal as I 
should have made had I been in his situation, be- 
eause I should not have thought it proper to trou- 
ble the House with a subject for which the Pres- 
ident could provide a more efficient and easier 
remedy. It is for these reasons I think the whole 
report ought to be recommitted, if it is designed 
to do justice to the gentleman. 

But we are told that a recommitment would 
amount to a censure on the committee. How is 
that? Surely the House have a right to express 
an opinion as well as the committee; the House 
must be the best judges of their opinion; and if a 
committee report contrarily, the House have a 
right to recommit, and a committee have no right 
to be offended. Itisno censure. If it bea cen- 
sure to recommit a report, it must be a much 
greater censure to reject a resolution reported by 
a committee, yet there is not so much said about 
the resolutions, and gentlemen do not appear so 
tenacious of them, as about the reported opinion. 
But resolutions and reports were frequently recom- 
mitted, without any degree of censure being ap- 
prehended therefrom. 

The House were told in an early part of the de- 
bate that persons of different political opinions 
would form different conclusions, and in fact, Mr. 
G. said, the conduct of gentlemen since had evinc- 
ed the truth of the suggestion. This was consid- 
ered as a rallying point, and he was sorry to see 


it. He wished party to have nothing to do with 
this subject; he wished the proceedings on it to 
stand on the ground of its own merits. Whether 
the report was recommitted or not, it would stand 
on its own ground, and if there was censure to 
be attached to the committee, it would not be 
affected by the resolution that might -be entered 
into. 

Mr. G. concluded by expressing his regret that 
the whole of the report, which was now considered 
by some gentlemen only in the light of an opinion 
entertained and expressed by the committee, had 
not openly and fairly been submitted to the House 
in the form of resolutions, by which a vote might 
be given on them. 

Mr. Dana wished, with much sincerity, to de- 

clare his full approbation of the conduct of the gen- 
tleman in making the subject one of a public na- 
tyre ; it certainly displayed no small victory over 
his own momentary feelings, to repress those pas- 
sions which too frequently preponderate in the 
mind, when he considered himself insulted, and 
he considered himself a public character. This, 
said Mr. D., I consider is due to him, but when I 
say that he has conducted himself with perfect 
propriety in taking it up in a public and not ina 
private capacity, I cannot overlook an error which 
in my opinion he has committed in the choice of 
tribunal to which he made the appeal. In appeal- 
ing to the President of the United States, there 
can be no doubt but the gentleman did it as the 
“Legislature,” and that he believed the privileges 
of the body to which he belonged were attacked in 
him. The President, considering it cognizable in 
this House, submitted the subject to its considera- 
tion; and it willbe recollected that a motion was 
made to refer it to a Committee of Privileges, but 
that was withdrawn, on the idea that the powers 
of a Committee of Privileges would not be exten- 
sive enough. It ay then was very proper 
for that committee to whom it was referred to 
notice the style of the letter sent to the President, 
as well as its subject. 

But permit me to say, said Mr, D., that whether 
the language was elegant, or even grammatical, 
is not worthy of notice; we are not come here to 
explain the mere schoolboy sense of words; no 
man who feels the importance of the seat he holds 
will contend that the President of the United 
States or this House ought to descend to the boy- 
ish business of discussing mere words. The use 
of the words “ fellow-citizen® and “ public ser- 
vant,” I consider as perfectly immaterial; we all 
have public services to perform, and all act under 
the Constitution; we are not the masters. If any 
gentleman then chooses to say we are servants to 
the sovereign people, he isat liberty todo it. But 
this kind of language has nothing to do with the 
republican, more than any other form of Govern- 
ment, and therefore there is no exclusive merit at- 
tached to this plainness of address. The station 
which Mr. Randolph has assigned to himself, in 
common with the President, is most undoubtedly 
an honorable station, and the office which he is 
called to perform he received from the sovereign, 
and for the sovereign he is to perform it. In this 
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way the gentleman has thought proper to indulge 
his fancy, and wherein is his fault? : 
This kind of style has the-exterior affectation of 
humility, which may be very grateful to the feel- 
ings of the gentleman’s constituents, but I am not 
willing to makeuse of such a style,nor am I asham- 
de to differ from the gentleman. Ifthere be any de- 
gradation attached to a different manner of ex- 
pression of my ideas and feelings, I must submit 
myself to the censure of my constituents, for I do 
not choose to follow him in that pretended humil- 
ity. Away with this idle stuff, this affectation! 
I am willing my constituents should hear me de- 
clare that my masters they are not, nor are they 
my servants. No, sir, they aremy worthy friends, 
and my neighbors. Iam their agent, appointed 
to transact their public business for them: we have 
one common interest, which it is my duty and my 
advantage to study; in that I will study to please. 
I respect their opinion, or I would not serve them; 
and they respect me, and approve of my mode of 
managing our common interests, or. I should be un- 
worthy of their confidence, and I will venture to 
say I should not enjoy it. But I will mention an 
instance or two wherein modest and humiliating 
language has been used, and yet the most imper- 
ious arrogance has been displayed in the conduct. 
If the records of history are to be credited, it 
must, I presume, be sufficiently evident to the 
enlightened members of this House that, in a dif- 
ferent portion of the globe, and at a different period 
from the present, there has been a public officer, 
elevated by his success in obtaining votes, who 
was attended by princes and emperors as his pages, 
and who broke sceptres and trampled upon crowns; 
an elective officer whose feet were kissed by pros- 
trate kings, and whose ghostly power humbled 
the Governments of the civilized world, and arro- 
gated the prerogative of dividing the terraqueous 
globe; an officer who, by his act of interdiction, 
exiled the customary offices of civility and hu- 
manity, who rescinded political engagements, 
armed people against their magistrates, dissolved 
the civil order, and who, notwithstanding all this, 
professed to be totally unambitious, and to act 
solely in obedience to the voice of official duty. 
The rescript which announced the imperious pre- 
tensions of office, was attested under the plain seal 
of the fisherman’s ring. Anathemas, which were 
intended to convulse empires, were fulminated 
from the Vatican by a person who assumed the 
humble appellation of servant of servants. 
Although this gentleman’s extreme humility 
led him to consider himself a servant of the sove- 
reign people, yet, it is observable, he makes ap- 
plication to the President in the name of his fel- 
ow-servants, or of his masters, the people. Itis in 
their name “he orders the execution of his desire ;” 
he certainly assumes a consequence little worthy 
of that professed humility. Indeed there is a gen- 
eral strain of imperiousness running through the 
whole of the appeal, which no analysis can de- 
stroy, although the most ingenious attempts have 
been made. 
But, said Mr. D., the gentleman has not ad- 
dressed the President in a style of request, nor in 


language which the necessity of the case impelled 
him to, but in a manner which merits attention, 
aud the conclusion of the letter particularly so: 
“Jn addressing you in the plain language of 
t man, I give you, sir, the best proof that I can 
‘afford, of the estimation in which I hold your 
t office and your understanding.” To make eve- 
ry possible apology for the different idioms of the 
English language, every gentleman must know 
that this is not an usual nor a respectful manner 
of address. It is well known that the President is 
too well acquainted with the powers of the Eng- 
lish language to mistake the meaning of plain 
words. It is not usual to tell the President, in our 
communications with him, that we respect his 
office and his understanding. The construction 
is sufficiently obvious. But if there was a doubt 
of the President’s failure in his duty, the gentle- 
man ought to have spoken plainly, and not have 
thrown out insinuations, implying doubts. If I 
thought he could not or would not act with-in- 
tegrity, I would go further, and make the charge 
to this House. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania: introduced 
areason for the application to the President in 
preference to this House, because this House are 
not able to inflict all the punishment which may 
be necessary for a breach of privilege. 

Wherein is the power of this House defined or 
limited in this particular? If it be defined at all, it. 
is by parliamentary usage,and by principles of com- 
mon lage I admit, with that gentleman, that our 
power is limited to imprisonment during the ses- 
sion. Butisthisa reason why we are not to judge 
of the extent of a violation of our privileges, and 
the punishment that violation merits? Can any 
other body of men judge what affects our privi- 
leges, and to what extent? If it is the privilege 
of the members of this House to: debate freely, 
who can judge but them how far that privilege is 
attacked? Ifthe gentleman will consult Parlia- 
mentary history he will find that a Legislative 
body might inflict a punishment to any extent a 
crime of this sort might deserve; if the imprison- 
ment during the session is too short, by applica- 
tion to the proper officer, the punishment can be 
extended to any length the crime merits. If the 
privileges are infringed by officers of the army, it 
is the business of the House alone to judge how 
far the punishment shall be inflicted; and if the 
House should not otherwise carry it so far as the 
crime merited, it could be completely carried into. 
effect by applying to the commanding officer. 

I, therefore, consider this House perfectly com- 
petent to afford an ample remedy, and the only 
proper tribunal to which an appeal is to be made 
for justice ; and I consider, also, that any member 
of this House making application, on the score of 
privilege, to any other authority, is at once yield- 
ing the first principles of the privileges of the Le- 
gislature, and himself making inroads upon the 
rights of the House. 

‘As it respects the decorum necessary to be ob- 
served towards the members of this House, when- 
ever we undertake to judge on this subject, our 
conduct ought to be measured by the circum- 
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stances. If the freedom of debate is among the 
most precious privileges of the Legislative body, 
and ought to be preserved inviolate, I am sure 
gentlemen will also acknowledge, with me, that 
the dearest privilege of a military man is his 
Admitting, then, that these officers did 
repeat the words referred to in the. testimony, ad- 
mit that they repeated them—yvet, I contend, that 


honor. 
the mere repetition of words is not, nor cannot be, 
construed to violate our privileges. 


assault, it is not breach of privilege. 
The fact is;the words which were repeated, 


were very improper to use in this House; but 
they were used, and could not avoid mortifying 
gentlemen in the military line. Sir, if they had 


not felt the force of the words “ mercenary,” and 
“ragamuffin,” as used in application to the army, 
they could not have had‘American spirit in them; 
they 


in this House, which ought to be the temple of 
honor as much as the temple of liberty ; but they 
felt them, and on that occasion they showed their 
sense of it. > 

What would our soldiers think if they knew 
these words were used to reproach them? But 
the term ragamuffin is incorrect; our soldiers 
are not clothed in rags, but if they were, it would 
not detract from their bravery or their usefulness. 
Let it: be remembered, that men clothed in rags 
have ere now marked the frozen earth with the 
blood of their footsteps—they have fought hero- 
ically—they have conquered.* These ragamuf- 
fins, though not clothed like members of this 
House, are yet brave—they are mindful of their 
country’s interest and safety, and therefore they 
are valuable, instead of meriting reproach and 
disdain. 

The term mercenary was also repeated. If by 
mercenary is meant menial bravoes—men who put 
themselves up to public auction, and are sold to 
the highest bidder, who regard not the cause they 
engage in, but make interest their aim, they truly 
are mercenaries. But if they are so base, where 
is the honor of the Government who suffer it? 
Sir, it is not so with our soldiers. | Tis true they 
serve their country for pay ; but if to receive wa- 
ges for service means mercenary, the Legislative 
Body is mercenary, the Government itself is mer- 
cenary, and the people altogether are a mercenary 
people, But happily this language could not be 
properly applied to the army—they are not that 
contemptable part of society*which they are rep- 
resented to be, and therefore those degrading terms 
were improper, as they were unnecessary and ag- 
gravating. 

The use of the words by the member must have 
affected the feelings of these officers, and no doubt 
they repeated them that he might hear, and that 
he might know that they were noticed. But it 
appears to me, said Mr. D., that they were used 
more to produce sport than anything else ; for, al- 


though they might have felt something unpleas- 
ant in their first impressions, they well knew that 


their military honor and that of their comrades 


l However 
harsh the words, if unconnected with menace or 


must have been devoid of every sense of 
honor, if they had not felt the words when spoken: 


tremely insignificant. 
his long and respectable standing in this country, 
raise him far above the danger which any defi- 
ciency in the respect of an individual could 
threaten. i 


could not be shaken by aspersions which they 
knew were unfounded. : 

‘Mr. Harper said, however he mightagree with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania on some points, 
he could not accede to every one which he had 
stated ; but in order to bring, with more force, the 
disagreement to view, he would mention them. 

I concur, said Mr. H., that this is not, nor ought 
to be called a party question. I did hope that a 
style of language would have been observed that 
would have entirely excluded the word party 
from this floor. I think decorum of debate ought 
to be so far observed as to prevent the word being 
pronounced. I think every allusion to a party in 
the country merits a call to order. As to the me- 
rits of the question, I declare that I view it as a 
question between the country and A, and whether 
A stands on one side of an imaginary line or the 
other, my declarations will be precisely the same. 
I disclaim all such paltry motives as any party 
attachments must evince, and therefore I declare 
that the rights and honor of the Legislature will 
be my only aim in discussing the merits of this 
question. 

I concur, also, that the style of the letter was 
not noticed by the President, and that he felt no 
insult from it. No, sir, his mind moves in a sphere 
too exalted ; his character is grounded on a basis 
too broad, for him to feel what in itself was ex- 
The dignity of his mind, 


I agree also that the report of the committee 


does absolutely convey a censure upon the mem- 
ber from Virginia. 
a censure that I approve of it; it is because I con- 
sider ita strong censure that I shall vote against 
the recommitment. 
sure reported? Is it because of any boyish style 
of phraseology, as fellow-citizen, &c.? No, sir, I 
conceive it is because the committee thought, 
what I think, that the letter conveys to the Presi- 
dent an imperious order. It is upon account of 
the general tenor of the appeal, implying a com- 
mand to do—what? To redress an injury? No, 
sir, but to avenge himself of a supposed affront. 


It is because it does convey 


On what account is this cen- 


In what manner is this affront stated? Is the 
President told how this was done? No, sir. 

Forms of respect, Mr. H. said, were not matters 
of reasoning, but of sentiment and feeling; he ap- 
pealed to the impressions this letter, when it was 
first read, made on every member of the House, 
whether it was not as he stated it. No member 
but the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Nicuot- 
son) had approved of the style of the letter; to 
be sure, he had said he would not have expunged 
a word from it, had he been consulted, but in this 
declaration he certainly must have misrepresented 
his own judgment. f 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania had produc- 
ed an example of some Friends who addressed 
King James II. in plainness of speech, in order to 
prove that respect did not consist in expressions. 
‘As this example was an extremely happy one to 
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prove the point he wished to maintain, Mr. H. 
would read it again, and appeal to the good sense 
of the House to decide whether an address could 
possibly be couched in terms more perfectly re- 
spectful. [He here read the quotation from 
Hume’s England, and ina few comments, hoped 
the example would have a good effect.] 

Another ground of reprehension which has been 
spoken of, and in which I agree with the com- 
mittee, is, because the member applied to the Ex- 
ecutive—this is essentially derogatory to the honor 
of the Legislature. Gentlemen here bring into 
view assault and battery, and ask whether, if it 
had proceeded so far, he would not have a right 
to an action in a judicial court? Yes, he would. 
And in this case he had a right to appeal to the 
President. But the moment he speaks of privi- 
lege, this House, and this alone, has cognizance. 
Here is the true distinction which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, with all hisingenuity, has over- 
looked. If the gentleman had been assaulted, he 
might have taken his case before a grand jury, but 
the question of privilege never could come before a 
grand jury. In this case, it is not for a breach of 
law in his person that the gentleman appeals, but 
for a breach of privilege. His words are, “ the inde- 
pendence of the legislator has been infringed.” In 
this application, what could be meant but that the 
President ought to punish for a breach of privi- 
lege? This certainly was the ground of appeal, 
and, being so plain a fact, it requires no animad- 
versions to prove it derogatory to the rights of this 
House; and if they cannot prevent a breach of 
privilege from its own members, it will not be re- 
spected by others. I do not believe the gentleman 
intended to act derogatory to the honor and privi- 
lege of this House, but such having been the case, 
I think it ought to be noticed. 

But it is further said in support of the motion 
to recommit, that the committee had no power to 
report in the manner they have done, and that 
they had no power to make remarks on the style 
of the letter. But I contend that if a letter writ- 
ten by a member of this House is submitted to 
them, they have a right to report their opinion 
upon the contents of it. To be silent on it would 
be the same as to approve of it, and that neither 
the committee nor the House oùght to do, and I 
trust will not do. 

With respect to the words used and conduct of 
these officers, Mr. H. agreed, that if offensive 
words were repeated to Mr. Randolph on account 
of words used in this House, or if offensive words 
were coupled with offensive actions, in either case 
it is a breach of privilege. But he denied that 
any words, offensive in themselves, had been 
used, or that any act of an offensive nature was 
perpetrated or conceived. 

Mr. H. then explained the nature of a hreach of 
privilege, and called up an example to illustrate 
his ideas. He then proceeded to a comparison of 
the testimony of Mr. Christie, with the facts as 
they appeared from the testimony of other wit- 
nesses, and concluded that in the fact respecting 
the whispering of these officers, and the use of 
the words “he does not hear you, go nearer to 


him,” he must have misconceived. He recurred 
to the place in which Mr. Christie’s testimony re- 
lated to the use of the words; to wit, for some 
time in the adjoining box, till they afterwards 
came round into the same box. Mr. Macon’s and 
Mr. Glen’s testimony on the contrary proved that 
they came into the same box immediately after 
they returned from supper, or before the farce be- 
gan. Thus, however honest, Mr. H. could not 
but conclude the gentleman was certainly mista- 
ken. This he said was not singular, for such 
things frequently happened in courts, and yet did 
not impair the personal respectability of the wit- - 
ness, although it must that part of his evidence. 

With respect to the act of sitting down, or if 
you please, pressing himself by the side of Mr. 
Randolph, Mr. McKnight could only at most be 
thought rude. This kind of conduct is well 
known to be common at the theatre, and fre- 
quently done without apology. This might have 
been done innocently, or it might have been done 
on purpose to offend, but since the custom is fre- 
quent it cannot be noticed as a breach of pri- 
vilege. 

The next act was pulling the coat—an act which, 
if done in order to offend Mr. Randolph, would 
have been an act of violence which ought to place 
the offender at the bar of this House, and if the 
fact- had been proved he ought to have been pun- 
ished. But when it is considered that the vio- 
lence of the crowd in going out of the theatre 
was such as to separate Mr. Taylor from Mr. Mc- 
Knight, it will cease to appear an offence; but 
Mr. ‘Taylor was not offended at being caught hold 
of by the other arm by some strange person, be- 
cause he knew it might be an effort to prevent 
falling. Might not the same excuse stand good 
as to pulling the coat? It appeared to be no other 
than an effort which the crowd caused, and there- 
fore a mere accident, and as such ought to be ex- 
cused. Indeed the gentleman had declared that 
he did the act, but he did it by accident, and 
very moderately. Shall a man be punished for 
this act merely, especially since there is no evi- 
dence whatever that he did it at all, (for his own 
confession cannot be admitted.) The fact is, the 
pulling of the coat, and the other act, is quite out 
of the question; nothing remains but the simple 
repetition of certain words made use of by the 
member in his place. 

I do not believe, said Mr. H., that the very same 
thing would have happened if the gentleman had 
not been there; but he being there, I also believe 
that the words were used with a design that he 
should hear them, but not with a wish to breed a 
quarrel. This conclusion is established by the 
facts—there was no quarrel, and had they de- 
signed to promote one, it would have occurred. 
When the coat was pulled, words were used by 
Mr. Randolph, which, if that event had been de- 
signed, would have been taken up for that purpose 
by Mr. McKnight. : 

Is this then a breach of privilege ? No, sir, it is 
not. It might have led to a breach of privilege, 
it is true; opprobrious language and a quarrel 
might have grown out of it, and then it would 
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have been:a. breach of privilege, because it was 


on account of the gentleman’s public conduct in 
the House; but that there was no intention to com- 


mit a breach of privilege, and that no such thing 


was committed, I think too clear to-be contro- 
verted.” ne 

“Mr. Smitu said, that. he had intended. to take 
nö: further part in the present debate. But the 
manner: in which thetestimony of his colleague 
(Mr: Christie) had been ‘treated by the gentleman 
who has just sat down (Mr. Harper) induced 


him to delay the decision for a few minutes. That 


gentleman. calls himself a county-court lawyer; 


that being such he was in'the habit of sifting tes- 


‘timony and examining it with great care—that 
the custom he had practised in the county courts 
he should pursue on the’ present occasion. -He 
then: proceéded, in á manner not the most candid, 
to criticise: the positive evidence given by Mr. 
Christie, which I presume he has learnt in the 
county courts, but which ‘all will agree ought not 
to be practised in the Legislature of the United 
States. Permit me here to observe, that few 
gentlemen of this House will suffer themselves to 
be compelled to give testimony in any case pend- 
ing before the House, if they are to have their 
positive depositions doubted thus publicly, criti- 
cised and rebutted by testimony vague and not 
decisive, as if they were evidences of bad or 
doubtful characters, before a county court. The 
Hera (Mr. Harrer) ought at least, before 

e had been thus severe, to have examined the 
testimony more carefully. I have heard that 
some gentlemen in the courts are in the habit of 
bringing forward only such parts of the evidence 
as best will suit their client—a practice which 
in this case the gentleman has introduced into the 
present debate; a practice, however, that-I trust 
will never be countenanced in the case. The 
gentleman (Mr. H.) says, that Mr. Christie must 
be mistaken, when, in his deposition, he states, 
that the transaction “commenced during the 
play,” and equally so when he says, that “he dis- 
covered the officers in an adjoining box ;” for that 
the testimony of all the other witnesses agree 
that it commenced after the play was over, and 
that he would prove by the testimony of Mr. Ma- 
con and Lieutenant Thompson, that the officers 
were not at that time in an adjoining box, but in 
that which Mr. Randolph sat. Mr. Christie does 
not say that the transaction commenced during 
the play; of course he has been misstated by the 
gentleman from South Carolina; misstating may 
(for aught Mr. 8. knew) be a proper practice for 
county courts, but certainly not very decent in 
this case for a member of this honorable body. 

What has Mr. Christie said? The words in 
his deposition are, “after the play was over, and 
t about the time the farce was beginning, I discov- 
‘ered. in an adjoining box, Captain McKnight 
‘and a gentleman whose name I have since found 
‘to be Reynolds, both officers of the navy; I saw 
‘also in company with them Mr. George Taylor, 
‘ of this city ; I saw them repeatedly look at our 
+ box and whisper to each other.” To prove they 
were in the adjoining box, the gentleman (Mr. 


H.,) has rebutted this positive testimony of Mr. 
Christie with the testimony of Mr. Macon and 
Lieutenant Thompson. “The words read by the 
gentleman out of Mr. Macon’s testimony, do not 
say whether the officers were or were not in the 
adjoining box, yet he says Mr. Christie must 
be mistaken. This, sir, is a strange mode. of 
reasoning, and certainly would be laughed at 
if used at the bar. Had the gentleman sifted fur- 
ther the testimony of Mr. Macon, he would have 
seen words rather confirming the testimony of 
Mr. Christie, but not one contradiction. Lieuten- 
ant Thompson, on whose testimony the gentle- 
man (Mr. H.) has placed his chief reliance, says, 
“Captain McKnight, with several other gentle- 
‘men and myself, went to a public house and sup- 
“ped together; on our return to the playhouse, 
“Captain McKnight went into the box where Mr. 
‘Randolph was, and remained there during the 


‘farce, or was there most of the time.” In this, 


Lieutenant Thompson does not say that they 
went into Mr. Randolph’s box previous to their 
having gone into the adjoining box. His testi- 
mony, although vague as to that point, has been 
thought sufficient to refute the positive testimony 
of Mr. Christie. In another place, Mr. Thomp- 
son, answering a query, says: “ We were either in 
‘ the adjoining boxes, or it may bein the same box 
‘for a little time.” Bat, sir, if I prove, by the 
acknowledgment of the party accused, that Mr. 
Christie was not mistaken when he said that the 
officers were“ in the adjoining box,” I trust that 
this House will agree with me that the attack 
made on my colleague has been without any evi- 
dence to supportit, and I trust the gentleman (Mr. 
Harper) will have the candor to acknowledge to 
the House the error he has committed, and the 
politeness to apologise to Mr. Christie for the un- 
merited censure he has endeavored to fix upon 
him. Lieutenant Reynolds, one of the officers 
accused, states that, “during the performance of 
‘Blue Beard, there appeared on the stage a num- 
‘ ber of strange figures, when one of the gentlemen 
‘ present made use of the expression, that the rag- 
‘ amuffins would make a much better appearance, 
‘to which I replied, that could not be doubted ; 
‘ but as to my knowing of Mr. Randolph being in 
‘ the adjoining box,] did not, until I heard some one 
‘behind me mention it.” I trust the House will 
be of opinion that nothing more will be necessa- 
ry to confirm the correctness of the testimony of 
Mr. Christie. i ; , 

What is the peculiarity or impropriety of style 
alluded to? Two gentlemen from Massachusetts 
have declared certain parts of the letter improper ; 
another gentleman (Mr. Lre) has declared those 
very parts they complained of to be proper. On 
which of these gentlemen’s judgment are we to 
place most reliance? The fact is, according to 
our different habits and customs, so will our judg- 
ment on a subject like this be guided, and by habits 
are we led to say what is rot an offensive style. 
As, therefore, there is no acknowleged courtly 
style known in America, we are not warranted to 
cast a censure on the gentleman who had used a 
species of language which to him perhaps is most 
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familiar. The gentlemen from Massachusetts 
(Messrs. Swat and Orrs,) and from Connecti- 
cut, (Mr. Epmonp,) say there is no censure in- 
cluded in the words of the report; others say there 
is. l thought there was, and, therefore, I made 
the motion of recommitment.. Whatmore severe 
language can be used, sir, than that of the report ? 
It is, in my opinion, the most severe censure that 
possibly could come-from the pen of a committee. 
Our judgment, even on this point, may differ, ac- 
cording to habit. It is well known that there is 
a coolness of temper, which is not easily irritated; 
harsh and severe words will not raise the habitu- 
al temper of some men in the world, while-in oth- 
ers, nothing can exceed the offence which habit 
and natural warmth of temper would construe the 
same words into. I consider these words are of- 
fensive, and I confess it appears to me extraordi- 
nary that those gentlemen who do not consider 
them so, and who represent them as quite inno- 
cent and unimportant, should appear so very averse 
to their being stricken out. In my opinion, it 
would have evinced the candor of gentlemen if 
they had suffered the report to have been recom- 
mitted; it certainly was unfair to introduce a 
censure by report ; hod it been done by resolution, 
we could then have given our opinion, and our vote 
upon the subject; but the committee having issued 
their censure by report, we haveno means, but by 
recommitment, to get rid of the offensive matter. 

Gentlemen have said that it would be casting 
a censure on the committee to reconsider the re- 
port. If so, how often do we censure different 
committees of the House ? How often are reports 
recommitted? The practice is common. If the 
principle is to be adopted, that we must not re- 
commit a report for fear of offending a committee, 
we may as well make their decision final; upon 
the same ground we must not alter their reso- 
lutions. 

I do not mean, said Mr. S., to go into the reso- 
lutions; I think they might be modified; upon 
this subject I would not wish severity. I well 
recollect that when I was an officer in the army, 
at the age of the young gentlemen, I should have 
felt as they did; perhaps I should have done more— 
my youthful zeal for the honor of the army might 
have excited me to actions which would have ac- 
tually brought on a quarrel with the gentleman. 
I think there can be no doubt, from a review of 
the whole of this testimony, but the gentlemen 
accused meant to produce a quarrel; that they 
did not do it was owing to the moderation of the 
gentleman. 

Gentlemen say mere words are not cause of 
quarrel! Nothing but violence, in the opinion of 
those gentlemen, is cause. Sir, I consider words 
may be worse than blows; words may destroy a 
man’s fame and his honor; blows can be cured, 
by making the party answer with his life for the 
offence. We should be careful of countenancing 
the impetuosity of young officers’ tempers, lest we 
place ourselves in a situation which can little pro- 
mote the good of the country. 

It appears to be the opinion of the committee, 
that no notice ought to be taken of the conduct of 


the officers; on the contrary, they actually have 
attacked the conduct of the gentleman himself, 


| for disrespect to the President. But this is said 


only to be the opinion of the committee. Sir, the 
report goes out to the world under the sanction 
of this House, and in this view it becomes one of 
its acts. In this view it is casting a Legislative 
censure on a member! From these views, and 
because we could not otherwise come at the. re- 
port, I moved to recommit it; in which I do hope 
a majority of this House will concur, in order that 
we may avoid. injustice to the gentleman; but 
without any view of inflicting punishment on the 
officers. : 

Mr. Sueparp.—I wish to- -ask the House what 
we are about? I think-we are debating on a mat- 
ter of very little consequence indeed. 'The ques- 
tion is, whether the report of the select committee 
shall be recommitted or not. How did this com- 
mittee come to have the matter before them? It 
was on account of a few impertinent words which 
fell from the member from Virginia—a young 
member, and therefore he certainly was the more 
excusable. These words struck hard at the young 
gentlemen of thearmy. They resented it. Llike 
them all the better for it, Mr. Speaker ; they were 
commendable in showing their resentment at any 
degrading terms used about the army. Where 
are we going to end? Gentlemen get up, one after 
another, repeating the same things over and over, 
and making no new remarks, no new ideas. Sir, 
we are only degrading ourselves and lessening the 
dignity of the House by continuing a debate of so 
little consequence. It is high time. to take the 
question. Not all that can be said more will alter 
the mind of a single member; they are already 
determined how to vote. I hope, Mr. Speaker. 
that gentlemen will shorten this debate, and spend 
their great talents on subjects more honorable to 
them and to the House. T will then listen to them 
with the greatest pleasure and patience to the last 
moment. 

Mr. Carste thought the gentleman from 
South Carolina, and some other gentlemen, had 
gone too far in their criticisms on testimony. Mr. 
C. said he declared only what he knew to be true, 
but yet it was said he must be mistaken? How 
mistaken? He only repeated upon oath words 
which were positively uttered, and in a place 
about which he could not be mistaken. Every 
incidental word of that testimony, Mr. C. said, 
came under his particular observation. But one 
lawyer had got up and thought him mistaken in 
one instance, another in another; another might 
presently get up and question whether he was at 
the theatre at all or not. Upon my word, said 
Mr. C., I do not know what these county-court 
lawyers cannot do, or how far their habits of cull- 
ing testimony may lead them. Had I known the 
manner in which my testimony would have been 
treated, I should have been very unwilling to have 
obeyed the commands of the House tos give it at 
all; and I believe in future it will be likely to 
have that effect upon me. 

Mr. Ranpotrn said he would call the attention 
of the House to a single observation. 
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The situation; Mr. Speaker, in which I find my- 
self is indeed new to. me—standing upon your 
floor not as å person aggrieved, but in the charac- 
ter of a criminal. And with what, sir, am I 
charged? With “transferring the authority of. 
‘this House to the President of the United States,: 
‘by appealing to that Magistrate, in the name of: 
‘the Legislature, on an occasion wherein its privi- 
ge had been infringed.” ~ 
“Í have “appealed in the name ofthe Legisla-: 
‘ture! Although this opinion has not been ad- 
vanced by the committee in direct terms, it seems 
to have gained ‘the assent of many members:on 
this floor. Will those gentlemen -who -are so 
Yeady to suppose me-capable of this monstrous ab- | 
surdity,advert tothe error ofthe press in the print- 
ed report, which-has substituted that word for.le- | 
gislator?. Will they take the trouble of turning 
to the. original letter? They will then discover; 
that I have not assumed to myself the right of 
acting in the name, not of this House only, but of 
both’ branches: of Congress, unsupported: ‘by the 
authority of either. “'They-will see that the rela-: 
tive‘their-can have reference only to the antece- 
dent“ people,” and that asthe representative of 
their majesty which had been insulted ; as clothed 
with their authority which had been contemned ; 
as the Commander-in-Chief of their forces, did 
the. President become the object of my applica- 
tion. 

Í have “prostrated, the. privileges of this House 
before the shrine.of Executive power.”. And can 
any one. suppose, Mr. Speaker, that it is my de- 
sire to enlarge. the Executive authority at the ex- 
-pense of the Legislative; to confide your rights | 
to the unsafe guardianship of the President; and 
to hold at his will the inestimable privilege of free 
debate? Iam under-no apprehension, sir, that a 
serious belief of such an intention on: my- part can 
be entertained by any one who isatallacquainted 
with my political opinions—opinions hostile to 
the extension of Executive influence, and which 
inculcate a well-grounded jealousy of its formi- 
dable pretensions. But, sir, in relation to the fact: 
how does that stand? Will gentlemen carry their 
recollection back to the period when my letter 
was submitted by the President to their consider- 
ation? Did I not contest your right to extend 
your privileges beyond those limits which the 
Constitution had prescribed; did I not express a 
fear least a dangerous precedent might be estab- 
lished which would lead to terrible abuses—which 
would be prostituted to the most nefarious pur- 
poses; and did I not oppose a reference of the 
Message, upon the ground that there had been no 
breach of privilege? The committee agrees with 
me in this opmion, and it has received the con- 
currence of the House. Yet that very committee 
has determined (and you are about to affirm the } 
decree) that I have submitted to the decision of | propriety of my procedure, and in the approba- 
the President a case involving the privileges of | tion of my constituents, whose honor and whose 
the representative body, although they have de- | interests it will ever be my object to maintain, I 
clared (and although this House has‘sanctioned the | can have no cause of personal regret. f 
declaration) that no such case has occurred; al-| The question was then taken upon recommit- 
though it is in evidence to you such was my own | ting the report, and was decided in the negative-— 
impression of the subject. If, Mr. Speaker, my i yeas 43, nays 50, as follows: 


opinion of the case had been that it was a breach 
of privilege, or if such had been the sentiment of 
the House, then, indeed, there might have been 
some ground for crimination.. If I had viewed it 
in this light, where would have been the difficulty 
of addressing my application to yourself? But it 
willbe remembered, that at the time when the 
‘Message was delivered, at the time when I dis- 
claimed the idea of a breach. of privilege or of 
your protection, I made this declaration. But, it 
was in his military capacity that IT addressed my- 
self to the President; because I supposed the dis- 
cretion of the Commander-in-Chief would suggest 
the necessity of a provision, to which his authori- 
ty was completely adequate, which would remedy 
the present instance of misconduct, and repress 
those of a.similar nature in future. Cana repre- 
sentation to the Commander-in-Chief. of the mis- 
behaviour of his.subalterns, in. a case not amount- 
ing to a breach of privilege, (for the committee 
and the House unite with me in this opinion)— 
can a statement of this outrage, because aggravat- 
ed by the consideration of the official conduct 
which excited it, and of the legislative character 
which was its object—can an application to a 
military tribunal for remedy, to whose provision 
this House is not competent, foran offence in which 
its privileges are not implicated, can such a pro- 
cedure attract your censure, “as derogating from 
those rights with which your honor, your inde- 
‘pendence, and the inviolability of your members, 
‘are intimately connected ?” 

It was my intention, Mr. Speaker, to explain 
the error into which we should be led by adopt- 
ing the expression of the printed report, and to 
recall to the minds of gentlemen a chain of facts 
which display in a proper light the motives by 
which I have been actuated. It formed no part 
of my design to enter into any explanation of 
the various clauses and expressions of my letter, 
which have become the object of the very inge- 
nious criticism of many members upon this floor 3 
if, indeed, such had been my intention, I should 
have been anticipated by the candid illustration 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. GaL- 
LATIN.) His exposition is warranted both by 
the literal sense of the composition which has be- 
come the object of so much virulent invective, 
and by that which the author has even affixed to 
the expressions which he has thought proper 
to use. 

I join with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
in the wish that the question might be immedi- 
ately taken. Whatever the success of the mo- 
tion, sd far as relates to myself, it is a matter of 
indifference to me. It was under no expectation 
of averting the censure of the House that I have 
now addressed it. I entertain not a doubt upon 
the issue. But in the unshaken conviction of the 
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Yeas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown; Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, 
John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George 
Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fow- 
ler, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John 
A. Hanna, Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heister, David 
Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, Michael Leib, 
Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Edward Livingston, 
Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, John Nicholas, 
Joseph H. Nicholson, J ohn Smilie, Samuel Smith, 
Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Ben- 
jamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John 
Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, William Cooper, 
William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, 
Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, 
William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Har- 
per, Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, Benjamin 
Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry 
Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, Lewis 
R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas 
Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, 
junior, Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shep- 
ard, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard 
Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel 
Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Resolved, That the order for a call of the 
House this day be dispensed with, and that there 


be a call of the House on Thursday next, at two 
o’clock. 


Wepnesopay, January 29. 


Mr. Gaiswo.p, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, to whom it was referred 
to examine and report what laws of the United 
States have expired, or are near expiring, made a 
further report, in part; which was read and con- 
sidered. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
.prepare and report a bill to continue in force an 
act entitled “An act providing the means of in- 
tercourse between the United States and foreign 
nations,” 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, 
pursuant to the said resolution, and that the Com- 
mittee of Revisal and Unfinished Business do 
prepare and bring in the same. 

Mr. Griswoup, from the Committee of Revisa! 
and Unfinished Business, to whom it was referred, 
on the thirteenth instant, to prepare and report a 
bill to continue in force, “An act declaring the 
consent of Congress to a certain act of the State 
of Maryland, and to continue an act declaring 
the consent of Congress to certain acts of the 
States of Maryland, Georgia, and Rhode Island 
and Providence Plantations, so far as the same 
respects the States of Georgia and Rhode Island,” 
reported a bill declaring the assent of Congress to 
certain acts of the States of Rhode Island, Mary- 
land, and Georgia; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Monday next. 


CASE OF MR. RANDOLPH. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee, to whom was referred, 
on the fourteenth instant, the Message of the Pre- 
sident of the United States, together with a letter 
of Jonn Ranvowpn, Jr., a member of this House 
from the State of Virginia: and the same being 
again read, in the words following, to wit: + 

“Jn executing the task assigned to them, it is with 
peculiar satisfaction your committee notice the respect 
shown in his Message by the President of the United 
States, to the rights and privileges of the House. 

* On the style of the letter to the President, referred 
to the consideration of the committee, they forbear any 
other remark than to express their regret that a mem- 
ber of the House has conceived himself justified in de- 
viating from the forms of decorum customary in official 
communications to the Chief Magistrate of the United 
States, justly due to his office and character, and es- 
sential to that harmony between the different: branches 
of the Government, which should be circumspectly 
cherished by their respective members. 

“In Mr. Randolph’s letter, he states, that for words 
of a general nature, uttered in debate in the House of 
Representatives, on the proposition for reducing the 
Army, he had been publicly and grossly insulted by 
several persons, officers of the Army or Navy ; and đe- 
mands, of the Executive authority, redress for an at- 
tack on his independence and rights as a legislator. 

“Your committee, being of opinion that the matter 
of complaint respects the privileges of the House, inhe- 
rent in its own body, and there exclusively cognizable, 
cannot but consider the appeal, in this instance, to the 
Executive authority, however otherwise intended, as 
derogating from those rights of the House with which 
are intimately connected both its honor and independ- 
ence, and the inviolability of its members. 

“Your committee further report that, on inquiry, 
they found James McKnight, Captain, and Michael 
Reynolds, Lieutenant, of Marines, to be the persons 
implicated in Mr. Randolph’s charge. They, on notice, 
appeared before the committee, and denied the truth of 
the allegations. The committee have collected all the 
evidence they could find to be material in the case, and 
heard the parties accused, with their witnesses; and, 
although they believe a series of circumstances to have 
taken place at the theatre, on the evening of Friday, 
the 10th instant, which appeared to Mr. Randolph, and 
others present, to evince premeditated insult towards 
him, yet, as some of those circumstances have been 
satisfactorily explained, and others are of a nature too 
equivocal to justify reprehension and punishment, your 
committee are of opinion that sufficient cause does not 
appear for the interference of the House, on the ground 
of a breach of their privileges. 

“Your committee have taken the evidence in wri- 
ting, which they submit to the consideration of the 
House, with the following resolutions : 

“ Resolved, That this House entertain a respectful 
sense of the regard which the President of the United 
States has shown to its rights and privileges, in his 
Message of the 14th instant, accompanied by a letter 
addressed to him by John Randolph, jun., a member of 
this House. 

“ Resolved, That in respect to the charge alleged by 
John Randolph, jun, a member of this House, in his 
letter addressed to the President of the United States, 
on the I 1th instant, and by him submitted to the con- 
sideration of the House, that sufficient cause does not 
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` appear for the interposition of this House, on the ground 
of a breach of its privileges.” 

The question was taken, that the House do 

: agree to the first resolution contained in the said 

report, and resolved in the affirmative. 

The'second resolution being under considera- 
tion, a motion was made and seconded to amend 
the same by inserting, before the word “sufficient,” 
+ in the fifth line, the words “although the conduct 
of Captain McKnight and Lieutenant Reynolds 
“was indiscreet and. improper, yet,” and to insert, 
before the word “interposition,” in the sixth line, 
the word “further:” Whereupon, 

‘It was further moved and seconded to amend 
the said amendment, by inserting, after the wor 
“improper,” the words “and deserves reprehen- 
“ston? 

»- And the question being taken, that the House 
- doagree to the same, it passed in the negative— 
yeas 42, nays 56, as follows : 


Yxuas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Robert 
Brown, Samuel J.. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew 
Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas 
T. Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas El- 
mendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Samuel Goode, 
Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph 
Heister, David Holmes, Benjamin Huger, George Jack- 
° gon, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Mat- 
thew Lyon, James Linn, Edward Livingston, Peter 
Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. 
_ Nicholson, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, Richard Stan- 
“ford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Talia- 
ferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, and 

_ Philip Van Cortlandt. 

Nays—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, John Bird, 
Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. Cham- 
plin, William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. 
Dana, John Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel 
Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, William Gordon, 
Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe 
Harper, Thomas Hartley, Archibald Henderson, William 
H. Hill, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry 
Lee, Samuel Lyman, Nathaniel Macon, John Mar- 


shall, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison Gt 


Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, 
Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Samuel Sewall, 
James Sheafe, William Shepard, Richard Dobbs Spaight, 
George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Tho- 
mas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Robert Wil- 
liams, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


The question was then taken, that the House 
do agree to the amendment as originally proposed 
to the said second resolution, and resolved in the 
affirmative—yeas 61, nays 39, as follows: 


Ysas— Willis Alston, George Bacr, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Bailey Bartlett, John Bird, Phanuel Bishop, Rob- 
ert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew 
Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas 
T, Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, 
Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Thomas Evans, 
John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Samuel Goode, William 
Gordon, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, William Barry 
Grove, John A. The 
mas Hartley, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, Benjamin 


Huger, George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, 


Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Tho- 


Henry Lee, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, 
Edward Livingston, John Marshall, Peter Muhlenberg, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, 
Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Leven 


Powell, John Reed, James. Sheafe, Samuel Smith, 


Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, Richard Tho- 
mas, John Thomson, John Trigg, and Philip Van Cort- 
andt. 


Nays—James A. Bayard, Jonathan Brace, John 


Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Cooper, 
William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, 
Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, William Edmond, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Hen- 
ry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger 
Griswold, Archibald Henderson, James H. Imlay, John 


Wilkes Kittera, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, Nathaniel 


Macon, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison G. 
Otis, Jonas Platt, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, 
John Smilie, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, 
Abram Trigg, Peles Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Robert 
Williams, Lemuel! Williams, and Henry Woods. 


And then the main question being taken to 


agree to the said second resolution as amended, 
it passed in the negative—yeas 49, nays 51, as 
follows: 


Yzas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 


ard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, Robert Brown, Chris- 
topher G. Champlin, William Cooper, Franklin Daven- 
port, John Dennis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jona- 
than Freeman, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey 
Goodrich, William Gordon, William Barry Grove, 
John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas 


Hartley, Archibald Henderson, Benjamin Huger, James 


H. Imlay, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, John Marshall, Lewis 


R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah 
Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, 


John Reed, Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William 


Shepard, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Rich- 


ard Stanford, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, 


Philip Van Cortlandt, Peleg Wadsworth, and Lemuel 
Williams. i , 

Nays—Willis Alston, Theodorus‘Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, John Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, William Charles Cole Claiborne, 
John Condit, William Craik, Samuel W Dana, John 
Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, William 
Edmond, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John 
Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Elizur Goodrich, Edwin Gray, 
Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, Joseph Heister, David 
Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, 
John Wilkes Kittera, Michael Leib, Samuel Lyman, 
Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Edward Livingston, Na- 
thaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, 
John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, 
John Smilie, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin 
Taliaferro, John Chew Thomas, John Thompson, 
Abram Trigg, John 'l'rigg, Robert Waln, Robert Wilk 
liams, and Henry Woods. 


A motion was then made and seconded that the 
House do come to the following resolution, to wit: 

Resolved, That this House do highly disapprove of 
the conduct of Captain McKnight and Lieutenant Rey- 
nolds, towards John Randolph, a member of this House, 
on the evening of Friday, the tenth instant ; but, con- 
sidering it as an indiscretion of youth, are unwilling to 
exercise their constitutional authority of punishment, 
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under a hope that similar instances of misconduct will 
not occur in fature. 

The Speaxer deciding the said motion not to 
be in order, an appeal was made to the House 
from the decision of the Chair; and the question 
being taken that the House do eoncur with the 
Speaker in his said decision, it was resolved in 
the afirmative—yeas 56, nays 42, as follows: 


Yras—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Chris- 
topher G. Champlin, William C. C. Claiborne, Wil- 
liam Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John 
Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph 
Dickson, Wiliam Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel 
Foster, Dwight. Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, William 
Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Hen- 
derson, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, Aaron 
Kitchell, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, 
Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, Abra- 
ham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Par- 
ker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, 
John Reed, Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William 
Shepard, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Rich- 
ard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel 
Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Nays—wWillis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, John Condit, Thomas T. 
Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, 
Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Ed- 
win Gray, Andrew Gregg, Joseph Heister, David 
Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, Michael Leib, 
Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Edward Livingston, Na- 
thaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Randolph, John 
Smilie, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard 
Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin 
Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, 
and Robert Williams. 


And so the said motion was rejected. 


Tuurspay, January 30. 


Ordered, That the Committee of the Whole 
House to whom is.committed the bill for the re- 
form of the Superior Court in the Territory of 
the United States Northwest of the Ohio river, 
be discharged from the further consideration 
thereof, and that the said bill be recommitted to 
Mr. Craix, Mr. Harrison, and Mr. Bren, with 
instruction to report their opinion on the expedi- 
ency of dividing the said Territory into two dis- 
tinct governments: Provided, That the line of 
division shall commence at the mouth of the Great 
Miami river, and run due north until it strikes 
the dividing line between the United States and 
Canada. 

Resolved, That the order for a call of the House 
this day, at two o’clock, be rescinded. 

The House proceeded in the third reading of 
the bill to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptey throughout the United States: Whereupon, 

Ordered, ‘That the said bill be recommitted to 
a Committee of the whole House immediately. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


said Committee 5 and, aftersome time spent therein, 
the Committee rose and reported several amend- 
ments thereto. 

And then the House adjourned. 


Fripay, January 31. 


Mr. Griswo tp, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, made a further report, 
in part; which was read and considered: Where- 
upon 

P Resolved, That the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business do prepare and report a bill 
to revive and continue in force an act entitled 
“An act respecting the Mint.” 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that they had passed the bill, 
entitled “ An act providing for salvage in cases of 
recapture,” with several amendments; to which 
they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said amendments were read, and ordered 
to be referred to the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures. 

The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Busi- 
ness, made the twenty-third instant, to whom 
were referred the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill to repeal part of an act, entitled “An act 
to provide for mitigating or remitting the forfeit- 
ures, penalties, and disabilities, accruing in cértain 
cases therein mentioned;” and the said report and 
amendments of the Senate, being again read, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
first amendment proposed by the Senate to the 
said bill. 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
other amendments of the Senate, with amend- 
ments. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do ac- 
quaint the Senate therewith. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the whole House on the bill to discharge Robert 
Sturgeon from his imprisonment; and, after 
spending some time therein, the Committee rose 
and reported the bill without amendment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed, and 
read the third time on Monday next. 


UNIFORM BANKRUPTCY, 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported, yesterday, from the Committee of 
the whole House to whom was recommitted the 
bill to establish an uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States: Whereupon, 

The first amendment being twice read, was 
further amended at the Clerk’s table, and, on the 
question put thereupon, agreed to by the House. 

A motion being then made and seconded to 
postpone the further consideration of the said re- 
port of the Committee of the whole House, until 
the first Monday in December next. 

The previous question thereon was called for 
by five members, to wit: “Shall the main ques- 
tion, to agree to the said motion, be now put?” 

And, on the previous question, to wit: “Shall 
the said main question be now put?” it passed in 
the negative—yeas 41, nays 56, as follows: 
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Yeas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew. Clay, William. C.. C. Claiborne, 
John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, Joseph 
Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Albert Gallatin, Samuel 
Goode; Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, 
Thomas Hartley, Joseph . Heister, David- Holmes, 
George Jackson, James. Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Mi- 
chael Leib, Matthew. Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Peter 
Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. 
Nicholson, John Randolph, John Smilie, Richard Stan- 
ford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Talia- 
ferro, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, and Robert Williams. . 

Nays—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. 
Bayard, John Bird; Jonathan Brace, John Brown, 
Christopher G.. Champlin, William Cooper, William 
Craik, John. Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John 
Dennis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Ed- 
mond, Thomas Evans; Abiel Foster, Jonathan Free- 
man, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Good- 
tich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe 
Harper, Archibald Henderson, William.H. Hill, Ben- 
jamin Huger, James H: Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Henry: Lee; Silas Lee, Samuel. Lyman, James Linn, 
Edward. Livingston, John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, 
Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah 
Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Leven Powell, John Reed, 
John Rutledge, junior, Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, 
William Shepard, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs 
Spaight, George Thatcher, John Chow Thomas, Rich- 
ard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel 
Williams, and Henry Woods. 

‘The other amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, being twice read, were, on 
the question severally put thereupon, agreed to 
by. the House. 

The said bill being then further amended at 
the Clerk’s table, . 

A motion was made and seconded that the fur- 

` ther consideration of the said. bill be postponed 
until next Tuesday week: and the question being 
taken thereupon, it was resolved in the affirmative. 


Mownpay, February 3. 


An engrossed bill to discharge Robert Sturgeon 
from his imprisonment was read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. Smitu, from the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, presented a bill for the relief 
of James Yard; which was read. twice, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Griswoup, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, presented a bill provid- 
ng the means of intercourse between the United 
States and foreign nations ; which was read twice 
and ordered to be committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Turspay, February 4. 


A memorial of Isaac Zane was presented to the 
House and read, praying that he may be permit- 
ted to retain the possession of a certain tract of 
land which was granted to him by the Wyandot 
nation of Indians, and which, by the cession of 


lands since made by the said nation, falls within 
the boundary of the United States. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the committee appointed, on the twenty-fourth of 
December last, to inquire whether any, and, if 
any, what, alterations are necessary in the laws 
providing for-the sale of the lands of the United 
States Northwest of the Ohio. 

Mr. Sarita, from the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, presented a bill to continue in 
force an act concerning certain fisheries of the 
United States, and for the regulation and govern- 
ment of the fishermen employed therein, and for 
other purposes, as therein mentioned ; which was 


‘read twice and committed 'to a Committee of the 
' Whole House on Monday next. 


Mr. Harrison, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill in addition to an act, entitled “An 
act regulating the grants of land appropriated for 
military services, and: for the Society of United 
Brethren for propagating the Gospel among the 
Heathen ;” which was read twice and committed 
toa Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. Griswon, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, presented. a bill respect- 
ing the Mint; which was read twice and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole House to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, presented a bill to establish a General 
Stamp Office; which was read twice and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Friday next. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


On a motion made and seconded that the House 
do come to the following resolutions, to wit: 


Resolved, That the first section of the second article 
of the Constitution of the United States ought to be 
amended in such a manner that the Electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States, in giv- 
ing their votes, shall designate and distinguish the per- 
son voted for as President, and the person voted for as 
Vice President, and the person having the greatest 
number of votes for Vice President, if such number be 
a majority of the whole numberof Electors, shall be 
Vice President; and if there be no choice, and two or 
more persons. shall have the highest number of votes, 
and those equal, the Senate shall immediately choose, 
by ballot, one of them for Vice President; and if no 
person shall have a majority, then the Senate shall, in 
like manner, choose a Vice President from the five high- 
est on the list: but in choosing the Vice President, the 
votes shall be taken by States, the Senators from each 
State having one vote. A quorum, for this purpose, 
shall consist of a member or members from two-thirds 
of the States; and a majority of all the States shall be 
necessary to a choice. 

Resolved, That the foregoing amendment be propos- 
ed to the Legislatures of the several States, to be rati- 
fied as a part of the Constitution of the United States. 

Ordered, That the said motion be committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to report 
on the expediency of amending so much of the act, en- 
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titled “ An act to promote the progress of useful arts, 
and to repeal the act heretofore made for that purpose,” 
- as restricts the right of obtaining patents for. useful 
discoveries and inventions, to the citizens of the United 
States, and for extending the said right to all persons 
who shall have resided within the said States for a lim- 
ited time; and to the executors and administrators of 
the inventors of useful arts and inventions, who may 
have died before a patent has issued for such invention. 


Ordered, That Mr. Harper, Mr. Kirrera, Mr. 
Biro, Mr. Geiswoup, and Mr. Pinckney, be ap- 
pointed a committee, pursuant to the said reso- 
lution. 

On motion, it was 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any amendments are necessary to such parts 
of the laws as relate to arresting the non-commissioned 
officers and private soldiers of the United States, for 
debts or contracts. 

Ordered, That Mr. Gornon, Mr. Biro, and Mr. 
Page, be appointed a committee pursuant to the 
said resolution, with power to report thereon by 
bill or bills, or otherwise. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole House on the bill for the relief of James 
Yard; and, after some time spent therein, the 
Committee rose and reported two amendments 
thereto; which were twice read and agreed to by 
the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


CASE OF JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


Mr. Livinesron laid the following resolutions 
on the table: 


Resolved, That provision ought to be made, by law, 
for carrying into effect the twenty-seventh article of 
the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and Navigation, be- 
tween the United States and the King of Great Britain. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to lay before this House copies of the re- 
quisition for, and other papers relative to, the apprehen- 
sion and delivering of Jonathan Robbins, under the 
twenty-seventh article of the Treaty of Amity, Com- 
merce, and Navigation, between the United States and 
the King of Great Britain, together with copies of the 
communications (if any) between either of the Execu- 
tive Departments and the Judge of the District Court 
of South Carolina, on the subject. 


Mr. Livinesron said, at the time the law was 
passed respecting the British Treaty, provision 
was supposed to have been made for carrying it 
fully into execution. The twenty-seventh article, 
however, of that Treaty, had been found unjust, 
impolitic, and cruel. He then read the article, by 
a recent construction of which, Mr. L. said, a cit- 
izen of the United States might be dragged from 
his country, his connexions, and his friends, and 
subjected to the judgment of an unrelenting mili- 
ay tribunal. , 

he second resolution, Mr. L. said, was con- 
nected with the first, although addressed to the 
Chief Magistrate of the Union. It had been said, 
and repeated in every paper throughout the Unit- 
ed States, that a letter had been written by an 
Executive officer advising a Judge, in his judicial 


capacity, of the line of conduct which it was 
wished by the Executive should be pursued. He 
did not know this to be the fact, and would be 
happy to find it was not; nor did he mean now to 
enter into any discussion on the subject; and con- 
cluded with laying the resolutions on the table. 

Ordered, That Mr. Dana, Mr. Livineston, and 
Mr. BAYARD, be appointed a committee, pursuant 
to the resolutions, and that the said committee 
have power to report thereon by bill or bills, or 
otherwise. 

Ordered, That Mr. Livineston and Mr. Cuar- 
BORNE be appointed a committee to wait on the 
President of the United States with the last reso- 
lution. 


Weonespay, February 5. 


An engrossed bill for the relief of James Yard 
was read the third time and passed. 

A petition of John Wilkins, Jr., and others, was 
presented to the House and read, praying that a 
resurvey of certain lands purchased by the peti- 
tioners from the United States, may be granted, 
in consequence of a deficiency which appears up- 
on actual admeasurement to exist; and that the 
amount of such deficiency may be deducted from 
the payment of the last moiety of the purchase- 
money. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the committee appointed on the twenty-fourth of 
December last, to inquire whether any, and, if 
any, what, alterations are necessary in the laws 
authorizing the sale of the lands of the United 
States Northwest of the Ohio. 

Mr. Livingston, from the committee appointed 
yesterday, to wait on the President of the United 
States with a resolution requesting, him “to lay 
before this House copies of the requisition for, and 
other papers relative to, the apprehension and de- 
livery of Jonathan Robbins, under the twenty- 
seventh article of the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, 
and Navigation, between the United States and 
the King of Great Britain, together with copies of 
the communications, if any, between either of the 
Executive Departments and the Judge of the Dis- 
trict Court of South Carolina, on the subject,” 
reported that the committee had performed that 
service, and that the President had signified to 
them, that he would take the request of the said 
resolution into consideration, and return an an- 
swer in due season. 

A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that the Senate recede from their amendment dis- 
agreed to by this House to the bill, entitled “ An 
act to repeal part of an act, entitled ‘An act to 
provide for mitigating or remitting the forfeit- 
ures, penalties, and disabilities, accruing in cer- 
tain cases therein mentioned ;” and doth agree to 
the amendments proposed by this House to the 
other amendments of the Senate to the said bill. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
and report from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


‘accompanying two statements in relation to the 


internal revenues of the United States, made in 
pursuance of a resolution of the House of the 6th 
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of January, one thousand seven hundred and nine- 
ty-seven, andan act of Congress passed on the 
llth of July, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-eight; which were read, and ordered to 
lie on:the ‘table. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the: bill declaring the assent of 
Congress to certain acts of the States of Rhode 
Island, Maryland, and Georgia; and, after spend- 
ing some time therein, the committee rose, and 
had leave to sit again.” 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill in addition to an act, enti- 
tled “ An act regulating the grants of land appro- 
priated for military services, and for the Society 
of the United Brethren for propagating the Gos- 
pel among the Heathen;” and, after spending 
some time therein, the committee rose, and had 
leave to sit-again. 


i ` Thurspay, February 6. ; 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
prepare and bring in a_ bill giving further time to 
the holders’ of military warrants to register and 
locate the same. : 

Ordered, That Mr. Harrison, Mr. D. FOSTER, 
and Mr. Gauuarin, be appointed a committee to 
prepare and bring in a bill pursuant to the said 
resolution ; and that said committee have leave 
to sit.during the sitting of the House. 

Mr. Harrison, from the last-mentioned com- 
mittee, presented a bill giving further time to the 
holders of military warrants to register and locate 
the same; which was twice read, and referred to 
a Committee of the Whole immediately. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into said 
committee; and, after spending some time there- 
in, Mr. Speaker resumed.the Chair, and Mr. Par- 
` KER reported that the committee had had the said 

bill under consideration, and made two amend- 
ments thereto; which were twice read, amended, 
and agreed to by the House. 

The said bill was then further amended, and, 
together with the amendments, ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read the time to-morrow. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on. the bill declaring the as- 
sent of Congress to certain acts of the States of 
Maryland; Rhode Island, and Georgia; and, after 
spending some time therein, the SPEAKER resum- 
ed the Chair, and Mr. Parker reported that the 
Committee had again had the said bill under con- 
sideration, and made several amendments thereto; 
which were severally twice read and agreed to by 
the House. os 

-The said bill was then further amended, and, 

together with the amendments, ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read the third time to-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill respecting the Mint; and, 
after spending some time therein, the, Speaker 
resumed the Chair, and Mr. PARKER reported that 
the Committee had had the said bill under consid- 

~ eration, and made no amendments thereto. 

:. Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed, and 

read the third time to-morrow. 
oE 6th Con.—17 


— 

The House again resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, on the bill in addition to an act, 
entitled “An act regulating the grants of land ap- 
propriated for military services, and for the So- 
ciety of the United Brethren for propagating the 
Gospel among the Heathen ;” and, after spending 
some time therein, the SPEAKER resumed the 
Chair, and Mr. PARKER reported that the Com- 
mittee had again had the said bill under consid- 
eration,.and made several amendments thereto; 
which were severally twice read, and agreed to by 
the House. 

The said bill was then further amended, and, 
together with the amendments, ordered to be en~ 
grossed, and read a third time to-morrow. : 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “ An 
act providing for the enumeration of the inhabit- 
ants of the United States,” with several amend- 
ments; to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 


Fripay, February 7. 


An engrossed bill in addition to an act, entitled 
“ An act regulating the grants of land appropriated 
for military services,and for the Society of the Uni- 
ted Brethren for propagating the Gospel among the 
Heathen,” was read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill respecting the Mint was read 
the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill declaring the assent of Con- 
gress to certain acts of the States of Rhode Island, | 
Maryland, and Georgia, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

An engrossed bill giving further time to the 
holders of military warrants to register and locate 
the same was read the third time, and passed. 

The amendments proposed by the Senate to the 
bill, entitled ¥An act providing for the enumera- 
tion of the inhabitants of the United States,” were 
read, and ordered to be referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

A motion was made and seconded that the House 
do come to the following resolution, to wit: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of author- 
izing the collectors of the direct tax in North Carolina, 
to receive, in payment thereof, the paper money of that 
State; and report by bill-or otherwise : 

And, thé question being taken thereupon, it pass- 
ed in the negative. 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill providing the means of in- 
tercourse between the United States and foreign 
nations; and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair, and Mr. PARKER re- 
ported that the Committee had had thesaid bill un- 
der consideration, and made some progress therein. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of the Whole be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
said bill, and that the same be recommitted to the 
Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Business. 
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NORTHWESTERN LANDS. 


A petition of sundry inhabitants of the North- 
western Territory, residing on lands purchased 
from John Cleves Symmes, was presented to the 
House and read, praying that the said Symmes 
may be allowed to complete his contract with the 
United States, or that such other relief may be 
granted to the petitioners as to the wisdom of 
Congress shall seem meet. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the committee appointed, on the twenty-fourth of 
December last, to inquire whether any, and, if any, 
what, alterations are necessary to be made in the 

‘laws authorizing the sale of the lands of the Uni- 
ted States, Northwest of the Ohio. 


CASE OF JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


The following Message and documents were re- 
ceived from the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES; 
which were read, and ordered to lie on the table: 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

In consequence of your request to me, conveyed in 
your resolution of the fourth of this month, I directed 
the Secretary of State to lay before me copies of the 
papers intended. These copies, together with his re- 
port, I now transmit to the House of Representatives, 
for the consideration of the members. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unrrep Srates, Fed. 7, 1800. 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
February 6, 1800. 

The Secretary of State has prepared, as directed, and 
now respectfully submits to the President of the United 
States, copies of the papers which probably were con- 
templated by the House of Representatives, in their re- 
golve of the 4th instant; although no requisition, as the 
resolve supposes, has ever been received, nor any commu- 
nication made to the Judge of the District Court of South 
Carolina, concerning any man by the name of Jonathan 
Robbins. But by the proceedings before that Judge, as 
they have been published, it appears that a seaman 
named Thomas Nash, the subject of the British Minis- 
ter’s requisition, did assume the name of Jonathan Rob- 
bins, and make oath “that he was a native of the State 
of Connecticut, and born in Danbury, in that State.” 
The Secretary therefore, besides the copy of the requi- 
sition, and the copies of his letter to the Judge of the 
District Court of South Carolina, and of the Judge’s 
answer, has prepared, and herewith encloses, copies of 
the certificates of the selectmen and town clerk of Dan- 
bury, and extracts of letters from Admiral Sir Hyde 
Parker, satisfactorily proving that the Thomas Nash, 
calling himself Jonathan Robbins, who, on the requisi- 
tion of the British Minister, was delivered by the Judge 
aforesaid, with the assent of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, was not an American citizen, but a native 
Irishman, who to his other crimes added perjury, in 
the hope, thereby, to escape the punishment due to 
piracy and murder. The original certificates of the 
selectmen and town clerk of Danbury are in the Secre- 
tary’s possession ; and he has compared the extract of 
Admiral Parker’s letter to Mr. Liston with the original, 
and the extract of the Admiral’s letter to the British 
Consul at Charleston, with the passage as recited in the 
Consul’s original letter to Mr. Liston. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

TIMOTHY PICKERING. 


Copy of a note from Robert Liston, Esq., Envoy Extra- 
ordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of His Britannic 
Majesty, to Timothy Pickering, Secretary of State of 
the United States. 


PartapeLpaia, May 23, 1799. 


R. Liston presents his respects to Col. Pickering, Se- 
cretary of State. A seaman of the name of Thomas 
Nash having been committed to jail in Charleston, 
South Carolina, at the instance of His Majesty’s Con- 
sul there, on suspicion of his having been an accomplice 
in the piracy and murder committed on board His Ma- 
jesty’s ship Hermione, and information of the circum- 
stance having been transmitted to Vice Admiral Sir 
Hyde Parker, a cutter was despatched to Charleston, 
with an officer on board to whom the man was well 
known, in order that his person might be indentified, 
and that he should be carried to the West Indies for 
trial. But on the application of the Consul for the res- 
toration of Nash, in conformity to the treaty of 1794, 
Judge Bee and the Federal Attorney were of opinion 
that he could not with propriety be delivered up, with- 
out a previous requisition on my part made to the Ex- 
ecutive Government ofthe United States. May I there- 
fore request, sir, that you will be pleased to lay this 
matter before the President, and procure his orders that 
the said Thomas Nash be delivered up to justice. 


Letter from the Secretary of State, to Judge Bee. 


DEPARTMENT oF STATE, 
Philadelphia, June 3, 1799. 

Srr: Mr. Liston, the Minister of His Britannic Ma- 
jesty has requested, that Thomas Nash, who was a sea- 
man on board the British frigate Hermione, and who 
he is informed is now a prisoner in the jail of Charles- 
ton, should be delivered up. I have stated the matter 
to the President of the United States. He considers 
an offence committed on board a public ship of war, on 
the high seas, to have been committed within the juris- 
diction of the nation to whom the ship belongs. Nash 
is charged, it is understood, with piracy and murder, 
committed by him on board the above mentioned British 
frigate, on the high seas, and consequently within the 
jurisdiction of His Britannic Majesty ; and therefore, by 
the 27th article of the Treaty of Amity with Great Bri- 
tain, Nash ought to be delivered up, as requested by the 
British Minister, provided such evidence of his crimi- 
nality be produced as, by the laws of the United States 
or of South Carolina, would justify his apprehension 
and commitment for trial, if the offence had been com- 
mitted within the jurisdiction of the United States. The 
President has in consequence thereof authorized me to 
communicate to you “his advice and request” that 
Thomas Nash, may be delivered up to the Consul or 
other agent of Great Britain, who shall appear to re- 
ceive him. I have the honor be, &c. 

TIMOTHY PICKERING. 
Hon. Tuomas BEE, 
Judge of the District of South Carolina. 


Letter from Thomas Bee, Esq., to the Secretary of State, 
dated Charleston, South Carolina, July ist, 1799. 


In compliance with the request of the President of 
the United States as stated in your favor of the 3d ult., 
I gave notice to the British Consul that at the sitting of 
the district court on this day I should order Thomas 
Nash, the prisoner charged with having committed mur- 
der and piracy on board the British frigate Hermione 
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on such strong evidence of his criminality asjustified his 
apprehension and commitment fór trial, to be brought 
before me on habeas corpus, in order to his being deliv- 
ered over agreeably to the 27th article of the Treaty of 
Amity with Great Britain. The Consul attended in 
court and requested that the prisoner should remain in 
jail until he had a convenient opportunity of sending 
him away. Ihave therefore directed that ‘he remain in 
prison, until the Consul shall find it convenient to re- 
move him. I have the honor to be with great respect 
your most obedient servant, 


which he answered under date 13th September: “Tam 
t to acquaint you that Nash has been executed agreea- 
t bly-to a court martial, and that he confessed himself 
‘to be an Irishman; and it further appears, by the 
t Hermione’s books, that he was born at Waterford; 
‘on the 2ilst December, 1792, entered a volunteer on 
‘ board the Dover, received £3 bounty money, and was 
< removed to the Hermione, 28th of Januay, 1793. And 
‘with respect to transmitting the minutes of his trial, 
‘ that is not in my power, but rests with the Lords of 
‘the Admiralty only.” 
THOMAS BEE. 

District Judge of South Carolina. 


Hon. T. Prexerine, Secretary of State. 


Monpay, February 10. 


Mr. Aser Foster laid the following resolution 
on the table: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what, alteration is necessary 
to be made in the compensation of the officers of this 
House and of the Senate. 


The Sreaxer laid before the House two reports 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, one contain- 
ing a statement of the goods, wares,and merchan- 
dise, imported into the United States, and the 
other a statement of the duties and drawbacks on 
merchandise. 

Mr. Cuarporne called upa resolution he laid on 
the table on Friday, and substituted the following 
in its place: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the operation of the acts making provision for the 
establishment of trading houses with the Indian tribes ; 
and also into the expediency of reviving and continuing 
in force the said acts. 


Messrs. CLAIBORNE, NicnoLtas, HENDERSON 
TuarcHEeR, and Exizcr Goopricu, were ap 

ointed. 

The petition of Amy Dardin was called up, and 
after some opposition, on account of a former re- 
ference and decision, was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

The motion for an adjournment of both Houses 
on the first Monday in April next was taken up. 
Mr. Kirrera moved to insert the first day instead 
of the first Monday in April. Mr. Macon moved 
to change it to the third Monday in March, Both 
these motions were negatived, and the original 
one carried—ayes 55. 


CREDIT ON DUTY BONDS. 


Mr. Smits, Chairman of the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures reported a resolu- 
tion, which he said the present deranged state of 
commerce rendered necessary and very important 
to the commercial interests; he therefore hoped it 
would be passed without delay. 

On motion the House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee thereupon, and it was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the term of payment allowed by law 
on bonds which have been given, and which shall be- 
come due prior to the first day of August next, for du- 
ties on impost, may be extended for sixty days, in all 
cases, respectively, where it shall be required by the 
parties, and where the recovery of such imposts shall 
not be endangered thereby. Provided, That in every 
case of such additional credit, there shall be required 
and paid on such bonds, respectively, interest at the 


Dansvny, Sept. 16, 1799. 


We, the subscribers, selectmen of the town of Dan- 
bury, in the State of Connecticnt, certify that we have 
always been.the inhabitants of said town, and are from 
forty-five to fifty-seven years of age, and have never 
known an inhabitant of this town by the name of Jon- 
athan or Nathan Robbins, and that there has not been 
nor now is any family known by the name of Robbins 
within the limits of said town. 

Certified, per À ELI MYGOT. 
EBEN BENEDICT. 
JUSTUS BARNUM. 
BEN. HICHCOK. 


Dansoury, Sepi. 10, 1799. 


T'he subscriber, late town clerk for the town of Dan- 
bury, in the State of Connecticut, certifies that he kept 
the town records twenty-five years, viz: from the year 
1771 until the year 1796; that he is now fifty-six years 
of age, and that he never knew any person by the name 
of Robbins, born or residing in the said town of Dan- 
bury, during that term of twenty-five years, before or 
since. MAJOR TAYLOR. 


Extract of a letter from Admiral Sir Hyde Parker, to 
Robert Liston, Esq., Envoy Extraordinary and Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary of His Britannic Majesty to the 
United States, dated 

Port Roxar HARBOR, 
Jamaica, Sept. 9, 1799. 

« I have had the honor of receiving duplicates of your 
Excellency’s letters, numbered 10, 11, and 12, and, in 
-~ answer thereto, acquaint you that in consequence of 
Nash, one of the ringleaders in the mutiny, murders, 
&c., on board the Hermione, being delivered up by the 
United States to me, he has been tried at a court mar- 
tial, and sentenced to suffer death, and afterwards hung 
in chains, which sentence has been put into execution. 
He acknowledged himself to be an Irishman.” 


Extract of a letter from Benjamin Moodie, Esq., Con- 
sul of His Britannic Majesty at Charleston, South 
Carolina, to Robert Liston, Esq., Envoy of his said 
Majesty to the United States, dated 

November, 19, 1799. 
In consequence of many obstacles I had to encounter 
in obtaining the delivery of Thomas Nash, late of His 

Majesty’s ship Hermione, and of the numerous publica- 

tions to the northward and in this place, I wrote to 

Admiral Sir Hyde Parker, requesting he would be good 

enough to send me minutes of the court martial, to 
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rate of one half per cent per month from the time such | 


duties shall be respectively due and payable according 
to law. - 


It was referred to the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, to report a bill accordingly. 


CAVEATS AGAINST LAND PATENTS. 


Mr. Davis laid on the table the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency or inexpediency of passing a law 
to regulate the manner of entering caveats to prevent 
the issuing of patents for land granted for military ser- 
vices; and that the same committee be directed to in- 
quire into the expediency or inexpediency of passing 
a law to prevent the entering a caveat in any case to 
hinder the issuing a patent for land granted for mili- 
tary services. 


Tuespay, February 11. 


Mr. Samira, from the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, pursuant to the order of the 
House of yesterday, reported a bill extending the 
time for the payment of bonds given for duties of 
impost, in certain cases; which was read a first 
and second time, and committed for to-morrow. 

Mr. Gorpon, from the select committee to 
whom were referred the consideration of that part 
of the law relative to the Military Establishment 
which provides that non-commissioned officers or 
privates shall not be arrested for debt, reported a 
bill “in addition to the laws relative to the Mili- 
tary Establishment of the United States;” which 


was read a first and second time, and committed | 


for to-morrow. 

Mr. Sarrn, from the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, to whom were referred the 
consideration of the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill providing for salvage in case of recapture, 
made a report; which was read, and committed 
to a Committee of the whole House on Thursday. 

A petition of Samuel Lewis, senior, late a 
Clerk in the War Office, stated that, upon a 
settlement of his account with the United States, 
a balance has been found due from him to the 
United States, for which he is now imprisoned; 
that he is unable to discharge the same; and pray- 
ing that he may be liberated from his confinement. 

Mr. Sars, from the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, presented, a bill further to sus- 
pend the commercial intercourse between the Uni- 
ted States and France, and the dependencies there- 
of; which was read twice and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Ordered, That the committee appointed to in- 
quire whether any, and, if any, what, alterations 
are necessary in the laws establishing a post office 
and post roads within the United States, have 
leave to report by bill or bills, or otherwise. 


UNIFORM BANKRUPTCY. 


The order of the day to take into consideration 
the report of the Committee of the whole House 
on the Bankrupt bill, having been called for by 


Mr. Jones, agreeably to the notice which he had 
given, moved the following additional section: 

“And be it further enacted, That nothing in this 
act contained, shall extend to, or in any wise affect or 
operate upon debts contracted, or transactions which 
may have taken place, prior to the passing thereof.” 

This motion was opposed by Messrs. BAYARD 
and Marsnatt, and finally negatived, only 24 
members voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. Macon moved to strike out the 24th section, 
which gives the commissioners power to examine 
the wife of a bankrupt upon oath—which cre- 
ated considerable debate. Upon the question there 
were yeas 38, nays 49. 5 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading on Monday next—55 members vo- 
ting in favor of it. 

DRAWBACK OF DUTY. 

Mr. Surru, from the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, to whom were referred: the 
memorial of a number of merchants of the city of 
Philadelphia, relative to the 75th section of the act 
to regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage, reported a bill to allow a drawback of 
duties on. goods exported to New Orleans, and 
therein to amend the act entitled “An act to reg- 
ulate the collection of duties on imports and ton- 
nage;” which was read a first and second time, 
and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House. 


Wenpnespay, February 12. 


On motion of Mr. Smrru, the House went into 
a Committee of the Whole on the bill extending 
the time of payment of bonds given for duties of 
imposts, in certain cases, when 

Mr. Sueare having suggested, that the giving 
this indulgence might inconvenience the Treasury, 
by being called upon by the collectors for money 
to discharge debentures on goods given for draw- 
back, without a positive provision be made that 
such debentures should not be paid until the duties 
were discharged, after some observations from 
Messrs. Situ, Nicnoxas, Orts, and Spwatt, the 
Committee rose and the bill was recommitted to 
the Committee of Commerce and Manufactures. 

The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill further to suspend the commercial in- 
tercourse between the United States and France 
and the dependencies thereof; and after some time 
spent therein, the Committee rose, reported pro- 
gress, and obtained leave to sit again. 

Mr. Davis called up for consideration the reso- 
lution which he laid on the table on Monday last, 
instituting an inquiry into the expediency of pre- 
venting caveats being filed against the issuing of 
patents for land granted by the State of Virginia, 
for military services; and the resolution having 
been again read, was agreed to, and a committee 
of three members appointed for the purpose. 

Mr. Oris, from the committee to-whom was 
referred, on the ninth of December last, so much 
of the President’s Speech as relates to “a system 


Mr. Bayarp—after proposing and agreeing to|of national defence, commensurate with our re- 


several amendments, 


-i sources and the situation of our country,” laid be- 
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fore the House a letter from the Secretary of War 
to the chairman of the said committee, relative to 
the establishment of military schools; which was 
read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


ARRESTING SOLDIERS FOR DEBT. 


The House went intoa Committee of the Whole 
on the bill in addition to the laws relative to the 
Military Establishment of the United States, Mr. 
Rourtvevee in the Chair; when the bill was read, 
as follows. 


Be it enacted Sc., That if any person who shall have 
enlisted, or hereafter may. enlist, as a non-commisioned 
officer or private soldier, in the service of the United 
States, shall, prior to his enlistment, have been taken in 
execution, or arrested for debt, or contract, and com- 


mitted to prison, and at the time of his enlistment as 
aforesaid, be holden in prison by virtue of said execution 
‘or arrest, such person shall not be discharged. from his 
imprisonment in consequence of his enlisting as afore- 
said ; and in case any such person, arrested as aforesaid, 
and prior to his enlistment, shall have given bail, and at 
the time of his enlistment his bail shall not be discharged 
in due‘course of law, it shall and may be lawful for the 
pail to take such measures for hisor their discharge, as 
he or they might have taken if the principal had not been 
enlisted in the service of the United States ; and in case 
the principal shall be surrendered up by the bail, he 
shall be holden in like manner, as if he had not been 
enlisted as’ aforesaid; any law or laws to the contrary 
notwithstanding.” 

Mr. Oris moved to amend the bill so as to con- 
fine its operation to persons who may hereafter 
enlist, by striking out the words in italic in the 
second line of it. 

Mr. O. said he conceived the Government had 
no right to break their contract with the soldiers, 
a great part of whom had probably enlisted for the 
benefit of the provision now about to be rescinded. 

After some debate, and Mr. Nicnouas having 
said he wished to make a motion which would 
more fully try this principle, Mr. Ors withdrew 
his motion, and the Committee rose and reported 
the bill without amendment—when 

Mr. Nicwoias moved that the bill be recommit- 
ted toaselect committee, with instruction toamend 
the laws relative to the Military Establishment, 
so as to take away the exemption thereby given to 
non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates, 
from arrest for any debt or contract, existing or 
entered into before their enlistment, above the sum 
of twenty dollars. 

Messrs. MARSHALL, Otis, RUTLEDGE, Smits, 
SHEPARD, and CHAMPLIN, Opposed the motion ; 
and Messrs. Varnom, Macon, Nicmoras, Jones, 
and Gauuatin, spoke in favor of it. The question 
was then taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 
43, nays 51 as follows: 

YVxas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, William C. ©. Claiborne, John Con- 
dit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Eggles- 
ton, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, 
Samuel Goode, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Jo- 
“seph Heister, Archibald Henderson, David Holmes, 


George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Michael 
Leib, Matthew Lyon, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel 


Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Ni- 
cholas, Abraham Nott, John Randolph, John Smilie 
Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Nars—Goorge Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace; John Brown, Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, 
John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, George Dent, Jo- 
seph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel 
Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, William Gor- 
don, Edwin Gray, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, 
Wiliam H. Hill, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, 
Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Tho- 
mas Pinckney, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rut- 
ledge, junior, Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William 
Shepard, Samuel Smith, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert 
Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

And then the question being taken that the said 
bill be engrossed, and read the third time, it passed 
in the negative—yeas 33, nays 53; and so the bill 
was rejected. 


Tuurspay, February 13. 
MILITARY INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


Mr. Lers called up for consideration the follow- 
ing resolution, which he laid on the table on the 
4th instant, viz: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to bring 
in a bill making provision for the removal of the regu- 
lar troops of the United States which may be stationed 
where an election is held, and that such removal shall 
take place at least two days previous to such election, 
and to a distance not less than two miles. 

_ Mr. Oris moved to amend the resolution by 
striking out the words in italic, in the second line, 
and inserting “ inquire into the expediency of.” 

A long debate ensued on this motion, in which 
it was conceded, on all sides, that the resolution was 
too definite, and left nothing in the power of the 
committee to act on, except merely bringing ina 
bill comformable to it. If excesses had been com- 
mitted by the military at elections, and they were 
guilty of improper interference, it seemed to be 
the wish of every member that some provision 
should be made to guard against them in future; 
but they were unwilling to say what that provi- 
sion should be until an inquiry were made into 
the facts stated. The removal of the troops to 
the distance mentioned, was also particularly ob- 
jected to, as it might leave fortifications, arsenals, 
and military stores, for two or three days, entirely 
unprotected. Ae 

Mr. Lers at length withdrew his original pro- 
position, and submitted the following, which was 
adopted without objection, viz: 

« Resolved, That a committee be appointed to pre- 
pare and report a pill, containing such legislative pro- 
visions as may be judged expedient, either for remov- 
ing any military force of the United States, from any 
place of holding elections, or for preventing their inter- 
ference in such elections.” hs 
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Mr. Masuatt, Mr. Lers and Mr. Otis, were 
appointed the committee. 


UNIFORM MILITIA. 


Mr. H. Len, from the select committee appoint- 
ed for that purpose, reported a bill more effectually 
to provide for the. national defence. by establish- 
ing an uniform militia throughout the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, 
and committed toa Committee of the whole House 
on Monday. 


CREDIT ON DUTY BONDS. 


Mr. Suita, from the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, to whom was recommitted “a 
bill to extend the time of payment of bonds given 
for duties of impost, in certain cases,” reported the 
same, with amendments. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
committed for to-morrow. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. Livineston laid the following joint resolu- 
tion on the table: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America, in Congress as- 
sembled, That the following article be proposed to the 
Legislatures of the several States, as an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, which, when ra- 
tified by three fourths of said Legislatures, shall be 
valid as a part of the said Constitution, viz: 

No Judge of any Court of the United States shall, 
during his continuance in office, or within six months 
after he may have resigned the same, be appointed to 
any other than a judiciary office, under the United 

tates, 


STRANGERS ON THE FLOOR. 


Mr. Dana said, he wished some other regulation 
to be made, relative to the exclusion of strangers 
from the floor of the House, within the bar, and to 
this effect proposed an order that the Doorkeeper 
be authorized to admit strangers, on their present- 
ing a card signed by one of the members, which 
card should mention the name of the bearer, and 
bear date on the day of admission ; no member to 
have liberty to give more than one card in one 
day. 

Mr. Macon did not approve of this regulation, 
nor was he a friend to the one lately adopted. He 
thought very little inconvenience was experienced 
before the recent regulation took place, and wished 
it to be rescinded. 

The motion was ordered to lie on the table. 


Fripay, February 14. 


Mr. Hanna presented a petition of a number of 
the inhabitants of the Northwest Territory, pray- 
ing a confirmation of their titles to certain lands 
purchased from John Cleves Symmes. Referred 
to the com mittee appointed on the subject of pub- 
lic lands. 

Mr. A. Fosrer called up for consideration the 
resolution which he laid on the table, for appoint- 
ing a committee to inquire whether any altera- 
tions ought to be made in the compensation al- 
lowed to the officers of the two Houses of Con- 


gress; which was agreed to, and three members. 
appointed. 

Mr. Situ, from the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, who were directed to inquire 
into the operation of the existing law suspending 
the intercourse with France, made a report, which 
was committed to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the bill further to suspend the commer- 
cial intercourse with France. 

[The committee state it to be their opinion, 
that the law had been faithfully executed by the 
officers of Government, but that the principles of it 
had been evaded by individuals acting from inte- 
rested motives, and contains a variety of informa- 
tion in a letter from the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry to the chairman of the committee, propound- 
ing several questions relative to the existing law, 
and suggesting strong measures to prevent frauds 
in future.] 

A Message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a copy of the laws 
enacted for the government of the Territory of 
the United States Northwest of the river Ohio. 

The Message and the papers accompanying it. 
were referred to the select committee to whom 
were referred the petition and remonstrances of 
sundry inhabitants of the Mississippi Territory. 


INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole: 
on the bill further to suspend the commercial in- 
tercourse between the United States and France, 
and the dependencies thereof. 

Mr. NichoLtas moved to amend the following 
part of the first section, to wit: “and if any ship 
or vessel owned, hired, or employed by any person 
or persons resident within the United States, shall 
directly or indirectly proceed to a French port,” 
&c., by striking out the words in italic, and in- 
serting “citizen or citizens of,” thereby giving 
neutrals resident within the United States, or else- 
where, the liberty of trading from the ports of the 
United States to those of France in neutral bot- 
toms. 

Mr. SewaLL conceived the amendment would 
render the bill intolerable to the citizens of the 
United States, who would view with a jealous. 
eye foreigners among them enjoying the benefits 
of a trade they were precluded from, and employ- 
ing our own vessels and sailors for that purpose. 

Mr. Smitu said, the original law, now in exist- 
ence, was intended to embrace two objects: first, 
the cutting off all provisions and supplies from 
the West India islands; second, and the main ob- 
ject, preventing our property from entering the 
ports of France and being seized and confiscated, 
an open rupture being at that time considered as 
unavoidable. And both these measures were also 
intended to coerce the French Government to an 
accommodation. But these objects had failed, 
and their policy, instead of benefiting, had injured, 
this country. He was, therefore, in favor of the 
amendment. y 

What, said Mr. S., will be the operation of this 
amendment? Gentlemen were mistaken when 
they supposed our own vessels or our own sailors 
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would be employed to carry on this trade. Neu- 
tral vessels could be employed. Ifa single Ame- 
rican sailor were found on the list of the role 
d'equipage, the whole property would be liable to 
condemnation, if taken by a French cruiser. And 
they were also mistaken if they supposed any pro- 
tection would be required from the American 
Government. What would: be its operation on 
our commerce? Are we not now restricted from 
carrying our property, and shall we not be re- 
stricted by the bill upon the table? And how, 
then, shall we suffer-by adopting the amend- 
ment? It had been said we might carry on an 
intermediate trade. It was true this had and 
might still be done, but the inconveniences and 
the risks were incalculable. 

And what, exclaimed Mr. S., would be its ope- 


ration on our agricultural interests? An imme- j 


diate advantageous sale for our produce would be 
offered, which now lies rotting in our warehouses. 
Double risks and double insurances would be sav- 
ed by purchasers coming into our market and giv- 
ing a fair price for our commodities. 

If ‘we were in actual war, said Mr. S., would it 
not be good policy to permit neutrals to purchase 
our produce, and thereby enable us to carry on 
that war; to support that navy which was raised 
for our protection; to enable the citizens to pay 
the additional burdens which our exigencies re- 
quire; and, finally, prevent the sinking of our 
revenue, as was the case the last year? It was 
this policy which enabled Great Britain to meet 
her extraordinary demands; it was this policy 
which we ought to pursue, and which he hoped 
‘the citizens of the United States would not be de- 
prived the benefit of. 

A long debate ensued on Mr. Nicuoias’s 
amendment, and the Committee rose, and obtain- 
ed leave to sit again, without taking the question 
upon it. 

Mr. Kirvrera said, he perceived a disposition to 
travel over the whole of the arguments which had 
been formerly used relative to the expediency of 
suspending the intercourse with France; and as 
some delay must ensue thereby, and as it was im- 
portant for the citizens of the United States to 
know whether the prohibition would be continu- 
ed, he would move the following resolution, to 
wit: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to report 
a bill to continue in force for one month the act, entitled 
« An act to suspend the commercial intercourse be- 
tween the United States and France, and the dependen- 
cies thereof.” 


Ordered to lie on the table. 


Monpay, February 17. 

The Spraxer read a letter from the Commis- 
sioners appointed to settle and adjust the claims 
of Canada and Nova Scotia Refugees, enclosing 
a statement of their proceedings under the act 
authorizing their appointment. , f 

The House went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill to extend the time of payment 
of bonds given for duties of impost, in certain 


cases, and reported their agreement to the same, 
It was ordered to be read a third time to-morrow. 

Mr. Dana called up for consideration the order 
which he proposed to be made relative to the ad- 
mission of strangers by a card given by a mem- 
ber, and, after some debate, it was negatived— 
yeas 30, nays 41. S 

Mr. D. Foster, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report on the petition of the Corporation 
of Rhode Island College, recommending an agree~ 
ment, on the part of the House, to a resolution 
heretofore reported on that subject, the purport of 
which is, that the accounting officers of the 
Treasury should liquidate and settle the claims 
for compensation for the use and occupation of 
the College edifice, and for injuries done to the 
same, by the troops of the United States. 

The report was read a first and second time, 
committed to a Committee of the whole House, 
and made the order of the day for Wednesday 
next, 

CASE OF JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


Mr. Rorence said, he had expected that some 
order would have been taken on the Message of 
the President, before this time, by the gentleman 
who called for it; butas he had been disappointed, 
he would now give notice to the honorable mem- 
ber from New York that he would call for some 
order upon the Message to-morrow. 

Mr. Livineston said, the gentleman had mo- 
mentarily anticipated him; he meant to have 
moved for a reference to a Committee of the 
whole House this morning, with an intention to 
introduce certain resolutions, and he would now 
make that motion. 

The question on commitment was put and car- 
ried—yeas 50, nays 43; and was made the order 
of the day for Friday. 

Mr. Bayar then laid the following resolution 
on the table, which was read and referred to the 
above Committee, viz: 


Resolved, That the conduct of the Executive Gov- 
ernment of the United States, in relation to the requi- 
sition made by His Britannic Majesty’s Minister, of 
the delivery up to justice of Thomas Nash, otherwise 
called Jonathan Robbins, upon the charge of murder, 
committed on board of the Hermione British frigate, 
which said Nash had sought an asylum within the 
United States, was conformable to the duty of the 
Government, and to the obligations of good faith stipu- 
lated in the 27th article of the Treaty of Amity, Com- 
merce, and Navigation, made with Great Britain. 


INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


The House again went into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill further to suspend the commer- 
cial intercourse between the United States and 
France; and, , 

Mr. Niıcnoras’s amendment being under con- 
sideration, Messrs. Oris, RuTLevee. and H. Les, 
spoke against it; and Messrs. Nıcnoras, Macon, 
and RANDOLPH, in favor of it. 

Mr. Kirrera then moved that the Committee 
rise, for the purpose of taking into consideration 
the resolution which he laid on the table on Fri- 


day, proposing to continue in force the existing 
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Jaw, which will expire on the second day of 
March next, till the second day of April next. 

This motion was negatived—yeas 37, nays 44— 
on the ground that the bill under consideration 
-would be likely to pass as soon as the one which 
the gentleman contemplated. 

Messrs. MARSHALL and Warn then spoke 
against it, and Messrs. Smitu, RANDOLPH, Ni- 
cHoLas, Jones, and Cray, in favor of it; when 
the question on the amendment was taken and 
negatived—yeas 42, nays 51. 

The Committee then rose, and obtained leave 
to sit again. 


Tuespay, February 18. 


An engrossed bill, entitled “An act to extend 
the time of payment of bonds given for duties of 
impost, in certain cases,” was read the third time 
and passed. 

Mr. Smiru reported a bill from the Committee 
of Commerce for the relief. of Thomas Arnold; 
which was twice read and committed to the 
whole House. 

Mr. MARSHALL, chairman of the committee 
appointed for that purpose, reported a “ bill for 
removing any military force of the United States 
from the places of holding elections ;” which was 
twice read and committed to the whole House. 

Mr. Harrison, chairman of the committee ap- 
pointed on the 24th December last to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what, alterations may 


be necessary in the laws relating to the sale of 


lands in the Territory Northwest of the Ohio, 
made a report, in part, of several resolutions; 
which were referred to the Committee of the 
‘whole House. 


CONNECTICUT WESTERN RESERVE. 


Mr. Brace, on account of a bill which passed 
the Senate last session, and which was sent down 
to the House just before the rising of Congress, 
avd therefore was not taken up, laid upon the 
‘table the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to take 
into consideration the expediency of accepting from 
the State of Connecticut a cession of jurisdiction, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, commonly called the West- 
ern Reserve of Connecticut, with instructions to report 
by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. C. Ciarporne made a report in part, from 
the committee appointed on the 18th ultimo to take 
into consideration the petitions of Cato West and 
others, inhabitants of the Mississippi Territory. 
The committee reported some resolutions, one of 
which was that the same regulations and privileges 
be extended to the inhabitants of that Territory 
as were to the Territory Northwest of the Ohio, 
under an ordinance for their government, &c., pro- 
portionate to their numbers, which at present are 
not accurately ascertained. 

This report was referred to a Committee of the 
whole House. 


INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole on the French Intercourse Bill. 


Mr. Waun moved an amendment to the bill, so 
that persons resident in Europe only, who owned, 
hired, or employed foreign vessels, should obtain a 
clearance to any port of the French Republic or its 
dependencies. His wish was to prevent its being 
done by persons resident in the West Indies or 
elsewhere, except in Europe. 


This motion caused some debate. Mr. HARPER 
at length superseded that motion by one to strike 
out part of the section, so as to prevent the inter- 
course being carried on by neutrals, in any manner 
whatever. This, he said, was truly consistent 
with the spirit of the act, which was to suspend 
the intercourse altogether. i 

Some debate ensued on this motion, which was 
at length negatived—48 to 41. 

Mr. RaxpoLpu moved to strike out of the third 
section the words “in bills of exchange, or in mo- 
ney, or bullion,” so that vessels which should be 
driven into a French port by distress of weather, 
or other casualty, might receive compensation for 
their cargo, produce, or merchandise. 


Mr. Cuampiiy opposed this motion. He said 
difficulties had occurred for want of this provision 
in the old law; it was now introduced to prevent 
any encouragement offering itself to the merchant 
who would wish to evade the law under the pre- 
tence of distress of weather; for if he could not 
take a cargo in return, it would not turn to his ad- 
vantage to enter a French port under this pretence. 

The motion was negatived. 


Mr. Ranvotra moved to strike out the whole 
of the sixth section, but afterwards so modified the 
section as that the President should not have pow- 
er to take off the restriction of the act partially, 
or, in regard to ports with which he might deem 
it expedient to open the communication. He had 
no objection for the power to exist in the President 
to renew the intercourse when events should war- 
rant it, but he wished it to be wholly done, or not 
at all. 

This was also negatived. 


Mr. GALLatin wished to know the meaning of 
the beginning of the seventh section which ts in 
these words: 

“That the whole island of Hispaniola shall, for the 


purpose of this act, be considered as a dependency of 
the French Republic.” 


He understood a part of it, which, by the treaty 
with Spain, was ceded to France, had not been 
evacuated by Spain. The Government and laws, 
as well as the people of that nation, were still there, 
and he supposed it was not the design of the House 
to cut off the communication with Spain. 


After some explanation by Mr. Smrru, Mr. 
NicHoLas moved to strike out the section. 

This motion caused some debate, and at length 
was carried—yeas 43 nays 40. , 

Mr. Krrrera moved to strike out the limitation 
section, but was not seconded. 

The Committee then rose and reported the 
amendments. 

It being a late hour, the House adjourned 
without taking up the amendments. 
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Wepnespay, February 19. 


Mr. D. Foster from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report on the petition of Moses Gill, Esq., 
praying for the payment of 8,400 dollars of Loan- 
office certificates, and interest thereon, issued by 
the State of Georgia, which had been rejected at 
the Treasury, as not constituting a claim against 
the United States. 

A report from the Secretary of the Treasury 
was submitted to the Committee of the House, 
with which it was their opinion that it would-be 


proper for the House to concur, and that it would. 


not be expedient for the United States to assume 
the payment of the said certificates. 

The report was committed toa Committee of 
the whole House. 

Mr. Harrison, chairman of the committee ap- 
pointed to consider whether any, and, if any, what, 
alterations may be necessary in the laws relative 
to the Northwestern Territory, made a report, pro- 
posing the following resolution to the House. 

“ Resolved, That all the salt springs and marshes in 
the Territory of the United States. Northwest of the 
river Ohio ought to be leased out for the term of not 
less than ——— years, nor more. than years.” 

The report was referred to a Committee of the 
whole House, ànd made the order for Thursday. 


INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


The House then took up the report of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill “further to sus- 
pend. the: commercial intercourse between the 
United States and France, and the dependencies 
thereof.” 

That part of the report going to strike out the 
seventh section, which considered the whole of the 
Colony of Hispaniola a dependency of the French 
Republic, was disagreed to, 48 to 42, so that the 
section remains. — 

The tenth section provides that if the President 
„should deem it proper to open the intercourse with 
any part of France, or its dependencies, so that 
the residence of a Consul at such place may be ne- 
cessary, then such Consul or Agent shall be al- 
lowed an annual salary not exceeding —— dol- 
lars,.and shall be prohibited from engaging in any 
kind of traffic. 

In Committee the blank was filled with $3,000. 

Mr. Galatin wished to know why a salary 
should be granted in the present instance, when 
none was allowed to other residents in a like sit- 
uation. ? 

Mr. Smıra answered, that the present was very 
different from other consulships; there it required 
only a common merchant to manage the business 
relating to shipping, sailors, &c., but in this, min- 
isterial powers, for negotiation, was contemplated. 
A person qualified for that purpose must be em- 
ployed; it could not be expected that any man 
would go to reside in a climate which endangered 
his life, without a compensation somewhat ade- 
quate to the profits he could make by engaging in 
commerce, which other consuls were permitted to 
do. In the present case, as had been experienced, 
this privilege would much injure the general 
commercial interest of the United States, because 


such resident would have the earliest opportunity 
to take advantage of the intercourse being opened. 

Mr. Rurtenes also made some explanatory ob- 
servations, and the motion adopted in Committee 
for filling the blank with $3,000 was agreed to. 

Mr. Harper renewed a motion which he made 
yesterday, but which was negatived, to prevent 
any neutrals carrying on trade from the United 
States to France, &c., at all. He contended this 
was the spirit of the former bill, and the idea of 
the friends of it at its passage, although it might 
have proved inefficient to its object. He called 
for the yeas and nays on it; which, after a long 
debate, were taken and decided in the negative— 
yeas 39, nays 56, as follows: 

Yzas—Bailey Bartlett, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, 
Christopher G. Champlin, William Cooper, William 
Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin 
Davenport, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel 
Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Edwin 
Gray, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archi- © 
bald Henderson, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, Harrison G. Otis, Robert 
Page, Thomas Pinckney, Leven Powell, John Reed, 
John Rutledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, 
George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, 
Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, John Bird, Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Sam- 
uel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, William 
Charles Cole Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. Da- 
vis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Jo- 
seph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert 
Gallatin, Samuel. Goode, Andrew Gregg, William B. 
Grove, John A. Hanna, Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heis- 
ter, William H. Hill, David Holmes, James Jones, Aaron 
Kitchell, Henry Lee, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, 
James Linn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, 
John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, Peter Muhlenberg, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, Abraham Nott, John 
Randolph, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs 
Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sum- 
ter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Chew Thomas, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Mr. Wary then introduced an amendment he 
yesterday proposed to the second section, which 
reads thus: “That, excepting for foreign ships or 
vessels owned, hired, or employed by persons per- 
manently residing in foreign countries, and with- 
out the limits of the United States, and command- 
ed and wholly navigated by foreigners, no clear- 
ance for a foreign voyage shall be granted to any 
ship or vessel, &c., without a bond being given 
that it shall not enter a French port.” 

A motion was made to strike out the words 
above printed in italic, and to insert, in lieu there- 
of, the word “Europe.” 

The question on this motion was taken by yeas 
and nays, and carried—yeas 50, nays 46, as follows: 

Yxas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, John Bird, Jon- 
athan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, 
William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, William Ed- 
mond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, 
Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
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Elizur Goodrich, William Gordon, Edwin Grey, Roger 
Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, 
Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, James H. Im- 
lay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Sam- 
uel Lyman, John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham 
Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Thomas Pinckney, 
Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., Samuel 
Sewall, William Shepard, Richard Dobbs Spaight, 
George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thom- 
as, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, 
and Henry Woods. 

Naxys—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, William Charles Cole Clai- 
borne, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggleston, Lu- 
cas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Samuel 
Goode, Andrew Gregg, William Barry Grove, John A. 
Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, James Jones, 
Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James 
Linn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter 
Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, John Ran- 
dolph, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, 
David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
John Thomson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 


Several other amendments, but of less import- 
ance, were likewise adopted, The bill was re- 
stricted in its continuance to the 3d of March, 
1801. It was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading to-morrow. 


Tuourspay, February 20. 
INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


The engrossed bill, entitled, “ An act further to 
suspend the commercial intercourse between the 
United States and France, and the dependencies 
thereof,” was read, and, on the question, “Shall 
this bill pass?” Mr. RaxpoLren called for the yeas 
and nays. 

A long debate ensued on the passage of the bill. 
Messrs. Macon, EacLeston, and Nico.as, spoke 
against its passage, and Messrs. MARSHALL and 
GALLATIN in its favor. 

The bill was passed—yeas 68, nays 28, as follows: 

YzEAs— Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, 
James A. Bayard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John 
Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William C. Cole 
Claiborne, John Condit, William Cooper, William 
Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin 
Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, George Dent, Joseph 
Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Fos- 
ter, Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, Henry Glen, 
Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, 
William Gordon, Edwin Gray, Roger Griswold, Wil- 
liam Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas 
Hartley, Joseph Heister, Archibald Henderson, William 
H. Hill, James H. Imlay, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, 
John. Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel 
Lyman, James Linn, John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, 
Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Thomas 
Pinckney, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, 
jun, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, John Smilie, 
Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stan- 
ford, Benjamin Taliaferro, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Richard Thomas, John Thompson, Peleg 


Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and 
Henry Woods. 

Nays—Theodorus Baily, Robert Brown, Samuel J, 
Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, John Dawson, 
Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, An- 
drew Gregg, John A. Hanna, David Holmes, George 
Jackson, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Edward Living- 
ston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, John Randolph, David Stone, 
Thomas Sumter, Abraham Trigg, John Trigg, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Wil- 
liams. 


TENNESSEE LANDS. 


Mr. Harrison, on account of an act lately pass- 
ed by the Legislature of Tennessee, respecting cer- 
tain land situated in that State, the title of which 
is disputed—whether belonging to the United 
States, or to that State—laid on the table a reso- 
lution for a committee to be appointed to make 
inquiry and report such facts as may come to their 
knowledge respecting the same, together with 
their agreement respecting the title thereof; and 
if found to be the property of the United States, 
to report as to the expediency of selling the same. 


CREDIT FOR DUTIES. 


Mr. Spaigar proposed the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and Man- 
ufactures be directed to inquire whether any, and what, 
further credit, may be given for duties on the articles of 
produce imported from the West Indies into the ports 
of the United States, and that they report by bill or 
otherwise.” 


The resolution was agreed to. 


CASE OF JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


Mr. Livinesron proposed the following reso- 
lutions: 


“ Resolved, That it appears to this House that a person, 
calling himself Jonathan Robbins, and claiming to be a 
citizen of the United States, impressed on board a Brit- 
ish ship-of-war, was committed for trial in one of the 
courts of the United States for the alleged crime of piracy 
and murder, committed on the high seas, on hoard the 
British frigate Hermione: That a requisition being, 
subsequent to such commitment, made by the British 
Minister to the Executive of the United States, for the 
delivery of the said person (under the name of Thomas 
Nash) as a fugitive, under the 27th article of the Treaty 
with Great Britain, the President of the United States 
did, by a letter written from the Department of State to 
the Judge who committed the said person for trial, offi- 
cially declare his opinion to the said Judge that he ‘ con- 
sidered an offence committed on board a public ship of 
war on the high seas to have been committed within 
the jurisdiction of the nation to whom the ship belongs ;’ 
and, in consequence of such opinion’ and instruction 
did advise and request the said Judge to deliver up the 
person so claimed to the agent of Great Britain, who 
should appear to receive him, provided only that the 
stipulated evidence of his criminality should be produc- 
ed. ‘hat in compliance with such advice and request 
of the President of the United States, the said person 
so committed for trial was, by the Judge of the district 
of South Carolina, without any presentment or trial by 
jury, or any investigation of his claim to be a citizen of 
the United States, delivered up to an officer of his Brit- 
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annic Majesty, and afterwards tried by a court martial, 
and executed on a charge of mutiny and murder. 

“ Resolved,: That, inasmuch as the Constitution of 
the United. States declares that. the Judiciary power 
shall extend to all questions arising under. the Consti- 
tution, laws, and treaties, of the United States, and to 
all cases. of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction: and, 
also, that the trial of all crimes (except in cases of im- 
peachment) shall be by jury ; and that such trial shall 
be held in the State where. such crime shall have been 
committed; but when not committed within any State, 
then at ‘such place or places as Congress may by law 
have directed; and inasmuch as it is directed by law 
that the offence of murder committed on the high seas 
shall be deemed to be piracy and murder, and that ‘all 
crimes committed on the high seas, or in any place out of 
the jurisdiction of any particular State, shall be tried in 
the district where the offender is apprehended, or into 
which he may be first-brought:’ therefore the several 
quéstions, whether the alleged crime of piracy and mur- 
det was committed within the exclusive jurisdiction of 
Great Britain; whether it comes within the purview 
of the said twenty-seventh article; and whether a per- 
son stating that he was an American citizen, and had 
committed the act of which he was accused in attempt- 
ing to regain his liberty from illegal imprisonment, 
ought to be delivered up, without any investigation of 
his claims to citizenship, or inquiry into the facts al- 
leged in his defence, are all matters exclusively of ju- 
dicial inquiry, as arising from treaties, laws, Consti- 
tutional provisions, and cases of admiralty and mari- 
time jurisdiction. 

« Resolved, That the decision of those questions by 
the President of the United States, against the juris- 
diction of the courts of the United States, in a case where 
those courts had already assumed and exercised juris- 
diction: and his advice and request to the Judge of the 
District Court that the’person thus charged should be 
delivered up, provided only such evidence of his crimi- 
niality should be produced as would justify his appre- 
hension and ‘commitment for trial, are a dangerous in- 
terference of the Executive with Judicial decisions ; 
and that the compliance with such advice and request 
on the part of the Judge of the District Court of South 
Carolina, is a sacrifice of the Constitutional independ- 
ence of the Judicial power, and exposes the adminis- 
tration thereof to suspicion and reproach.” 

The question of reference to the Committee of 
the Whole was taken and carried—yeas 55. 

The House then adjourned. 


Fripay, February 21. 


Mr. Van CortLannr presented a petition of a 
number of natives of Great Britain, residing at 
Mount Pleasant, State of New York, praying 
some modification of the last naturalization act. 
It was moved, first, that it be referred to a select 
committee; which was carried, and three members 
appointed. It was further moved that the com- 
mittee have leave to report by bill or otherwise ; 
which was negatived. 

UNIFORM BANKRUPTCY. 

The bili for establishing an uniform system of 

bankruptcy throughout the United States was 


read a third time. ey 
Mr. Brssor, after mentioning some amend- 


ments which were still necessary to the bill, 
moved its recommitment to the Committee of 
the whole House for that purpose; which was 
negatived, as was also a motion by Mr. Davis, for 
the postponement of taking the question until 
Monday. 

The question was then taken and decided in 
the affirmative, the House being equally divided— 
yeas 48, nays 48—the SPEAKER declaring himself 
with the yeas. 


Yzas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, 
Samuel W.: Dana, Franklin Davenport,George Dent, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, Archibald Hender- 
son, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry 
Lee, Silas Lee, Edward Livingston, John Marshall, 
Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, 
Thomas Pinckney, Leven Powell, John Reed, John 
Rutledge, jun., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William 
Shepard, Samuel Smith, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert 
Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. : 

Nays—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, 
John Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, 
Dwight Foster, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Samuel 
Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, William Barry 
Grove, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, William H. 
Hill, David Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, 
‘Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Samuel Lyman, Mat- 
thew Lyon, James Linn, N: athaniel Macon, Peter 
Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Robert 
Page, John Randolph, John Smilie, Richard D. Spaight, 
Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Ben- 
jamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John 
Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and 
Robert Williams. 


BOUNTY LANDS. 


Mr. Davis, from the select committee to whom 
was referred the petition of John Mountjoy, made 
a report that it appeared the petitioner was enti- 
tled to bounty lands for services in the Army, 
and owing to some accident he had never ob- 
tained it. The committee therefore reported the 
following resolution: 

« Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to issue to John Mountjoy, late Captain in the service 
of the United States, the land warrant No. 2495 for 
three hundred acres of bounty land.” 

A motion was made that the House agree to 
the resolution, but on Mr. D. Foster wishing a 
general system to be adopted, in order to take up 
a number of cases of the same nature, and, as he 
now before the Senate, 


observed, the subject was 1 
to a Committee of the 


the report was referred 
whole House. 


ISAAC ZANE. 
Mr. Harper, from the committee to whom was 


referred the petition of Isaac Zane, praying a fee 
simple for certain lands on which he had settled, 
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and which was granted to him by the Wyandot 
nation of Indians, prior to a treaty by which those 
lands became the property of the United States, re- 
ported a resolution for a committee to be appointed 
to bring in a bill to convey the same accordingly. 

The report was referred to the Committee of 


the Whole. 


DUTIES ON STILLS. 


Mr. Harper also made a report from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means on the petition of Da- 
vid Wiley, and others, praying exemption from 
their part of the duty on stills, on account of an 
accidental want of water, so as to prevent them 
The Committee were 
of opinion that these accidents may frequently 
occur, and that it was not proper for the revenue 
to sustain loss thereby, and therefore reported that 
the prayer of the aforesaid petitioners ought not 
to be granted, and that they have leave to with- 


making use of their stills. 


draw the same. 


The House took up the report for a second 


reading, and agreed thereto. 


ESTIMATES FOR THE YEAR 1800. 


Mr. Harper also made a report from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of the estimate of 
moneys necessary for the service of the present 
year. The following is a summary of the state- 


ment: 


The amount of necessary supply for 
the present year, agreeably to the 
estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury - - =- = 

From this is to be deducted one mil- 
lion, on account of the suspension 
of further enlistments in the Army 

Add to this a suspension of building of 
the six seventy-four gun ships for 
the present year, which the commit- 
tee conceived it expedient to do— 
the present year’s estimate for that 
item was - - - - - 


Loans, a sum to be provided for in the 
present year of - - - - 


To meet this expenditure, the receipts 
of the present year were estimated at 


Deduct this revenue from the aforesaid 
expenditure, would leave a sum to be 
provided for, above the revenue of 
the present year, of . -= -= 


There remained in the Treasury, of the 
: last year’s appropriation - - 
But; as part of this would be wanted 
* for contracts yet remaining due, not 
“more than one million would be left 

on hand towards this year’s expen- 

diture, which, deducted, - - 


‘Would leave abalance to be procured, 
over and above the revenue, of - 


- $15,393,034 11 


The committee reported that they have turned 
their attention to the object of revenue, but had 
not yet decided as to their report, and therefore 
they thought proper to submit a resolution to the 
House to authorize the President to procure, by 
loan, for the services of the present year, the sum 
of $3,500,000, at such rates ‘as he may find most 
for the interest of the United States. 

The report was ordered to be printed and re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House. 


EULOGIUM ON THE CHARACTER OF 
WASHINGTON. 


A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that the Senate had this day 
come to the following resolutton, viz: 

“ Resolved, That the Senate will to-morrow, at half 
past 12 o’clock, meet in the Senate Chamber, and from 
thence walk in procession to the church in Race street, 
to hear the eulogium to be pronounced on the charac- 
ter of General Washington.” , ; 


Ordered to lie on the table. o 

The Spzaxer said he was requested, by a mem- 
ber of the Catholic church, to inform the House 
tbat-seats were provided for the accommodation 
of such members as would please to attend to hear 
the delivery of the oration to-morrow. 

Mr. Rutiepes said, before the receipt of the 
message from the Senate, he had intended to 
move that when the House adjourn they do ad- 
journ till Monday ; but the Senate having inform- 
ed the House that they intended tc walk in proces- 
sion, he conceived this House ought to come to a 
similar resolution, and moved the following: 

“ Resolved, That the House of Representatives will 
meet to-morrow, at half past 12 o’clock at their Cham- 
ber, and from thence walk in procession to the church 
in Race street, to hear the eulogium there to be pro- 
nounced on the character of General Washington.” 


It was objeeted to this resolution, that it had 
not been contemplated this House would walk in 
procession, no arrangement having been made for 
that purpose; and that as it might be the wish of 
several members to attend the oration at the Ca- 
tholic church in preference to the one in Race 
street, it ought to be left to their own option. 

The question on the resolution was put and ne- 
gatived—yeas 40, nays 43. 


SUNDRY BILLS. 


The House took up the report of the Commit- 
tee of Commerce and Manufactures, on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill providing for sal- 
vage in case of recapture, and concurred therein. 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that the Senate had passed the 
bill, entitled “ An act, in addition to the act, en- 
titled ‘An act for regulating the grants of lands 
for military services, and for the Society of the 
United Brethren for propagating the Gospel 
| among the Heathen,” with sundry amendments. 

The bill and amendments were read and refer- 
red to the select committee who reported it. 

Mr. Harper, from the committee appointed for 
that purpose, having obtained leave, reported a 
bill to extend the privilege of obtaining patents 
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for. useful discoveries and inventions, to certain 
persons therein mentioned, and to enlarge and de- 
fine the privileges of patentees ; -which was read 
and referred to a Committee of the Whole House. 

The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill to allow a drawback of duties on goods 
exported to New Orleans, and therein to amend 
the act, entitled “ An act to regulate the collection 
of duties on imports and tonnage,” when the bill 
was agreed to without.amendment, and ordered 
to-be read a third time on Monday next. i 


Monpbay, February 24, 

An engrossed bill, entitled “An act to allow 
drawhacks of duty on goods exported to New Or- 
leans, and therein to'amend the act for the collec- 
tion: of duties on imposts and tonnage,” was read 
the-third time and passed. 

“Mr.Tuatcuer, from: the Post Road Commit- 
tee, reported a bill “to alter and establish sundry 
post roads ;” which was twice read, and commit- 
ted to the whole House, and made the order for 
Thursday.. ~ 

Mr. Dana reported a bill to provide for the ex- 
ecution of the 27th article of the Treaty of Ami- 
ty, Commerce, and Navigation, made with Great 
Britain; which was twice read, and referred to a 
Committee of the whole House for to-morrow. 

Mr. Harper, Chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, to whom were referred the 
amendments proposed by the Senate to the bill 
“ providing for the enumeration of the inhabitants 
of the United States,” reported their concurrence 
with the amendments proposed. 

The House took up the amendments, and agreed 
to all, but one. The title was altered to that of 
“ An act providing for the second census, or the 
enumeration of the inhabitants of the United 
States.” 


WESTERN LANDS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report made the 18th instant, 
by the committee appointed to inquire whether 
any, and, if any, what, alterations are necessary 
in the laws providing for the sale of the lands of 
the United States Northwest of the Ohio; and, 
after some time spent therein, the Committee rose 
and reported several resolutions thereupon ; which 
were severally twice read, and agreed to by the 
House, as follows: 3 

Resolved, That all the townships directed to be 
sold, either in quarter townships or in tracts of 
one mile square, by the act “providing for the 
sale of the lands of the United States, in the Ter- 
ritory Northwest of the river Ohio, and above the 
mouth of Kentucky river,” shall be subdivided into 
half sections, containing, as nearly as may be, 
three hundred and twenty acres each: the addi- 
tional expense of surveying to be paid by the pur- 
chaser, at the rate of three dollars per tract. 

Resolved, That all the said lands shall be offer- 
ed for sale at public sale, in tracts of three hun- 
pred and twenty acres as above directed: Provid- 
ed, That the same shall not be sold under the 


price of two dollars per acre, and that the sale 
shall be at the following places, to wit: 

~ AH the lands contained in the seven first ranges 
of townships, and north. of the same, shall be of- 
fered for-sale at Pittsburg. 

All the lands contained in the eight next ranges 
of townships, shall be offered for sale at Marietta. 

All the lands lying west of the fifteen first ranges 
of townships, and east of the Sciota river, shall be 
offered for sale at Chilicothe. - 

All the lands lying below the Great Miami 
shall be offered for sale at Cincinnati. . 

Resolved, That one or more land offices ‘shall 
be opened in the Northwestern Territory, and that 
every person be permitted to locate and purchase 
at the rate of two dollars per acre, one or more 
of the half sections that shall not have been sold 
at public sale. 

Resolved, That the payments for lands purchas- 
ed either at public or private sale, may be made. 
as heretofore in public securities, and shall be 
made in the following manner, and under the fol- 
lowing conditions, viz: 

lst. At the time of purchase, every purchaser 
shall deposite one-twentieth part of the amount of 
purchase money; to be forfeited, if, within three 
months, one-fourth of the purchase-money, in- 
cluding the said twentieth part, is not paid. 

2d. One-fourth of the purchase-money to be 
paid as aforesaid, within three months, and the 
other three-fourths in three equal payments, with- 


‘in two, three, and four years, respectively, after 


the date of the purchase. 

3d. No interest to be charged in case of punc- 
tual payment; but interest at the rate of six per 
cent. a year, to be charged from the date of pur- 
chase, on any part of the purchase-money which 
shall not have been paid at the times, respectively, 
when the sameshail have become due. 

4th. A discount at the rate of eight per cent. a 
year, to be allowed on any of the three last pay- 
ments, which shall be paid before the same shall 
have become due. 

5th. If any tract shall not be completely paid 
for within one year after the date of the last pay- 
ment, the tract to be sold in such manner as shall 
beprovided by law; and after paying the balance due 
to the United States, including interest, the surplus, 
if any. to be returned to the original purchaser. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolutions; and that Mr. HARRI- 
son, Mr. Brace, Mr. Gorpon, Mr. Davis, Mr. 
Lyman, and Mr, GALLATIN, do prepare and bring 
in the same. 


SALT SPRINGS AND LICKS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the report made the 19th instant, 
by the committee appointed to inquire whether 
any, and, if any, what, alterations are necessary 
in the laws providing for the sale of the lands of 
the United States Northwest of the Ohio; and, 
after spending some time therein, the committee 
rose and reported a resolution thereupon ; which 
was twice read, and agreed to by the House, as 


follows: 
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Resolved, That all the salt springs and licks, the 
property of the United States, in the Territory 
Northwest of the Ohio, ought to be leased for a 
term not less than —— nor more than —— years. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolution, and that Mr. HARRI- 
son, Mr. Brace, Mr. Gorpon, Mr. Davis, Mr. 
Lyman, and Mr. GaLLaTIN, do prepare and bring 
in the same. 


CASE OF MOSES WHITE. 


The report of the Committee of Claims on the 
petition of Moses White, praying liquidation of 
his claim as aid-de-camp, in the Revolutionary 
Army, to General Hazen, wasread. The com- 
mittee reported a resolution to direct the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to pay the 
claim. 

Objection was made to the claim, because the 
commanding officer was only a Brigadier General 
pro tem., and not in full commission, and that, 
even if the claim had been just, the statute of lim- 
itation had barred it; that there were a number 
of cases not only equal but superior in claim to 
the present, which had been opposed on the 
ground of the statute, and, therefore, this could be 
no claim under the present law and usage, since 
no law allowed any supernumerary aid; and if 
supernumerary aids were appointed, they never 
had extra pay. 

On the other hand, it was contended that the 
claim was just; that application was made long 
since for a settlement of this claim; that others 
had been allowed their pay under similar cireum- 
stances; that the only objection made at the 
Treasury was that the commander held the office 
by brevet, and not by commission ; but it was es- 
sentially the same. If the claim was ever just, 
and the services actually performed, it ought to 
be granted; that there was no danger of estab- 
lishing a precedent in this case, because there was 
no claim precisely of a similar nature. 

The Committee of the Whole disagreed to the 
resolution, 37 to 48 ; which disagreement was re- 
ported to the House, was taken up therein, and 
agreed to—48 to 33. 


THE FISHERIES, 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill to continue in force an act 
concerning certain fisheries of the United States, 
and for the regulation and government of the 
fishermen employed therein, and for other pur- 
poses therein mentioned. 

In the Committee of the Whole, it was agreed 
to fill the blank of years with ten. The Commit- 
tee rose, and reported the amendment. 

Mr. Gatiatin thought it would be proper for 
Congress to examine into this subject before they 
proceeded too far, to know whether it was an ob- 
ject worthy of notice or not; and, further, to 
bring it into some proportion to the tax on salt, 
the additional duty on which was prescribed to 
about two years from this time. 

Mr. SewaLL thought that there was a necessity 
of giving this time to the law, in order to remove 
the discouragements under which fishermen had 


labored, and which alone could encourage the 
trade to be carried on to any extent, because this 
law was meant to operate asa bounty ; but he did 
not think the amount now paid as a bounty was 
equal to the single duty on salt. 

Several gentlemen spoke on this subject. At 
length the amendment was carried, 40 to 26, and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


Turspay, February 25. 
Mr. GALLATIN proposed the two following reso- 
lutions, which were agreed to by the House: 


Resolved, That the committee appointed to prepare 
and report a bill to amend an “ Act providing for the 
sale of the lands of the United States Northwest of the 
river Ohio, and above the mouth of Kentucky river,” 
be instructed to prepare and report a bill appropriating 
a tract of land suficient to satisfy the claims of the No- 
va Scotia and Canada refugees, and designating the 
mode in which their respective bounties in land shall 
be located. 

“ Resolved, That the Clerk of this House, with the 
approbation of the Speaker be authorized to employ 
such farther assistance as may be necessary in his office 
during the present session, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent funds of this House.” 


THE FISHERIES. 


An engrossed bill, entitled “ An act to continue 
in force an act concerning certain fisheries of the 
United States, and for the regulation and govern- 
ment of the fishermen employed therein, and for 
other purposes therein mentioned,” was read the 
third time, and on the question, “Shall this bill 

ass ?” 

p Mr. Macon observed that he could see no rea- 
son why this article of provision should be entitled 
to a bounty in preference to beef, pork, and fish, 
which required salt in their curing, as well as 
codfish. {t was, in fact, taxing all other species 
of labor in order to give a bounty to this particu- 
lar one. 

Mr. Smiru said that, at the first passage of this 
bill, it was considered as a drawback on the salt 
used, and, in that view, the same benefit was ex- 
tended to all other salted articles of export. In 
the salting of beef, pork, mackerel, or herrings, a 
certain quantity of salt was estimated to be used 
in each barrel, but it was not so with codfish, and, 
therefore, a certain sum was supposed to be equal 
to the drawback. This sum very possibly opera- 
ted as a bounty ;' but even if it did so, and was 
brought forward with that ostensible design, Mr. 
S. considered it very proper; for how, he asked, 
could a navy be supported if there was not some 
nursery wherein to increase the number of our 
seamen ? 

The bill was then passed—yeas 51. 


LANDS FOR MILITARY SERVICES. 


Mr. Harrison from the committee to whom 
were referred several amendments proposed by the 
Senate to the bill for regulating the grants of lands 
for military services, &c., reported their agreement 
with some of the said amendments and their dis- 
agreement with others. 
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the Chair whether it would be in order to admit 
any fresh evidence to support the. resolutions, 
when all the documents which had been asked for, 
and which had come to the knowledge of the Ex- 
ecutive, had been submitted to the House. 

Mr. GaLLaTin, on the question of order, con- 
tended for the admission : this document, he said, 
was referred to as authentic, in his letter. He 
says, “ That, by the proceedings before that Judge, 
í (Bee,) as they have been published, it appears that 
‘a seaman named Thomas Nash did assume the 
‘ nameof Jonathan Robbins,and make oath that'he 
‘was a native of the State of Connecticut,” &c. 
Certainly it cannot be deemed improper to refer 
to the identical document there mentioned. If it 
was proper for the Secretary of State to make the 
allusion, the House could take it up under the 
same idea. He did not think it was introduced 
as evidence before the Committee. 

Mr. Dawa said he was very sorry the gentleman 
had been interrupted ; he could not think of admit- 
ting it as evidence, but the gentleman might read 
itas part of his speech, which perhaps might other- 
wise have a chasm in it. 

Mr. Bayar» was fully of opinion, with the mover 
of these resolutions, that it was a very serious busi- 
ness; he believed there was a very serious object 
inview. He believed the affidavit was introduced 
as evidence, else why should the gentleman have 
taken this in connexion after he had been stating 
the facts contained in the Message ? 

It was further said that this deposition was re- 
ferred to by the Secretary. Surely then it was 
introduced as evidence upon that authority; but 
how had the gentleman been assured that this was 
the same deposition, an extract of which was taken 
by the Secretary? Did it follow, that because 
the Secretary referred to a printed paper, that this 
was the authentic one? He presumed no gentle- 
man would vouch for the veracity of this paper. 
The Secretary had only extracted from the docu- 
ment such parts as he deemed necessary for the 
information of the House, supposing this was the 
case meant. 

Mr. NicHoLas was surprised that the gentle- 
man should oppose the reading of what he sup- 
posed the Secretary had authenticated copies of in 
his office. The Secretary had certainly referred 
to an authenticated affidavit which was published, 
and it was presumable this was the one. The re- 
sult of this declaration must be, if the gentleman 
thinks the House is imposed upon by a reference 
to a false paper, that the Committee must rise, and 
the House ask for the authentic copies which may 
aid their decision. 

But Mr. N. thought the information was sufi- 
ciently authentic ; the House had asked the papers 
of the President; some papers were sent, and, in- 
stead of sending this original paper, he had re- 
ferred to the printed report. This had never been 
contradicted, and had every appearance of authen- 
ticity. He really hoped that the objection would 
not be insisted on, and the discussion be arrested 
in this stage. 

Mr. Rutiepee hoped the paper might be read, 
but not for the purpose for which it was introduced ; 


The House took up the report and agreed to.it. 
The Senate afterwards asked a conference there- 
upon, which was agreed to, and three members 
appointed on the part of the House. 


GILBERT DENCH. 


Mr. Ors presented the petition of Gilbert Dench, 
raying pay for certain contracts which he had 
ulfilled during the war. A motion was made to 

refer it to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. D. Foster wished to know why it was to 
be referred to that committee... This petition had 
several times been referred to that committee and 
reported against. Why the committee should so 
repeatedly. be harassed he could not tell. 

Mr. Oris said he had no hidden motive in mak- 
ing his motion ; it was impossible for him to know 
the particulars of the claim; however, he had been 
informed that some new facts would come before 
the committee if it was submitted to them. 

P The petition was: not: referred, 26 only voting 
or it. 


CASE OF JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


“The House having resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Message of the Presi- 
dent respecting Jonathan Robbins, a short debate 
took place whether the Committee should take up 
the business of the resolution first proposed by Mr. 
Bayarp, or those subsequently offered by Mr. Liv- 
inaston. Mr. Bayarp seemed inclined to with- 
draw his motion, but the Committee seeming of 
opinion that both resolutions were within their 
jurisdiction, and that they might proceed on either, 
the question was taken whether the Committee 
would proceed on the resolutions of Mr. Livines- 
ToN, and carried in the affirmative. Messrs. Bay- 
ARD, RUTLEDGE, Oris, &c., voting in favor of the 
question, and Messrs. Livinesron, NICHOLAS, &c., 
against it. 

Mr. Livineston then entered upon an argument 
in support of the resolutions which he had some 
days before submitted to the House, and which 
now were taken up. Soon after he began the dis- 
cussion, he was proceeding to read a deposition of 
Jonathan Robbins, and certificates accompanying 
the same, to prove himself citizen of the United 
States, in which the deponent swore, before the 
court of South Carolina, that he was born at Dan- 
bury in the State of Connecticut, and that he was 
impressed from on board the American brig Bet- 
sey, by the crew of the British frigate, about two 
years before, where he was detained contrary to 
his will until the mutiny occurred. i 

Mr. Bayar opposed the reference to a fact so 
incompetently authenticated as the report of a 
case upon newspaper testimony, especially when, 
if it had been the desire of the gentleman to have 
introduced it as evidence, it was extremely easy 
to have procured the record of the court before he 
proceeded on hisallegations. If such evidence as 
this was to be admitted, other and perhaps more 
important evidence might next be introduced to 
impose on the Committee. Besides, it certainly 
must be looked upon as ex parte evidence, which 
it was impossible to repel. Mr. B. submitted to 
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he wished it to be read as part of the gentleman’s 
speech, but he did not think this was the proper 
time. He did not think the gentleman had come 
to that chasm in his speech which was supposed 
by the gentleman from Connecticut. The gen- 
tleman had produced facts and stated evidence, 
among which he was proceeding to introduce this 
paper. Mr. R. said he was willing to procure all 
the information, and that other gentlemen should 
also be possessed of it; on which account, when 
the subject was first mentioned, he moved its re- 
ference to a select committee. In that case, all 
the facts and every necessary light would have 
been procured; butit was referred toa Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. Szpewick thought, as this was merely a 
question of order, and as the acts and deliberations 
of the Committee of the Whole were prescribed, 
it could only have been proper to have made it an 
act of the House. The Committee of the Whole, 
he said, were limited to the documents referred to 
it by the House; and if they found them insuffi- 
cient, it was their duty to rise and go to the House 
for more. 

If it was the intention of the gentleman to read 
this as evidence, (which we must suppose was in- 
tended,) and it was not evidence, it might shed 
darkness, but it could not illuminate. He was 
surprised that gentlemen who were sitting there 
in their inquisitorial capacity should bring forward 
charges of a serious nature against two officers of 
high confidence, and deservedly so, in the public 
opinion, upon evidence which cannot be deemed 
authority, when, for merely asking, they could re- 
ceive that which was authentic. Mr. S. said he 
was not afraid of the reading of any papers what- 
ever, on any subject, because he must profess a de- 
sire to come at the whole truth; if there be a man, 
who possesses the publie confidence wnworthily, 
strip him of that confidence, and his power too, 
but do it not, sir, on a bare newspaper publication. 

Mr. S. said that his reasons for opposing the 
reading was not because the paper was deficient 
of that formality which courts of justice required; 
he should therefore waive formalities, except the 
evidence should appear evidently false. But the 
deposition itself he believed to be perfectly irrele- 
vant to the object of inquiry. It was not, in his 
Opinion, material whether this man claimed to be 
an American citizen or not, nor was it material 
whether the paper in question was inthe office or 
not. He thought the only inquiry to be whether 
the President had interfered with the Judicial au- 
thority, or not; and whether the Judge had been 
guilty of a breach of nis duty in obeying the orders 
given him by the Executive of the United States, 
There was, to be sure, allusions made to a printed 
trial, but it was by the Secretary of State, and not 
by the President. He had said no such thing, and 
therefore he was not culpable. The only thing, 
he believed, which the President considered, was, 
what must appear a very clear and well-ascertamn- 
ed fact, to wit: that a ship or vessel of any Power 
was to be considered as within the jurisdiction of 

that Power to whom it belongs, and not whether 
the man was an American citizen or not. 


Mr. Livinesron said he did wish to read this 
paper as part of his speech; and he believed it a 
very material part, because it was a justification 
of a point which he wished to establish; he wish- 
ed to show the Committee that Jonathan Robbins 
claimed to be an American citizen, and that he 
said he wasimpressed. This heswore to in court; 
and that he did so, he hoped would be admitted. 
He said he only introduced it with this view. 
Surely he could not be so far mistaken in his law 
knowledge as to be thought to have said that the 
culprit could be evidence in his own behalf. If he 
did say he was a citizen, then the matter, upon 
examination, must appear more serious than gen- 
tlemen would be willing to think. 

Did the Speaker think it was his desire, Mr. L. 
asked, to criminate the man who stood so deserv- 
edly high in the public estimation? Surely the 
mere reading of this paper could not contribute to 
that crimination, since it was, with the other pa- 
pers, furnished to the House as documents which 
were asked for by the House. The House receiv 
ed these papers (these among others, for to this 
the Secretary referred the House) to assist them 
in forming their judgment. If “newspaper evi- 
dence” was given to the House, (if authenticated 
affidavits,) who then was to blame? The House 
asked for all papers relative to the subject; the 
President furnished these, and therefore if any 
blame attached, it must be to him. 

It was said that this paper was in the office of 
the Secretary of State; that this was not an act 
of the President; that this was a report of the 
Secretary of State, and that he only was answer- 
able for it. Sir, said Mr. L., when the President 
says that he, in conformity to the request of the 
House, had ordered the Secretary to bring him 
the papers, and that he submits them to the House 
for their consideration, does he not take the act 
off the Secretary and appropriate it to himself? 
Certainly he does. 

The conduct of gentlemen must appear a little 
strange when it is considered that a part of these 
papers-—such as certain affidavits from Connecticut 
that Robbins was not born there, and a letter from 
the British Admiral in the West Indies, stating 
that he was an Irishman, and entered into the ser- 
vice—l say it is unaccountable that gentlemen are 
willing to admit this part of the report, which was 
never required by the House, and refuse another 
part which was, and of which it was the duty of 
the House to be informed, if information could be 
had. Information is sent, but it must not be ad- 
mitted! Sir, this is to be considered as an act of 
the President; it is to be considered that this affi- 
davit is quoted, and ought to be wholly read, since 
it is the part upon which we are to proceed to the 
investigation. 

Mr. Bayard had no doubt but it was the gen- 
tleman’s intention to impress the force of the facts 
contained in that paper upon the minds of that 
Committee; and to suppose it would have no im- 
pression would be absurd. It would afterwards 
be said that this man was admitted to be an im- 
pressed American citizen, and that he was praise- 
worthy in committing what would then be called 
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the homicide.’ The ‘decision of the Committee 


would be much ‘affected, he. said; by the kindof | tleman made of this 


evidence which was adduced. . If this was admit- 
ted, it would be impossible to ascertain the extent 
of the ‘principle. Other depositions may be pro- 
duced—indeed, he had no doubt but the=gentle- 
man could get proof to any point-which-he might 
think it material to ascertain: In saying this, he 
did not mean to insinuate that any improper steps 
would be taken by that:gentleman, but there were 
volunteers enough to be'found who would step for- 
ward in order to answer a patty purpose, and make 
oath of anything. : aes 
But the gentleman had now acknowledged that 
his reference to that paper was a work of super- 
erogation; he: now ‘said that he only wanted to 
prove thatthe man claimed to be an impressed 
. American citizen. This is admitted in the letter 
of the Secretary of State. ‘Sir, said Mr. B., you 
“are about to inculpate the conduct of the. Presi- 
dent, and of the District Judge of South Carolina: 
and, to do this, will you doit on the affidavit ofa 
man. at-the hazard of his life; a man who could 
commit murder and piracy, for which he was then 
going to be-executed? It was the last resource of 
the wretch ‘himself. © icsi : : 
Mr. B. had no:doubt but: the gentleman would 
have brought tiot paper as evidence; and the 
evidence, though derived: from the vilest possible 
source, he would certainly have turned to serve his 
point. With this idea, and for the sake of consis-, 
tency, (for the rules of the House would admit, in 
any other part of the examination, what was now 
admitted,) and viewing the principle as injurious, 
hehad thought it his duty to put a stop to it in time. 
Mr. Livingston supposed. he should increase 
the astonishment: of gentlemen still more when 
he declared that he did not believe a word of the 
affidavit; but he believed Nash was an Irishman 
and that he entered on board and committed all 
the crimes charged to him. It was clear that this 
affidavit could not be evidence. In admitting this, 
he believed he did not surrender one point of the 
resolutions ; he should prove that all which he 
wished to ascertain was that such claim was made 
to the court. ; ` 
Mr. Garuarin did not consider the question to 
be whether this should be considered as evidence, 
but whether the gentleman might be permitted to 
read the paper—whether as part of his speech or 
whatsoever else. It was certainly no legal evi- 
dence; and, therefore, if a trial was holding, or if 
the ground was an impeachment, refusal would be 
proper; but upon what ground the gentleman was 
interrupted at this time was inconceivable, ex- 
cept it was to throw all possible impediments in 
the way of the investigation. The letter from the 
British Admiral to the British Consul was not 
legal evidence; but yet that was inserted in the 
report of the Executive ; that was sent, no doubt, 
to disprove some fact which was related: What 
was that fact? Why, that this'man laid claim to 
citizenship. Surely, while the gentleman was 
stating the facts contained in his resolutions, he 
had a right to elucidate those facts by reading a 
paper so intimately connected therewith. 


6th Con.—18 


Mr. G. said he did not know what use thë gen- 
paper, but it is certainly pro- 
per-to-hear what he intended by the reference, be- 
fore-he ought to have been. stopped. There cer- 
tainly could be no doubt, Mr. G. thought, that the 
Secretary of State knew. this affidavit to be au- 
thoritative, by the. reference made to it. If this 
paper could not be read, for himself he should 
wish to procure further information before he 
should think proper to-proceed. 

Mr. Bayard asked where could be the necessi- 
ty of proving a fact which every member of the 
House was willing to admit. All acknowledged 
that Nash claimed to be an American citizen ; 
but perhaps the wish of the gentleman was tohave 
additional light on this subject,on which account 
he introduced the deposition. But, Mr. B. said, he 
was willing only to proceed upon what the House 
knew from the documents before them, and. not 
take a:step on precarious ground. It must be well 
known what the gentleman wanted to get this ad- 
mission for; he no doubt wished to prove that, 
upon his own mere suggestion, he was. an Ame- 
rican citizen, and thathe was. impressed—he was 
entitled to'a trial by jury in this country, and on 
that account the act of sending him away was. un- 
constitutional. This would lead to an extensive 
field of argument. If there-was any necessity for 
more evidence, or to call witnesses to the bar of 
the House, let proper measures be taken to pro- 
cure them, but let them not come forward in any 
other way. 

Mr. Dana read the resolution first offered to the 
House for a call for papers relative to Jonathan 
Robbins ; this was answered, he said, by the Sec- 
retary of State, that no requisition or proceedings 
had been had in that name; but he presumed al- 
lusion was made to the case of Thomas Nash, 
concerning whom proceedings were had in the 
district court of South Carolina; in that way,and 
that only, the Secretary made reference to the 
printed report. In this blundering way, Mr. D. 
said, the business was begun. [He was called to 
order.] In addition to this, he said, the proceed- 
ings of gentlemen were erroneous ; but, notwith- 
standing that, Mr. D. said, he would gratify the 
feelings of the gentlemant, as far as his vote would 
go, for him to read it, but only as part of his speech. 
No doubt he wished to support some point of his 
argument by it, and in that view he had a right to 
read it; but that it was evidence, he denied. 

Mr. Ler said he did not profess. to understand 
the rules of the House perfectly, but he must in- 
dulge a presumption that they could have but one 
grand object in view—to encourage and maintain 
full and fair discussion on every subject, whatever 
it might be, that should come before the House. 
That being necessary, surely a rule must be bad, 
indeed, that would bar a gentleman from reading 
anything that might tend to elucidate this subject. 
He therefore thought it the duty of the Commuttee 
to allow the member from New York to read this 
and every other paper which might enable him to 
proceed on so serious a charge as the one exhibit- 
ed in the resolutions. Were not gentlemen fully 
‘adequate to judge what may be wrong when he 
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should come to the application? If he asked the 
papers of the President of the United States, was 
he to be content with those only which should 
come through his Ministers? That could not be 
the true ground of proceeding. 

Suppose the gentleman should be stopped from 
reading what he thinks material, and the resolu- 
tions which he has introduced should afterwards 
be negatived, I pray you to say,sir, said Mr. L., 
what would be the consequence? Would not the 
people say that no other possible decision could 
be had by the House, because the Committee of 
the Whole laid their hand upon every effort the 
gentleman used to substantiate his charges? 
They certainly will; and no act can more in- 
crease the means of opposition to the measures of 
the Government. 

Upon this ground he hoped the gentleman 
would be permitted to proceed, and the whole 
truth be made to appear. If gentlemen should 
determine it out of order, he would move that the 
Committee rise, in order to get hold of all the au- 
thentic papers. . 

The Cuarrman having stated his reasons, con- 
cluded with an opinion that the member could not 
proceed to read the affidavit. 

Mr. GALLATIN appealed to the Committee 
from the decision of-the Chair; when there ap- 
peared 39 in favor of the decision, and 48 against it. 

At this point the Committee rose, and had leave 
to sit again. 


Wepnespay, February 26. 


Mr. Oris again called the consideration of the 
House to the petition of Gilbert Dench, which 
was yesterday refused a reference to the Com- 
mittee of Claims; he stated the claim in strong 
colors, and added that new evidences were to be 
exhibited, on which account he moved its refer- 
ence to a select committee. 

A reconsideration was moved by Mr. KITCHELL, 
and the petition was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 


WRECKED VESSELS. 


Mr. Spaicut proposed a resolution to the fol- 
lowing effect: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Navigation be directed to inquire whether any, and 
what, regulations ought to be made in respect to ves- 
sels, goods, wares, and merchandise, wrecked on the 
coasts; also, of such goods, wares, and merchandise, as 
may be saved from wrecks and brought into the ports 
of the United States, and that they report by bill or 
otherwise.” 


This resolution was agreed to. 


CESSION OF CONNECTICUT. 


Mr. Brace called up the following resolution 
for consideration, which he presented on the 18th 
instant.: 


_ “ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to take 
into consideration the expediency of accepting from 
the State of Connecticut a cession of jurisdiction of 
the territory west. of Pennsylvania, commonly called 


the Western Reserve of Connecticut, and that they 
report by bill or otherwise.” 


The resolution was agreed to, and seven mem- 
bers appointed accordingly. 


CASE OF JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


Mr. Davis moved that the Committee of the 
whole House be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the resolutions proposed by Mr. Liv- 
ineston and Mr. Bayarp, on the affair of Jona- 
than Robbins. The small progress, Mr. D. said, 
which was made yesterday in the discussion, fully 
convinced his mind that nothing at all would be 
done in it; besides, were he convinced that the 
subject would be impartially conducted, he did 
not know of any possible good that could arise 
from the adoption of the resolutions. If there 
had been any error in the proceedings of the Ex- 
ecutive, he conceived that error would correct it- 
self. If there was an improper interference, he 
was certain it could not have arisen from. im- 
proper motives, and therefore he sincerely hoped 
he should not be called upon to give an opinion on 
the subject. Nor, on the other hand, was he at 
all prepared to compliment the Executive, or any 
officer of the Government, for having done what 
he thought to be right. If he had done right, it 
was his duty. He did not think it of any great 
importance ; but, most assuredly, if the argument 
was extended, it would be made a case of much 
importance. It was better, however, to let the 
case of Jonathan Robbins sleep in the Committee 
of the Whole, where it then was. He was not pre- 
pated to criminate, nor was he prepared to ap- 

aud. 

4 Mr. D. did not think the evidence before the 
House was sufficient to form a decision upon, and 
he professed himself unable to make up a deter- 
mirate opinion; but, if he could form any, the 
deficiency of evidence furnished must raise his 
suspicion. Reference was yesterday made toa 
paper—it might be authentic or it might not—but 
it was impossible to say to what papers gentle- 
men might be disposed to refer; and for gentle- 
men to sit there as Judges, having papers read, the 
authenticity of which it was impossible to know, 
was to judge in the dark. He hoped that if the 
House were not prepared to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, they at least were prepared 
for a call for such authentic papers as could be 
procured ; for, from the present documents, it was 
impossible to form a correct judgment upon this 
very disagreeable and irksome business. He had 
no doubt but many gentlemen had formed their 
judgments one way or the other, but he had not, 

Mr. Ranpo.ru said, that no gentleman had a 
higher respect for the motives of the gentleman 
from Kentucky than himself; but, however dis- 
agreeable it might be, he musi differ from him in 
his present opmion. He really hoped the gen- 
tleman would reconsider the motion he had made, 
and not stop the gentleman from New York in 
this early stage of the business. If there were 
any defects in the papers, and their authenticity 
was questionable, it must not arise from the gen- 
tleman from New York, but from those whose 
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duty it was to furnish all the facts relative to the 
subject. -He was obliged to read a printed paper, 
because those with whom the authoritative copies 
are have not thought proper to furnish the House 
with them. He hoped, if a stop was put to the 
roceedings, it-would not be to discharge the 
ommittee, but to call for authentic copies of all 
the papers within- the reach of the Government. 
It must be acknowledged that the man whose 
case the House are considering did put in his 
claims to citizenship, and to the protection of his 
country on that account. If that acknowledg- 
ment is refused on account of the paper which has 
been produced being.a newspaper, reference must 
be: made to`what is within the reach of the 
House—more authentic papers. . 
The gentleman had supposed that most of the 
members had made up their minds on the subject 
without other papers. Where he procured that 
information Mr. R. could not tell, but certain it 
was that his mind was not made up; he professed 
to be still in a state of incertitude. He therefore 
was sorry the gentleman had not delayed to make 
his motion until it should be known by the House 
whether the gentleman from New York had any 
further evidence to adduce. Could he undertake 
to say that his mind would not be made up, and 
the subject appear to him in a very different 
point of view, after a full and fair discussion ? 
Mr. R. thought the very reason which the gen- 
tleman had given for his motion would operate 
as a strong argument against it; with him it cer- 
tainly had that impression. He thought a discus- 
sion Was more proper to remove incertitude from 
the mind, than that, because such a state existed, 
the Committee should be discharged. The pub- 
lic mind, he believéd, was very uneasy upon the 
subject, and this state of disquiet was not to be 
eluded; he therefore ought to have withheld his 
motion, that a discussion might be had, from 
which the people could draw their deductions. If, 
after all the evidence that was to be produced, he 
could draw a conclusion similar to that expressed 
by the gentleman, Mr. R. said he would cordially 
join with him that no expression ought to be made 
by the House without being well supported by facts. 
Mr. H. Lex considered the motion would have 
the complete effect any gentleman could wish 
whose desire it was to reprobate the conduct of the 
Administration of our Government. How could the 
motion be necessary—how be useful? If they 
were to ask more evidence, said Mr. L., I would 
vote for it to be produced ; they have brought the 
subject before the House—let us see 1t in the purest 
colors which it can be placed in. We are ready 
to meet them here; we are willing they should 
have every evidence that can be obiained to elu- 
cidate their charge; but let not the Executive be 
hung up to reproach without a trial; let not sus- 
picion be encouraged, which must have all the 
effects of a substantiated charge. I wish them to 
go on with the discussion, that all the truth may 
be disclosed, and every fair light be given which 
the case will bear; for now the people of the 
United States have their eyes fixed upon our pro- 
ceedings on this important question. 


Mr. Macon was in favor of the motion. If the 
Committee of the Whole was not to be discharged, 
he hoped at least the subject would not be post- 
poned till the public business of the session was 
over; there were many public bills, he said, that 
must be passed. The House was called upon to 
judge with almost no testimony, and yet upon this 
uncertain ground, perhaps a whole week might be 
spent of the most precious time of the House; for 
if the House was to rise at the time proposed, the 
loss of this time would certainly be felt. 

As to the impression it would leave on the 
minds of the people, they had as many facts to 
judge from as the House, and they certainly 
would form an opinion; whether the House did so, 
or not. Gentlemen were very much mistaken, 
he said, if they undertook to lead the people; they 
would think, and they would show what their 
judgment was when a proper time came for that 
purpose. The time the people would take to show 
their approbation or disapprobation of the meas- 
ures of the Administration was at elections, and 
then they would do it. 

Mr. Smitu said, if the object of the motion was 
to get better testimony, he thought it a very pro- 
per one; the House certainly ought to be posses- 
sed of the documents of the District Court of 
South Carolina, on this case, in an authentic form, 
and not from newspaper information. He profess- 
ed himself to be in the precise situation of the 
mover, and, if called upon to vote without more 
evidence, should be at loss to know how to vote. 

Mr. Dana was against the postponement of the 
subject, or the rising of the Committee. It was 
to be recollected that the business had assumed 
its present shape only in consequence of the zeal 
of the gentleman from New York, and his coad- 
jutors, to censure the Executive. On the 7th of 
February, it was committed to the whole House; 
contrary to the opinion of a number of gentlemen, 
who wished the facts investigated by a select com- 
mittee; thirteen days then elapsed before he had 
prepared his resolutions—resolutions not calcula- 
ted to make an inquiry into the conduct of the 
Executive, but expressive of the most pungent 
censure upon his conduct. These resolutions 
were produced upon the papers which, at the de- 
sire of those gentlemen. were submitted to the 
House. The only question then, is, Do the pa- 
pers upon which those resolutions are predicated 
‘warrant the censure contained in them, or not?— 
It certainly would be a high reproach to the very 
idea of a public inquisition to admit more evidence 
ues those grounds. Still, however, let gentle- 


> 
| men go on in their heterogeneous proceedings, the 
| House would have the wisdom justly to appreci- 
| ate the various attempts made to clear themselves 
| of a predicament in which their over-arduous at- 
tempts to censure had thrown them. 

Mr. Sueprarp thought the best way would be 
to let the resolutions take their course; they must 
be debated sooner or later, and the sooner they 

| were disposed of the better. He was sorry they 
ever had been introduced in the House, but, as 
they were, he hoped no postponement would take 


place. 
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Mr. Livinesron conceived it his duty to answer 
the observations of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut, (Mr. Dana, ) as to the resolutions being found- 
ed upon the facts then before the House. He did 
not think the facts were precisely sufficient to 
warrant every idea contained in the resolutions. 
When the original call for papers was agreed to 
by the House, he had hoped that something more 
authentic than newspaper testimony would have 
been referred to by the Executive; and upon that 
he was now compelled to act, ifatall. The gen- 
tleman has said that my zeal and that of my co- 
adjutors, to censure the Executive, has brought 
us into this situation. Who, sir, I would ask the 
penran, are my coadjutors? That gentleman 

imself was my coadjutor, and every gentleman 
in the House, because the resolution was adopted. 
The House directed the inquiry, and every gen- 
tleman must therefore take the burden, in part, 
with me. It was upon the suggestion of the no- 
toriety of the facts that the inquiry was made, 
and now we are about to enter into the inquiry 
upon the facts with which we are furnished. We 
never can act but upon the evidence we have to 
guide that action. If the facts contained in the 
resolutions cannot be substantiated, if they shall 
fail to justify the conclusions we mean to draw 
from them, we certainly cannot be worthy of blame 
for not possessing more. I consider the affidavit 
yesterday produced as only supporting one branch 
of the conclusion that may be drawn from the 
whole. Whatever gentlemen may say as to the 
folly or hasty zeal of the resolutions, I can assure 


them that they are the result of many days of 


most serious reflection. They were not drawn 
in haste, and I am not afraid to say that they can 
be well substantiated—every fact contained in 
them. Iam sufficiently prepared to proceed, and, 
therefore, hope this motion will be negatived, and 
a calm and deliberate investigation be had. If the 
deductions I shall make will not be satisfactory, 
then let it drop. Iam, however, well satisfied of 
their force. 

Mr. Crarx said, that very early in this business 
he thought the House were entering into it very 
improperly, either having nothing at all to do with 
it, or else taking wrong measures, if they had; he 
thought then, and was yet of opinion, that if the 
object was to impeach the President, measures 
ought to have been taken accordingly. He never 
did look upon the House of Representatives as 
having either the power to censure or to approbate 
the conduct of the Executive, and, therefore, he 
equally disapproved of the resolutions of the gen- 
tlemen from New York and Delaware; and, upon 
that ground, he felt strongly inclined to vote with 
the gentleman from Kentucky for giving the whole 
subject the go by, and getting clear of it by any 
possible means. 

The motion being to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from both questions, was giving an 
opinion upon neither the one nor the other; and, 
therefore, it could not be received as a censure, 
agreeably to the apprehensions of the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr Les.) Mr. C. believed the 
people of the United States were too wise and too 


intelligent to form unjust conclusions upon the 
conduct of the House on this subject. They had 
the whole subject before them, they could judge, 
and they had a right to do it; but the House had 
not, except the avowed object was impeachment, 
which was not the case. The House had nothing 
to do with it, and therefore they ought not, in this 
unnecessary way, to spend time upon it. 

Mr. Harrer agreed with the gentleman, that 
it would be folly for the House to spend time in 
useless discussion, which could lead to no decis- 
ion; but, viewing this resolution as he did, he 
must conclude it of more importance; he thought 
it the direct road to an impeachment of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and, if so, surely it 
must appear important. The resolution declared, 
in express terms, that the Executive had exercised 
unconstitutional powers—one of the most danger- 
ous crimes that he could commit. If he had so 
exercised his power, the inevitable consequence 
must be, that the President of the United States 
must be impeached by this House. Then, how 
could any gentleman say this was a trifling ques- 
tion, and one with which the House had nothing 
at allto do? Certainly no question can be more 
important. 

If, as it respected the motion of the gentleman 
from Delaware, no motion had been made to crim- 
inate the Executive, he should not think it right 
to approbate his conduct; he should, in short, 
have been of an opinion that the House had no- 
thing to do with it; but, it having been made, he 
should consider it very disrespectful not to express 
a sense of the propriety of the Executive conduct. 
He was willing, nay, desirous, of meeting the 
charge with all its terrors, and never would shrink 
froma decision on it. He presumed gentlemen 
had a meaning in what they did, and if they had 
any meaning, it must be that the House ought to 
proceed against the Executive. He did not think, 
however, from the total evidence which appeared, 
that there was one idea in the resolution but ought 
to be scouted with disdain from the House. He 
wished to have an opportunity of showing to the 
world that the House disdained to look with un- 
concern at a serious and unfounded charge upon 
the supreme Executive of the United States. He 
wished to give an opinion upon these charges, and 
treat them as they merited. 

Mr. Ruriepee regretted that he could not join 
with his friend from Maryland, (Mr. Craix,) in 
thinking this consideration useless; he believed 
the attention of the people had been called to view 
this subject, and they were anxiously looking for 
a decision in some way. Neither did he think, 
with his honorable friend, that the House had no- 
thing to do with it, because no impeachment could 
grow out of it, It was impossible to say what the 
gentleman meditated in his resolutions, but one 
thing was certain, if the gentleman had wished to 
promote an impeachment he could not have taken 
a more direct means for it, if the resolutions should 
be carried. He thought the friends of the Ad- 
ministration would acta very unfriendly part there- 
to, if they should agree to smother the business in 
this stage. The minds of the people had been 
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raised to the highest pitch of expectation; they 
had been told, in certain public prints, that it 
loudly called for the. interference of Congress ; 
they had also been told, by an honorable member 
of the other House, that Congress.-ought to inter- 
fere. “Attempts having been made to lead the 
public mind astray, and the House having pro- 
ceeded so far on resolutions calculated to procure 
the object, it would be extremely wrong not to 
remove that disquiet bya suitable proceeding. It 
would not be useless to rescue the Executive from 
the very serious charges which had been thrown 
on him, and prove to the world that his actions 
had been consistent. 

Mr. Krrcwet. thought no good could arise from 
the investigation of this subject, because he did not 
know what was to be done in it, let the decision 
be what-it- might. The gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Harrer) wished to have an op- 

ortunity of showing that every part of the reso- 
ution was built on false ground. Every gentle- 
man in the House was not so fond of speaking 
nor of hearing as was that gentleman, and he 
hoped, merely on that account, that the House 
would not spend time on what (in his opinion) 
could not possibly lead.to impeachment. What 
effect could a. discussion have, but to show the 
world that there were parties in the House, and 
to raise a rancorous disposition? He did not 
know what there was in the resolution that could 
lead.to an impeachment, nor did he know what 
the House, in their censorial capacity, had to do 
but toimpeach. He believed it out of the power 
of the House to applaud. In short, he did not 
think they had anything to do with it. 


| be in possession of that Department? The Presi- 

dent of the United States had his duties to per- 
form, and the Judge of the district his duties; 
each had their separate documents; and, as nei- 
ther interfered with the other, therefore, it could 
not be expected to be in the power of the Presi- 
dent to furnish the papers belonging to the courts 
of South Carolina, any further than they came 
within the joint duties of both. Agreeably to 
treaty, the British Consul made a requisition for 
the person ; a copy of this, and the several letters 
and instructions, were sent to the House, but it 
was not in the power of the Executive to order 
the Judge to furnish him with a record of the 
proceedings; he was not bound to furnish it if 
the President had called for it,and no doubt he 
had furnished the House with every paper in his 
possession. 

The idea in the resolutions being to criminate 
the Judge as well as the Executive, Mr. B. thought 
he ought to have had an opportunity to furnish 
the papers of his department, and they ought to 
have been called for before his conduct was so 
deeply implicated. 

Mr. Oris said, when first the motion was made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, he felt for a 
moment inclined to lean to it; the motives of that 
gentleman appeared to be so candid and liberal, 
that, for the moment, Mr. O. confessed, his feel- 
ings got the better of his reason. But a short re- 
flection induced him to change an opinion thus 
hastily formed, and he felt satisfied that to vote 
with him, would be to display, in the conduct of 
gentlemen who wished to support the Adminis- 
tration of this country, worse than censure. He 


ceed. Although there might not be sufficient | so far, but certainly it was a subject of the most 
ground on which to impeach the Executive, he į irritating nature possible: a charge the most se- 
could not agree that, therefore, no inquiry ought | rious; a breach of law by the Executive Magis- 
to be made into his conduct; there might be an | trate, who is bound to support it and see it carried 
error in his conduct, and yet no impeachment be | into effect. It is certainly a charge of much im- 
necessary to be raised out of it; and, if so, it | portance. and however disagreeable it might feel 
would be extremely wrong to suffer it to go out to | to him, Mr. O. said, he must vote that every ar- 
the world without a decision, after the subject | gument should be used that could possibly tend 
had once been taken up by the House. Where | to substantiate the charge, that nothing of truth 


Mr. Nicuotas hoped the discussion would pro- | joined that gentleman in regret that it had gone 


there might be no bad intention or wicked design, | might be hidden. 


the action might be of a dangerous tendency, and 
proper to be inquired into, in order to express an 
opinion thereupon. Mr. N. said he was well 
pleased that his opinion, that the motion ought to 


An insinuation was thrown out that the Presi- 
dent had suppressed part of the information which 
ought to be had on this business. Lest this should 


| take hold of the minds of gentlemen he would ob- 


be negatived, accorded with that of the gentleman | serve that the President, in his Message, says “I 


from South Carolina, because it would afford him 
an opportunity of showing what he said he could 
show. 

Mr. Bavarv had no doubt of the competency 
of the House either to impeach, to censure, or to 
-approbate the conduct of the Executive, and of 
course both the resolutions were in their power. 

Several gentlemen had intimated that the au- 
thentic evidence and the whole of the documents 
were not before the House, and that the Execu- 
tive Department was to blame for the deficiency. 
It appeared that the gentleman himself had for- 
gotten the import of his resolution; it called for 
such documents as might be in possession of the 
Department of State. Now, what could possibly 


‘have directed the Secretary of State to lay be- 
‘fore me copies of the papers intended, which I 
‘ now transmit to Congress.” If, therefore, there 
is any blame, it is not attached to the President, 
but to the Department of State: but it does not 
| appear that the Secretary of State has any other pa- 
pers in his possession than those the House are fur- 
nished with. ‘This may be inferred from the read- 
iness with which he furnished the papers he has 
given; he says he has no papers respecting any 
person of the name of Jonathan Robbins, “ but 
‘by the proceedings before that Judge (Bee) it 
| ‘ appears that a seaman named Thomas Nash, the 
i € subject of the British Minister’s requisition, © &e. 
He having therefore been asked for papers relative 
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evidence required by the gentleman from New 
York could apply, except it was to that of his be- 
ingan American citizen, and of his being impress- 
ed. An affidavit was produced to prove these 
facts, but it would be found from an examination 
of the documents that nothing relating to those 

oints was in the office of the Department of State ; 
or the date of the affidavit of Robbins is the 25th 
of July, but the order of the Secretary of State, 
bears date the 5th of June, so that no papers as to 
his claim can be in the possession of that Depart- 
ment. Mr. O. thought the documents before the 
House contained everything that was important 
to the point. 

Admitiing the position gentlemen had taken to 
be true, which he positively denied, but admitting 
that the President had given an opinion upon a 
judicial question, it was only as respected the de- 
livering up of the man, which was only in fact an 
Executive duty ; but if the evidence should prove 
insufficient to support the charge exhibited against 
the Executive or Judge, he was certain that the 
gentleman ftom New York would rejoice as 
much as himself to find the charges unfounded, 
and the character of those gentlemen beyond 
blame. 

Mr. Craik was sorry that gentlemen who ad- 
yocated this motion should be charged with an 
opposition to the Administration of Government, 
he believed his conduct had herefore evinced a 
‘different line of conduct. He still denied that the 
mode taken by the resolution could lead to im- 
peachment. It certainly did contain a very great 
censure, and one which the House had no authority 
to inflict. 

Gentlemen had supported their resolution upon 
the ground of the necessity of the various depart- 
ments of the Government being kept distinct, but 
the very object of the resolution wasa dereliction 
of that principle, since it exemplified an interfer- 
ence on the part of the House with a Judge of the 
United States, and with the Executive of the Uni- 
ted States. When the House undertook to decide 
upon Executive or Judicial acts, and call their con- 
duct into review, before them, not with a view to 
impeach but to give a severe censure, they certain- 
ly interfered with the separate powers of those 
departments, which in his opinion was setting a 
very dangerous precedent. He thought it ought 
not to be in the power ofany member to lay such 
a resolution on the table, or, if it was laid there, 
that it ought not to be discussed, unless it was 
found to contain principles over which the House 
had power. It should not be in the power of any 
member to call the attention of the House to what 
could not have any good effect, but might have a 
very dangerous one. The power of impeachment 
by the Constitution was not a power to. inflict pun- 
ishment, it was only a power to investigate facts 
to be tried by another tribunal; the House were 
not to judge, they were only to charge, but by this 
proceeding they had taken upon them to consider 
of the propriety of punishing as well as charging; 
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for most assuredly to censure, to injure a man’s 
character, must operate as a punishment. 

Mr. Gatuatin considered the motion to be 
grounded on two ideas; that there was not suf- 
ficient foundation for the House to act upon, and 
therefore that it was necessary to discharge the 
committee, or postpone the subject for want of fur- 
ther evidence. 

It is clear, said Mr. G., that the evidence is not 
sufficient to impeach the District Judge of South 
Carolina. If an impeachment of him was the ob- 
ject, it would be impossible to carry it forward 
without an authoritative copy of the record of the 
court; but if there was no intention to impeach, 
he did not think there was any material evidence 
wanted in order to decide upon the resolution, 
since it only meant an implication of censure upon 
the Executive and the District Judge, and not im- 
peachment. 

The only business being to consider of the pro- 
priety or impropriety of censuring or approving 
the conduct of the President and the Judge, all the 
material facts were before the House. If any cen- 
sure was due to the President, it was on account 
of the opinion and advice he expressed by his let- 
ter to Judge Bee. This letter was before the 
House, and nothing more could be wanted to form 
the resolution upon ; the fact was sufficient to form 
a decision upon. There could be but one thing 
wanting, and that was the original letter of the 
President to the Secretary of State, instructing 
him what to write to Judge Bee, and this could 
not be requisite if gentlemen would not say the 
letter of the Secretary perhaps did not contain the 
precise opinion of the President. If there should 
be such an objection, he should certainly wish the 
House to possess the document. However, he con- 
cluded that no such objection could be, since the 
Message of the President contained a full acknow- 
ledgment of every sentiment contained in that 
letter. 

Mr. G. agreed there was at first sight some 
weight in the sentiment expressed by the gentle- 
man from Maryland, (Mr. Craix,) that the House 
had only a power to impeach but not to censure; 
but certainly, when it was considered that an act 
might be committed without any ill motive, and 
yet the act be injurious, it could not be the subject 
of impeachment, but it might be of censure. The 
same act committed with a criminal motive would 
be impeachable, which without it would be ofa 
nature not to admit of it. 

Again: Mr. G. thought that though the House 
might have ground whereupon to censure, they 
ought not, at any time; but they had exercised 
that power. They had ina number of cases ap- 
proved of the conduct of the President, and if the 
act of approbation had been done, they surely had 
as much power to disapprove and censure. 

As to the irritation that was apprehended from 
a continuation of the discussion, that considera- 
tion would not induce him, Mr. G. said, to vote 
with the gentleman from Kentucky. If there was. 
any irritation to be apprehended, it must come 
from those gentlemen who denominated them- 
selves exclusive friends of the Administration ; 
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from those who presumed to arraign all the mea- 
sures of their opponents, and who declared that 
they were disposed to support, not only that mea- 
sure, but every measure of the Administration. 

A number of very improper epithets had been 


thrown out as it respected the resolution, and cer- 


tainly the distinction must be considered very nar- 
row between those resolutions and the supporters 
of them; but -it-was too frequent for those great 
supporters of the Administration to use high tones, 
and if they choose to doso, let them. Mr. G. said 
he was not afraid of any injury accruing from the 
high ground they had assumed to themselves. 

The question was then taken on the motion todis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the fur- 
ther consideration, and negatived—yeas 14, nays 
76, as follows: ~: 


Y¥eas.—Theodorus: Bailey, John Condit, William 
Craik, Thomas T. Davis, George Dent, Joseph Dick- 
son, Jonathan Freeman, Samuel Goode, William Barry 
Grove, Aaron Kitchell, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, 
Thomas Pinckney, and Samuel Smith. 

Nays.—Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, 
James A, Bayard, John Bird, Phanuel. Bishop, Jona- 
than Brace, John Brown, Robert Brown, Samuel J. 
Cabell, Christopher.G. Champlin, Gabriel. Christie, 
Matthew Clay, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, 
Franklin Davenport, John Dawson, William Edmond, 
Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, John Fowler, Albert Gal- 
latin, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Good- 
rich, William Gordon, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, 
“ Roger Griswold, John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Har- 
per, Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, David 
Holmes, James Jones, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Michael 
Leib, Samuel; Lyman, Matthew Lyon, Edward Liv- 
ingston, John Marshall, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, John. H. Nicholson, Abraham 
Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Leven Powell, 
John Randolph, John Reed, John Rutledge, jun., Sam- 
uel Sewall, James Sheafe, William. Shepard, John 
Smilie, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David 
Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, 
Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg 
Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Robert Williams, Lemuel 
Williams, and Henry Woods. 


INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that they had agreed to the 
bill further to suspend the commercial intercourse 
with France, with sundry amendments. 

The bill was taken up, when Mr. Macon moy- 
ed that the consideration of the amendments be 
postponed until the first Monday in December 
next. He observed that this bill, in the shape it 
passed the Senate, was so fatal to the interests of 
the Southern States that, every opportunity he 
could meet with, his duty impelled him to take 
measures for its destruction. 

The motion was negatived. 

The first amendment proposed by the Senate 
was to strike out a permission granted in the bill 
to citizens of the United States now residing in 
the French Republic, to enter with vessels and 
property, bona fide theirs, into any port of the Uni- 
ted States, previous to the first of October next. 


After the question was stated and put to concur 
with this amendment, Mr. Livinaston was per- 
ceived to be on the floor. The Speaker decided 
that he had risen too late to offer his sentiments; 
however, by universal concurrence, he proceeded 
to state some objections to the amendment, and 
was answered by Mr. Oris, when the question 
for concurrence was put and carried—yeas 50, 
nays 36. 

The second amendment was to strike out: the 
tenth section, in the words following :' 

“In case the President of the United States shalk 
deem it necessary to employ a Consul, or other agent, 
to repair to and reside at any place within the territo- 
ries of the French Republic, or any of the dependen- 
cies thereof, with which he may deem it expedient, ‘or 
may contemplate to renew a commercial intercourse, 
pursuant to the fifth section of this act, then such Con- 
sul or other agent shall and may be allowed an annual 
salary not exceeding $3,000, and’ shall be prohibited 
and wholly restrained from engaging directly or indi- 
rectly in any commerce or traffic whatever, during his 
continuance in office.” 

This question caused some debate, but it was 
at length carried that the section should be struck 
out. 

The House then adjourned. 


Tuurspay, February 27. 
Another member, to wit: Joun Sirs, from 
New York, appeared, produced his credentials, 
was qualified, and took his seat. 


CASE OF JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


Mr. Davis said, as the House had yesterday 
thought proper to negative a proposition to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the far- 
ther consideration of the business, and as one 
great motive for that motion was the incompe- 
tency of evidence before the House, and as he 
knew it was in the power of the House to procure 
that evidence by a proper application, he hoped 
gentlemen would now indulge him in the adop- 
tion of the following, which he moved, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to direct the proper officer to lay before 
this House a copy of the proceedings of the court held 
inthe district of South Carolina, in the case of Thomas 
Nash, calling himself Jonathan Robbins. 


Mr. Bavaro said, if he was persuaded, or if the 
gentleman could convince him that there was any 
particular evidence in the hands of any officer 
that would tend to throw such light as to give the 
least explanation to the case, he certainly would 
be willing to accord with the resolution; but he 
believed every necessary fact was before the 
House, and this had been acknowledged by seve- 
ral gentlemen. If the object was to prove that 
Nash was an American citizen, and that he was 
impressed, that could not be necessary as it re- 
spected the resolutions of the gentleman from 
New York, for that gentleman himself had ac- 
knowledged that he believed no such thing, but 
that the whole claim was falsehood. Would the 
gentleman, then, inform the House what point he 
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wished to ascertain, or in what he expected addi- 
tional proof? He wished. information, farther, 
who was the “proper officer” to whom reference 
was expected to be made. There are but two offi- 
cers at all in view, one is the Secretary of State, 
the other the District Judge of South Carolina ; 
the gentleman could not suppose that the Judge 
would be able to transmit the records of that court 
previous to the adjournment of the House; and if 
it could be obtained, no evidence to the point 
could be expected fromhim. If, on the other 


hand, it was meant to call on the Secretary of 


State, it was not to be expected, from. the nature 
of the case, that any more documents were in his 
hands than those already furnished; he had given 
copies of the correspondence and requisition, 
which it might be fairly inferred, from.the nature 
of his office, was all of which he could be pos- 
sessed. But if any gentleman doubted this fact, 


he could apply to the office of the Secretary of 


State, from whom he could procure whatever was 
in his possession. 


If it was the intention of the House to closé this 


very disagreeable business in the present session, 


they must negative the resolution and let the dis- 
cussion go forward. The gentleman who brought 
forward the resolution ought to have been provided 
with every document that was necessary to sup- 


ort the charges, before he suffered them to appear. 
owever, he did not think but the gentleman who 


proposed the resolutions thought his grounds were 


quite sufficient to support them. ; 
Mr. 8. Smrru, was in favor of the resolution. 


He considered himself as filling the character of 


judge of the case, and as such he was inclined to 
think, from the documents which were laid before 
the House, that there was other papers, which were 
not yet brought forward, relative to the judicial 
proceedings of South Carolina, that would havea 
considerable effect on his vote. He said there 
was a paper which he had seen published which 
ought, in his.opinion, to be in the possession of the 
House; he meant that wherein Jonathan Robbins 
swore he was an American citizen, and as a proof 
of it produced before the court a notarial certifi- 
cate of New York, the date of which went to cor- 
roborate the fact. He alsoswore he was impressed. 
If this certificate was before the House, gentlemen 
would be able to compare the date of it with the 
declaration made by Admiral Parker, and perhaps 
that comparison might produce conviction some 
way or other, These he thought very important, 
if it was desirous to prove the man an American 
citizen. This was certainly the duty of the Judge 
to ascertain, but it did not appear whether he paid 
attention to it, or not; however it was very pre- 
sumable that he did not. Mr. S. declared he should 
be at a loss to go forward in the business without 
these papers, if he was to decide upon the whole 
truth. . 

Mr. Nicuo.as said he always believed that the 
testimony was incomplete, but when he heard a 
gentleman get up and mention particular testimony 
which he considered so important that without it 
he should not know how to vote, whatever Mr. N. 
said might have been his former satisfaction as to 


the establishment of the points, he certainly must 
now be inclined to grant gentlemen every point 
of evidence that they should think necessary, if 
within the reach of the House. 

One particular piece of testimony had been men- 
tioned, viz: that the man had filed an affidavit that 
he was an American citizen and was impressed 
on board a British man-of-war. Could any gen- 
tleman pretend to say that no inference might be 
drawn from this source and the concomitant facts? 
The gentleman from New York, to be sure, had 
declared his satisfaction with the facts that had 
been produced to the House, but did the gentleman 
from Delaware know that this was the case with 
any other gentleman inthe House? That gen- 
tleman’s conclusions and impressions were not to 
be taken as the opinions of others, nor were others 
obliged to be satisfied because he was ; and there- 
fore to couple others in a measure to which they 
were not privy, and to ascribe opinions to. them 
which they had not expressed, was at least unfair. 

Some gentlemen might feel satisfied with what 
had came out since this unfortunate man’s death, 
but that could be no rule for others. As to this part 
of the papers, Mr. N. could by no mens understand 
or conceive for what they were collected and 
sent to the House—except, indeed, it was to quiet 
the minds of some gentlemen who thought that 
the measures of the Government were too preci- 
pitate, in their having ques the case without 
proof. That certificates s hould be collected respect- 
ing this man after his death, and when he could not 
possibly appear to contradict them, or to adduce 
contrary evidence, was an insult to the common 
understanding. Suppose this man had claimed to 
be an American citizen, and the Government had 
known it, he would ask gentlemen how they would 
justify an act done when no such evidence was 
known to exist as was now presented from Con- 
necticut? What does it amount to, but that there 
is a chasm in this business which wants to be 
supplied? It might be supplied to the satisfac- 
tion of some gentlemen, Mr. N. said, but it was 
by no means so to his. Suppose, as was observed 
before, the certificates had proved the man to be 
an American, what could gentlemen have then 
said? From the present state of information, 
every gentleman must acknowledge it a matter 
of doubt, and being so, it ought to have been 
searched into; this doubt might probably be re- 
moved by a reference to the Judge; but the re- 
cord of the court would prove another thing, and 
one which the gentleman who moved the resolu- 
tions expressed his intention to dwell much upon, 
that is, whether the Judge had caused him to be 
arrested, and intended him for trial in the Cireuit 
Court of the United States; and whether the 
Judge had taken upon him to supersede, not his 
own jurisdiction, but that of the court over which 
he presided, in the delivery of this man to the 
British agent. Hor his part, Mr. N. said, he had 
no doubt of the jurisdiction of the United States 
upon this man’s trial, and that it was a departure 
from justice to deliver him up toa foreign tribunal. 

Upon a review of these reasons, he must con- 
clude that more evidence ought to be had, if more 
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evidence could-enable.the House to make a bet- 
ter investigation, and more -was attainable; for, 
although the gentleman from New York thought 
the business-ripe for discussion, he could not say 
it was, and therefore thought it his duty to vote 
for the motion. 

Mr. Otis said, he should not, for himself, have 
the smallest hesitation, if that resolution pointed 
to-a. particular object, -or to a particular officer, 
who might be under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, to agree. toit.. If the gentleman would: mo- 
dify his motion,-so thatthe President of. the Uni- 
ted States might be requested to instruct the Sec- 
retary of: State; to. lay before the House those 
papers, he- should’ not vote against it. But he 
thought it-his duty to declare that the Secretary 
of State had'received no further authentic or other 
transeript:-than he had furnished to the: House, of 
the judicial proceedings on this subject. Mr. O. 
said» he had. received this information from ‘the 
Secretary of State in answer to an- inquiry of 
that officer, whether he had any such documents. 
But in the:present form of the resolution he could 
not agree to it. If the motion was adopted, the 
question would be; who was the “proper officer?” 
Even if it was to. be some officer under the direc- 
tion of the President, the President had already 
furnished the House with every paper within his 
power... If the Er oficer” meant, was the 
Judge of South Carolina, Mr. O. would say, that 
the Executive could not with propriety furnish it, 
because it would be to all intents an interference 
with the Judiciary department. He did not think 
that the President had any right to demand the 
documents of that court. He thought the House 
were fully competent to send to that District Judge, 
ordering him:.to. lay before them all the papers 
they should think necessary; but then the ques- 
tion would be, were the- House ready to consent 
that the proceeding should be postponed until 
such an application should be made, or, in short, 
till the conclusion of the session? Besides, to ask 
for documents which would be made use of in- 
juriously both to the Executive and to the Judge, 
was a measure which gentlemen who supported 
the resolutions of the gentleman from New York, 
could have no right to expect from gentlemen 
who could perceive nothing improper in their 
conduct. 

If then it be true, of which Mr. O. thought 
there could be but little doubt, that the judicial 
proceedings of that court were never before the 
Executive, whether the Judge had done wrong or 
not, he, and he only, would have to answer, and 
not the President. The conduct of the President 
grew out of the proceedings of the'court; where 
then could. be the propriety or justice of hanging 
up the President in effigy, and there suspend him 
until the next session: of Congress, subject to the 
thousand alarms, surmises, and reproaches of the 
people, which must carry with it the whole ob- 
ject of the censure? Every man might have had 
access to those papers; the Judge never would 
have refused any man a-copy of all the proceed- 
ings that might tend to elucidate a subject which 
they may think was deficient without it An 


honorable gentleman had lately written a pam- 
phlet on the subject; he might have procured the 
proceedings of that court, if he had thought them 
of any service, and so might the gentleman from 
New York. Should, then, the proceedings on this 


| business be suspended merely for the want of evi- 


dence, which it wasin.the power of every gentle- 
man to have brought forward? Gentlemen had, 
with very great deliberation, brought forward this 
accusation before the House. If it was in the 
power of every gentleman to refer to new evi- 
dence at every stage of the business, after the ac- 
cusation. was grounded only on the documents 
before the House, the evident effect must be to 
procrastinate beyond all bounds a business which 
the honor of our Government requires should be 
immediately decided. In justice therefore to the 
President, he conceived himself bound to vote 
against the resolution. Sey : 
Mr. Dana thought this a most- extraordinary 
resolution indeed. Was the President of the 
United States the clerk of the court, to keep the 
records of it? What had the President to do 
with the proceedings of that court? It was cer- 
ily a total departure from all the forms of ju- 
dicial proceedings to suppose a thing of the kind. 
The gentlemen must certainly have mistaken the 
situation held by the President,or they would 
never have made such a vast departure from order 
and propriety of proceeding. The President is 
not the public accuser; he is not to be called 
upon for papers with which he has nothing to do. 
When he found gentlemen outraging everything 
that belonged to judicial propriety; when he 
found them bau E p into error after error, and 
departing totally from all jurisprudential pro- 
priety, Mr. D. said, he could not avoid rising to 
oppose it. 

So much for the form; he believed it totally 
wrong, and therefore could not be adopted. But, 
in addition to this, the House would render them- 
selves more ridiculous than they now appeared, 
by the adoption of measures which must make a 
matter appear important, that in itself was unim- 
portant. Several gentlemen proceeded with the 
same zeal as though an American citizen was 
concerned. This was not the case; it was noto- 
rious to every man that this Nash was.a foreigner ; 
of this the House was fully apprized by respect- 

lable testimony. This man contended that he 
was born in Danbury, but the certificate of the 
clerk who kept the registers for a number of years 
back, to whom the annual list of all the births 
was transmitted, and by him i te and also 
the certificates of a number of old residents in 
that town, had incontestably proved that this 
man was never an inhabitant of that town. He 
was an Irishman. Let any man from Ireland 
whatever declare that he is an American of Con- 
necticut, in vain would he try to impose that 
opinion upon the mind of any person who observes 
his speech; it is entirely impossible to suppose 
that an intelligent court could be so imposed upon. 
The fact of country being incontestably proved, 
how can gentlemen be so earnest, in the face of 
that fact, to charge the Executive with any im- 
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proper influence? Could the gentleman be igno- 
rant how many men who were aliens had taken 
advantage of the certificates granted to Ameri- 
cans, and as Americans had procured certificates 
from a magistrate in attestation of their false 
oaths? Any gentleman who believed that possi- 
ble might account for his having procured an 
American certificate. 

Mr. Livinestron said he did hope that this mo- 
tion would not have been brought forward ; but 
as he meant to vote in favor of it, after having 
declared his satisfaction with the documents, as 
sufficient to support his resolutions, he should be 
accused of advocating a question of which he had. 
before spoken apparently differently, unless he 
should now give his reasons; and lest he should 
be accused of a desire to keep alive a calumny 
against the President of the United States, an 
effect which had been stated, he took opportunity 
to answer the insinuation by saying that he as 
much abhorred so mean a principle as any gentle- 
man in the House. 

My. L. said he would again declare that the 
evidence was sufficient to satisfy his mind upon 
the points he meant to establish, but that should 
not preclude other gentlemen from thinking other 
papers necessary—papers which he must acknow- 
ledge would throw an additional light on the 
subject. Though he thought the Message con- 
tained all the facts absolutely necessary to estab- 
lish the points he proposed to dwell on, yet it 
certainly did not contain all that was asked for, 
and which it was in the power of the President to 
give; and yet, on the other hand, more was sent 
than was asked for, and what they had no right 
to send was given. 

The resolution, Mr. L. said, asked for all the 
papers relative to the apprehension and delivery. 
A copy of the requisition and of the correspond- 
ence was furnished, but where are the other pa- 
-pers relative to the delivery of Jonathan Robbins? 
We are told that they are not in the office of the 
Secretary of State; the President must know 

-where they. can be procured, and he has it in his 
power to procure them; they may be in the hands 
of the District Judge of South Carolina. But the 
House are told the President cannot procure this 
record: gentlemen say he has no power over that 
department; and yet this very President has the 
power to instruct this very District Judge to de- 
liver up the person to the British Government! 
How then can gentlemen presume to say the Pre- 
sident has not power to call for the records of the 
court in a case in which himself has acted a prin- 
cipal part ? 

Again: it was said that neither the President 
nor the Judge hada right to deliver up papers that 
might lead to their crimination. This was the 
reason why the House should require papers that 
would explain any doubtful parts of their conduct; 
for this very reason the House ought to demand, 
not only the documents, but the reasons for their 
conduct. The President or the Judge can only be 
able to supply the House with those documents, 
and if they have done wrong they ought to be re- 
quired to furnish them. 


But gentlemen, supposing the main reason for 
inquiring is to ascertain whether Nash was an 
American or not, said that the inquiry to this point 
was extremely unimportant whether he was or 
was not. Upon that, Mr. L. said, he did not lay 
so much stress as some other gentlemen; he be- 
lieved it was perfectly immaterial, because he be- 
lieved that the course of the proceeding would be 
precisely the same whether he was or was not, 
and because it appeared that the conduct of the 
Executive and of the Judge would have been the 
same in either event. Thesame might be said as 
to the impressment. And therefore, though some 
trouble had been taken to prove that, in addition 
to the murder, he had been guilty of perjury—he 
being proved to the satisfaction of some gentle- 
men to be an Irishman—it was precisely the same 
in the case. Howeverit had been, he should have 
been delivered up. 

Gentlemen had farther said that he, Mr. L. 
ought to have known all these facts before he had 
formed the resolutions. Mr. L. said he did not 
think so; as he had before declared, he was pos- 
sessed of satisfactory facts, but he could not pre- 
vent himself giving loose to the desires which other 
gentlemen had expressed, and therefore should 
now accord with them in the vote. 

Mr. Marsuatt said, it was with no inconsider- 
able regret that he perceived so much of the time 
of the House, which ought to be devoted to more 
beneficial purposes, employed in preliminary dis- 
cussion. He thought that it was impossible the 
House could agree to a postponement, which the 
motion under consideration must cause when it 
was reflected how much time must be employed 
in procuring those papers—it could not take less 
than a month; for they could only be found, he 
would presume to say, in the Court of the District 
of South Carolina: it was therefore scarcely to be 
expected that they could be obtained until just be- 
fore the rising of the House, a period, if they ar- 
rived before the House rose, too late for their con- 
sideration. 

He therefore considered the question precisely 
the same in principle, though different in form, to 
that which yesterday occupied the House. The 
question he believed essentially to be; would the 
House postpone the business till the next session ? 
in this light he should treat it; and he could not 
see how gentlemen who voted against the motion 
yesterday could advocate the present. Shall the 
House, merely because two or three members 
think such documents are necessary, agree to post- 
pone the business? for if two or three members be 
indulged on this account, two or three may lay 
claim to the same right on another. account, and 
thus day after day may be spent and no determi- 
nation ever be come to! It is a necessary case in 
every House, and upon every question ; there al- 
ways will be some few found who will express dis- 
satisfaction at proceedings, and claim some priv- 
ilege, but this can never operate as a general. rule 
for a session. Gentlemen ought not to request 
this when the general expression of the case 1s, 
that there is enough evidence before the House to 
decide on the resolutions. And most particularly 
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it ought not to'be indulged in a case where so 
much manifest mischief would attend its inevi- 
table consequence, delay. Let gentlemen recol- 
lect the: nature of the case: the President of the 


United States is charged by this House with hav- 


ing violated the Constitution and laws of his coun- 
try, by having committed an act of dangerous inter- 
ference with a judicial decision—he is so charged 
bya member: of this House. Gentlemen were 
well aware how much the public safety and hap- 
piness depended on a. well or a misplaced. confi- 
dence in the Executive.. Was it reasonable: or 
right, Mr. M. asked, to receive this charge—to re- 
ceive in part the evidence in. support’ of it—to re- 
ceive so much evidence as almost every gentieman 
declared himself satisfied with, and to leave the 
charge unexamined, hanging over the head of the 
President of the United States, until a distance of 
time, how long it was impossible to say, but cer- 
tainly long enough to work a very bad effect? 
To him it seemed of all things the most unrea- 
sonable and unjust; and the mischief resulting 
therefrom must be very great indeed. 

‘When ' the evidence, now in possession of the 
House, came to be examined, gentlemen would be 
much better able to decide whether more would 
be necessary, than they possibly could be at pres- 
ent; if more should then be wanted, the business 
might with propriety be postponed. If it was pos- 
sible to obtain the documents shortly, he should 
have no hesitation to admit of the motion, but, 
being impossible, he felt no hesitation in declaring 
he should put his negative on it. 

The gentleman from New York, (Mr. Livines- 
ton,) Mr. M. said, in his opinion, had criminated 
the conduct of the Secretary of State, in suppos- 
ing that he had withheld some of the documents. 
The court record was mentioned—but was it to 
be supposed by the Executive that he was to be 
called upon to furnish papers the property of an- 
other department of the Government, supposing 
them material? To procure these papers, he knew 
was as much in the power of the House as in his 
power. The House could as well despatch a mes- 
senger as the Executive could. How was the 
President, then, to consider those papers asked for 
of him? Was he to be a menial to the House in 
a business wherein himself was seriously charged? 
Certainly not. There could be no doubt but the 
Executive thought he had fully complied with the 
request of the House, when he supplied them with 
those immediately in his power. : 

Mr. Bayarp said he could not distinguish be- 
tween the present motion and one yesterday neg- 
atived, because it must operate as a discharge up- 
on the Committee of the whole House. There 
could be no doubt but the Secretary of State had 
furnished all the papers relative to the business in 
his possession—indeed, he could assuredly say so. 
He said he held in his hand a letter from the Sec- 
retary of State, in answer to one from an honora- 
ble member of the House inquiring whether there 
were any more documents in his office; he an- 
swered that he had no certified copy whatever but 
those which he had furnished the President with, 
from whom they came to the House. Gentlemen 


must then perceive that the mere operation of this 
resolution was an absolute and ‘inevitable post- 
ponement of the business till another’ session. 
Many gentlemen, who were yesterday ashamed to 
vote for a postponement, would now have a plaus- 
ible cover for their vote by calling for. additional 
proof, to accomplish the object of the resolution 
of yesterday; and thus he feared it would have 
many advocates, but, however specious the pretext, 
he hoped it would not be carried. 

Mr. B. then went into an examination of the 
facts contained in the resolutions of Mr. Livines- 
TON, from which he deduced the impossibility of 
procuring anything that could be material in the 
prosecution of their discussion, or that could assist 
the House in drawing their conclusions, except 
any new facts could be produced, and, therefore, 
he concluded that nothing but a postponement 
could be the issue. He farther contended, in an- 
swer to Mr. NicHo.as, that it was not competent 
for the Executive to furnish papers the property 
of the District Judge; as well might the House 
ask for the Executive to bring the proceedings on 
again at their bar. In the impeachment of Blount, 
Mr. B. said, the House did not apply to the Presi- 
dent, but appointed a committee to bring the case 
and all the papers relative to it to view; so it might 
have been in the present case. 

And by what authority, taking the subject in 
another view, could the House call upon that 
Judge to furnish it with papers? The Executive 
had no right to demand them of him, nor had the 
House. The power of the Judiciary is co-ordi- 
nate with the power of this House; it isa distinct 
branch of the Government. He would have pre- 
cisely the same right to call authoritatively for a 
copy of the Journals of this House, as the House 
would to call upon him for copies of his record; 
his proceedings are public, his records are open to 
view, so are our Journals; we cannot call upon 
him for them, though we may obtain them by 
paying the clerk for a copy of them, as any indi- 
vidual might do. 

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Smirx) 
had considered the notarial certificate of New 
York, in attestation of Nash’s or Robbins’s citizen- 
ship, to be important. If that gentleman thought 
this a material document, Mr. B. said he did not; 
but he thought the observation very material, as 
it might make an improper impression on the 
minds of some gentlemen. What could beemore 
easy than for this Thomas Nash, this peed pi- 
rate and murderer, to have gota certificate, when 
he murdered some man, or he might have procur- 
ed it by purchase or favor. But there were facts 
before the House that this man was an Irishman, 
that his name was Nash and not Robbins; that it 
was never issued to him, and that he was never 
entitled to it. What farther then can be wanted? 
Will not this satisfy gentlemen? The next thing, 
if this objection be admitted, we shall be called 
upon to send to the West Indies to prove the fact 
that his name was Nash! 

Mr. B. said he was well satisfied that when this 
subject came to be analyzed, it would be made to 
appear perfectly clear that the whole of the evi- 
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dence necessary was before the House, and it would 
only be misspending time and producing extreme- 
ly injurious consequences to grant the motion. 

Mr. RurLepce conceived this motion to- be the 
same as to postpone the business. Further inform- 
ation was wanted, and that information could alone 
come from South Carolina. He wished the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky would read the resolution 
before he pressed his motion: he would find that 
the District Judge was not charged; no, it was 
only a charge against the Executive; there was 
not a word of irregularity of proceeding in the 
Court, but the Executive was seriously charged. 

Mr. Davis explained. He said his objects were 
to have the record in order to see whether Rob- 
bins did produce a certificate that he was an Ameri- 
can citizen; to see a copy of the warrant by which 
he was committed; and thirdly, to know what 
stratagem or what proceedings were used to take 
him out of the cognizance of the Court, where he 
must have remained, if the President had not inter- 
fered. These things he wished to ascertain, but 
that would be impossible without the court record. 

Mr. Rurvenes said, he conceived this to be the 
object, but he by no means thought that the gen- 
tleman would be satisfied on these points, were he 
to be possessed of the record. The gentleman 
might inquire the reasons for the Executive and 
Judicial conduct being as it was, but perhaps he 
would not receive the information. Every gen- 
tleman in the House would unite their vote to 
procure all the testimony within their reach, so as 
to enable the House to prosecute the business. 
We know, said Mr. R., what monstrous clamor 
has been raised about this business; we know that 
great pains have been taken to make the people 

elieve that their fellow-citizen has been torn from 
his country; that he has been impressed into a 
foreign service; that the treaty has been violated ; 
that their fellow-citizen has been taken to a for- 
eign country, and there been tried in a summary 
manner and executed. We have been told for 
months past that this business would be inquired 
into; we wish not to avoid it; we will by all 
means in our power assist it; we have done it. 
Some time since papers were asked for, we agreed 
with gentlemen that they should be furnished; it 
was done, and they are now on yourtable. They 
have been there many days; so that gentlemen 
had sufficient time, long before this, to have known 
whether they were satisfied or not. The gentle- 
man himself who brought forward the resolutions 
affected to be satisfied, but, in compliance with 
the wish of his friends, he now wishes to postpone 
it. We want to bring the matter to a decision, 
and so far as we can accommodate gentlemen and 
avoid delay we will do it. 

But, said Mr. R., what will be the effect of this 
motion? Sir, it will hold up to the view of the 
world the President of the United States, as hav- 
ing been grossly delinquentin his duty. We say, 
if he has offended, punish him; if he has not, dis- 
charge him from censure; but by no means ex- 
pose him to-popular suspicion, without an exami- 
nation. 

What more can be wanted than the House are 


in possession of? The Secretary of State says 
he has no farther documents; and he cannot be 
suspected of any design to smother the business, 
by the readiness with which the call of the House 
was complied with. He might have said he 
would send to the district of South Carolina, but 
instead of that, so earnest was he to give every 
possible information, that he trusted to newspaper 
publications, and this he tells you is all he has. 

hat more can be asked? After a discussion, if 
the evidence should be found insufficient, and 
more light was necessary on which to form a de- 
cision, Mr. R. then would agree to send anywhere 
for evidence; but until he was convinced of a want 
of such testimony, except the will of gentlemen 
could be complied with without delay, he should 
be compelled to vote against the motion. 

Mr. Nicwotson rose to correct what he con- 
sidered a mistake in the gentleman last up, (Mr. 
RurTLEDGE,) when he said that the Executive 
only was implicated in the resolutions; he con- 
ceived that the District Judge of South Carolina 
was implicated, and that the papers of that court 
were necessary to examine the conduct of that 
Judge. He read the resolution, and contended 
that his deduction was accurate. Mr. N. said he 
wanted to know whether the District Judge of 
South Carolina had committed this man for trial; 
this would appear or be disproved by the warrant. 

Mr. N. said, he could not believe the position 
laid down by a gentleman, (Mr. Dawa,) that it was 
utterly impossible that Jonathan Robbins should 
have been a citizen of the United States. It was 
worthy of notice that the notarial certificate, which 
the unfortunate man produced in court, was dated 
1795; the opposite authority, to wit, a copy of the 
books of the Hermione, appeared to state that 
Thomas Nash was transferred to that ship in 
1792. He wanted to know, authoritatively, whe- 
ther this certificate was produced to the court, for, 
if it was produced, it certainly went to prove that 
the copy of the books of the Hermione was erro- 
neous, because, if this man was in New York in 
1795, he could not have been on board British 
frigate in 1792, and have continued there until 
the time of the mutiny. 

That the President of the United States was 
not to be considered as the servant of that House, 
he was willing to admit, but he did think that the 
President might, with propriety, apply to the 
Judge of the district for the documents of the 
court; and he did not believe that the President 
would object to make the application. However, 
the object he presumed was to procure the papers, 
no matter from whom; that being the object, he 
hoped the mover of the resolution would with- 
draw it, in order to accommodate it more to the 
feelings of some members in the House, by adopt- 
ing something like the following: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be requested to procure, from the Clerk of 
the District Court of South Carolina, copies, under seal, 
of the proceedings of that court, together with the evi- 
dence produced in the case relative to the requisition 
for Thomas Nash, alias Jonathan ‘Robbins, who was 
delivered to His Britannic Majesty’s Consul. 
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Mr. Davis: withdrew his resolution, and Mr, 
Nicnotas moved the substitute; which was now 
before thë House. i 

Mr. Harrer moved a postponement of this res- 
olution to this day week. The object of. the res- 
olution which was: before the Committee of the 
Whole was two-fold—a charge on the President, 
and.a charge on the District Judge. ` So much as 
related to the President of the United States, it 
was manifest that the testimony called for by this 
resolution could have no effect whatever upon him, 
because: he left the whole to the Judge. The 
President went no further than to declare that if 
it should appear that the acts committed by this 
Man came within the purview of the British 
Treaty, the man ought to be delivered up conform- 
ably to that stipulation. 

It must be manifest that the testimony to be 
expected from South Carolina could have no pos- 
sible effect on- the part relating to the President, 
and, therefore, the House could proceed with that 
part of the resolution; but whether the Judge, in 
executing the duty. belonging to him, acted with 
propriety or not, might be more clear from the 
documents of that court. When the Judge enter- 
ed into the consideration of this subject, what 
questions were open to him? The principle was, 
whether the man was guilty of the piracy and 
murder’ charged to him or not; if this was 
proved, no further question could arise as to the 
propriety of delivering him up conformably to the 
requisition. 

The consequence of these papers being called 
for, had been stated to be much delay; it would 
operate so. Wasit not an established principle, 
Mr. H. asked, that a delay of justice amounted to 
a denial of justice. If you suffer this charge to 
hang over the head of your President for eight 
months, to no purpose, you inflict a severe punish- 
ment. A charge is here exhibited against the 
First Magistrate of the Union, which must be 
considered as the commencement of an impeach- 
ment; for, if gentlemen have any propriety of con- 
duct, this must operate as a foundation to im- 
peachment. This is to keep alive the idea of 
guilt—to hang up suspicion, as a party weapon, 
over the head of the Executive, until an opportu- 
nity shall offer to make use of it on a great ap- 
proaching oceasion; this, he thought was the 
main intention of the motion, and this conse- 
quence was inevitable. He believed the motion 
now before the House to be the same in principle 
as one yesterday negatived; it was an, effort to 
shrink from a charge, the object of which could 
better be answered by delay than examination. 

Mr. Nicnowas thought, with the gentleman last 
up, that if the only.inquiry was as to the conduct 
of the President, or if the inquiry was only to re- 
spect the Judge, the papers might be dispensed 
with ; but it was otherwise—the conduct of both 
was called forth to view by the resolutions, but 
how far the conduct of either may be reprehensi- 
ble, depended on the testimony which might ap- 
pear before the House. It was impossible to say 
what the President had done until the documents 
should be seen. If gentlemen refused the inquiry 


being made of the court in South Carolina, they, 
by that act, made the President answerable for 
every part of the facts, which. he believed they 
would not pretend to do. He really believed it 
extremely important to know what steps had been 
taken in this very serious business, to know whe- 
ther the man was in course for trial, and whether 
the President had acted in the hasty and prema- 
ture manner which was stated, in delivering him 
up. 
Mr. N. then proceeded to prove that the war- 
rant was important to be seen, because the intent 
for which the apprehension was made, was expli- 
citly incumbent‘on the Judge to record, together 
with the court where he was to be tried, agreea- 
bly to the provisions of the Judiciary act, and, 
therefore, this information could be attained by 
recurring to that record. A gentleman had thought 
the information could not be obtained from per- 
sons whom probably that information may crimi- 
nate. But were the House to decide upon infor- 
mation short. of truth, because the result may 
lead to crimination? ‘That is, they are to be ac- 
quitted without materials whereupon to acquit. 
As to the objection of gentlemen on account of 
the time it would take to procure the testimony, 
which they suppose would be so late that the case 
could not be acted upon during the present ses- 
sion, he believed it was not accurate. Mr. N. de- 
clared that it was far from his desire to postpone 
the subject; he wished it to go forward without 
delay, but not without all the facts before the 
House which were necessary. 

The House were told by a gentleman (Mr. 
MARSHALL) that it would be extremely improper 
to indulge a few gentlemen in their objections. 
Was the gentleman confident that there would be 
a majority of his opinion? A few, it must be re- 
membered, could make a decision, and, if so, the 
result of the opinion of those few might guide the 
question. Much had been said about the intro- 
duction of the motion, and the motives ascribed 
to the supporters of it, as though it was a planned 
object. Mr. N. denied having the least know- 
ledge of it till the motion was made, and, with re- 
spect to him, it could not be thought an attempt 
to carry into effect the motion yesterday made 

| for postponement, because he yesterday voted 
against that motion, and by no means could agree 
to postpone, but for an object which he now 
thought material—when the puis was to obtain 

| important information; and be ieving, as he did, 

| that it would not put off the decision beyond the 
power of the present session, he should consider 
himself justified in voting for the motion. À 

Mr. Gaurarin could not help observing the dis- 
position which gentlemen evinced of placing the 
opinions and sensations expressed by one gentle- 
man to the account of others. To take a fair view 
of the resolutions, what did they amount to? No- 
thing more than the deductions which one man 
had drawn from the Message sent to this House by 
the Executive: these deductions, in theform ofa re- 
solution, he had submitted to the consideration of 
the Committee of the Whole. . Now, except it 
could be proved that that gentleman had made all 
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the deductions of and acted for every gentleman, 
there could be no ground for saying that every 
gentleman would be satisfied, without the evidence 
which might be collected from the records of the 
District Court of South Carolina. Was any gen- 
tleman in the House bound to be satisfied, with 
the gentleman from New York, that all the facts 
necessary to be known werefurnished? Was every 
gentleman in the House bound to confine himself 
solely to the resolutions before the House? Cer- 
tainly not. It could not be denied that the evi- 
dence now required was essential to a full inves- 
tigation of the conduct of the Judge, who was the 
principal agent of the Executive in this case. 

He did not consider the question to be whether 
the resolution of the gentleman from New York 
required that evidence or not to support them, but 
whether, to come to a knowledge of the truth and 
the whole truth relative to the circumstance, it 
was not necessary. Although, Mr. G. observed, 
he could not at present perceive how far it was 
likely those documents might assist the decision of 
the House, yet he thought them proper to come 
before the House; it was very probable they would 
tend either to criminate more, or to extenuate, and 
perhaps to justify. 

With respect to the objection, on the ground of 
postponement, Mr. G. would observe that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from South Carolina proved 
that this was not the proper time to proceed in the 
discussion; the motion implied that gentleman’s 
acknowledgment of it, or he would rather have 
at once rejected the motion than moved its post- 
ponement for a week; he therefore presumed that 
gentleman saw the additional testimony necessary. 

[Mr. Harper explained his statement to be that 
the testimony to be expected, nor the postponement, 
could have any possible bearing on the part rela- 
ting to the President, and therefore that ought to 
be decided; but, as far as related to the Judge, evi- 
dence might be necessary. 

Taking this to be the mind of the gentleman, 
Mr, G. said, he did not know in what manner he 
could apply his argument to the motion. For him- 
self, he was ready to vote on the resolutions with- 
out more documents, but as other gentlemen were 
not, he should vote without them. He confessed 
he was the more earnest to do this, because, on the 
very threshold of the business, the gentleman was 
stopped while reading a paper he thought useful 
to bring forward. Gentlemen had now gotten up 
and declared themselves compelled to call for evi- 
dence which might substantiate a fact contained 
in that paper, which, though known to be true, was 
not stamped with that legal credit that was neces- 
sary. Let gentlemen then come forward at once 
and give this fact its legal importance, or prove its 
non-existence. 

Another fact stated, was, that the President had 
undertaken to discharge the man when the court 
had already assumed jurisdiction of the case. This 
it was possible to prove or disprove by the record 
of the court. That this record, agreeably to law, 
was to contain the name of the court before which 
the case was triable, and process upon which the 
man was arrested, he quoted the Judiciary act, 


Laws U. S., vol. 1, pages 72,73. He was, however, 
well satisfied, from the letter of the Judge and the 
nature of the case, that this man was committed 
for trial before a court of the United States, and 
what corroborated the opinion was that no power 
was given by our laws to hold a man in prison on 
any other ground. On the whole, Mr. G. said, as 
one fact had been and others might be contended, 
if produced, it would perhaps be the most expedi- 
tious, as it certainly would be the most satisfactory, 
method, to procureevery factauthentically attested, 
before the proceeding was had. 

Mr. H. Lez hoped thatthe gentleman from South 
Carolina would withdraw his motion. He would 
mention some reasons which would induce him 
to vote differently from gentlemen with whom he 
usually had the honor to vote. Considering this 
a question of very great importance, not only to 
the American people, and to the reputation of the 
House, but also to the highly respectable character 
presiding over our Government, he trusted the 
House would, in its whole process, be led by prin- 
ciples so fair and candid, as not to leave the least 
room for a charge of derogation from its own dig- 
nity or of the great subject it was discussing. 

He would vote for the motion calling for the 
papers, but he would do it with an expectation 
that it would not postpone the discussion of the 
business so far as related to the conduct of the Pre- 
sident of the United States. It appeared that the 
conduct of the President, as charged, was fully be- 
fore the House; there could be no difficulty there- 
fore to proceed on it; but, as far as respected the 
Judge, Mr. L. trusted the record of the court would 
be sent, for he thought it but fair to gratify gentle- 
men who considered there was any material evi- 
dence wanting. 

If the view of the gentleman was to postpone the 
whole of this business, until a return from South 
Carolina, he would ask the gentleman from New 
York and his friends, whether they could wish 
any means to be adopted more completely to effect 
the object of the resolutions than postponement ? 
Was I the high character, said Mr. L., to whom this 
resolution refers, I would infinitely -rather have 
the disapprobation of this House to the full extent 
which the censure goes, than to have the subject 
postponed, and be exposed to the conclusions and 
surmises of the world. I will not attribute the 
motives to gentlemen which the gentleman from 
South Carolina has expressed; I cannot think the 
member from New York wishes to suspend the 
decision of this House until that high character 
shall be before that tribunal which is to estimate 
his merits or demerits—for knowing that no baser 
motives can be cherished, I will not even suspect 
it of him; but, whatever may be the motives 
which may induce a postponement, it cannot fail 
of having that effect. He therefore wished to pro- 
ceed as it respected the President. 

Mr. Dana acknowledged his very high estimate 
of the opinion of the gentleman last up, but he 
could not agree with him at present. He did not 
think it would consist with general justice to delay 
the case for the time contemplated by the resolu- 
tion. He well knew that if the inquiry was not 
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made, gentlemen would talk. about liberality and 
about motives; but that he should. little: regard, 
being assured that his conduct would be guided 
by the strictest rules of legal propriety and justice. 
Mr. D. admitted that much propriety marked the 
conduct of the gentleman from. Maryland, (Mr. 
Nicuoison.) That gentleman weil knew that 
the Executive ought. not. to be called upon, and 
that the Speaker of the House.was the true me- 
dium by which evidence could be obtained for that 
House. But, as the argument was in favor of a 
complete investigation of the subject, Mr. D. could 
not help calling to the recollection of gentlemen 
a motion. (which was negatived) to put this pre- 
vious examination into the hands of a select com- 
mittee; but, for want of that very necessary mea- 
sure, gentlemen now found themselves in a disa- 
greeable situation for having accused these officers. 
They could not prosecute their accusation as.they 
wished, and therefore they would feign make fur- 
‘ther inquiry. He objected: further to it, because 
it. was unnecessary ; he did not believe the least 
good could spring from it. But it was extremely 
unreasonable, and highly unbecoming the. digni- 
fied character of grand inquisitors general, because 
there was no proof to make the charge appear, that 
they should suspend the business while gentlemen 
sought for proof which they ought to have known 
when the resolutions were proposed. They ought 
by. no means to have been brought upon slight 

rounds. Did the gentleman not know that pub- 
ic officers possessed reputation, and that. the pre- 
servation of that reputation was essential to pre- 
serve public confidence in them ?. He would not 
stretch a man on the bed of torture, for time 
unknown, while he searched for proof of a sup- 
posed crime. Sir said Mr. D., by this treatment 
you chain your publie officers to a rock for tbis 
spirit of patriotism, like a vulture, to prey on their 
hearts. This is conduct I abhor, and therefore 
cannot, for my part, indulge in it. 

Sir, they have brought this charge; we are will- 
ing to meet it; we are willing to give full weight 
toit, Weare not disposed to vindicate the Exe- 
cutive, nor any other public officer, if doing wrong ; 
but it is because we respect honest men, in public 
stations, that we are prepared to hear what the 
tongue of accusation can produce. We are un- 
willing to leave them exposed to calumny, (as they 
must be, if unheard and unjustified,) except it be 
by clamor which a suspicion must inevitably raise. 

Mr. Varnum would vote for the resolution pro- 
posed; he thought it was doubtful whether the 
President had acted with propriety or not; but he 
believed if there had been any incidental impro- 
priety of conduct, it was never done with an evil 
design, nor with a view to interfere with any other 
department of the Government; but crriainly, to 
deny this evidence, which several gentlemen had 
stated to be necessary to assist them in making up 
their minds, would stampa censure on the con- 
duct of those officers as great as that contained in 
the resolution. He thought the gentleman from 
New York had.a right to bring the subject to the 
view of the House. If he saw any proceeding 
which to him appeared dangerous, it was his duty 


to commence an investigation. No man ought to 
flinch from what he thought right. The only 
way to give public satisfaction, in a matter that 
had so much engaged public attention, was to give 
all the evidence which could be procured, and let 
the matter be investigated to the bottom ; and, most 
assuredly, thé only way effectually to clear the 
characters implicated, if they were innocent, was to 
leave no: doubt as to the desire of the House to 
scrutinize their conduct. But, certainly, the very 
great reluctance which gentlemen showed to pro- 
cure all the evidence, and, after all, their denial of 
it, must leave a suspicion bordering much on guilt. 
Mr. Bayarp rose, in answer to Mr. GALLATIN 
and others, and observed, that, with respect to Nash 
calling himself an American. citizen before that 
court, (an object which it was desired to prove by 
this call for evidence,).they were asked to admit 
the fact. -Mr. B. asked, would those gentlemen 
admit that Nash was guilty of the dreadful’ mur- 
ders committed on board the British frigate? 
Would they admit that he falsely made the claim ?: 
However, he had no disposition to rest on that 
point. Another fact, however, which it was re- 
quired to admit was as to the jurisdiction of the 
court of the United States upon the case. Mr. B. 
denied this, and repeated the former arguments in 
proof of his opinion. He insisted that the whole 
arrest. and proceeding was had at the instance of 
the British Consul and Minister, in proof of which 
he quoted their letters. The record, he said, could 
not possibly dispense any light to this fact; the 
record would only give the warrant and some of 
the depositions first taken before the Judge; but 
as to the court being designated where the case 
was to be tried, he contended that it was not usual 
to insert itin the warrant—he never saw one so 
drawn. It was possible that Nash was commit- 
ted with a view to be delivered up to the British, 
before the letter was received by the Judge from 
the President; and it was very reasonable that the 
whole previous business was at the instigation of 
the British agent, but it was impossible to prove 
that jurisdiction had attached before the letter di- 
recting the delivery to be made was received. 
Mr. Jones said, that finding himself, from the 
vote he was about to give, implicated in the charge 
made by the gentleman from Delaware, (Mr. Bay- 
arp,) that gentlemen who were yesterday ashamed 
to vote for the proposition to discharge the Com- 
mittee from further consideration of the subject, 
in general and express terms, because it would 
imply a distrust of the sufficiency of the ground 
on which to support the principles of the resolu- 
tions, were now disposed to effect the same object 
by a decision which would, in fact, go to evade the 
question during the present session, he felt himself. 
impelled, by a respéct for his own conduct, to ex- 
plain the motives which would govern his vote on 
the present question. He considered the case which 
had been called into view by the proposition of the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Livinesron,) as 
one that involved in it the dearest interests and 
deepest concerns of the people of the United States. 
The gentleman from Delaware (Mr. Bayard) and 
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Dana) had 
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indulged themselves in the most violent invee- 
tives and unnecessary abuse against the unfortu- 
nate, the obscure, and insignificant character, now 
dead, who was the subject of this proposition. On 
this topic they had exercised all their powers of 
passionate declamation. If this was a grateful 
theme for the employment of their talents, he did 
not envy them the enjoyment of it. How that 
kind of argument would apply to the question, he 
left to the House to determine. 

For his part Mr. J. said, he deemed it. totally 
immaterial whether the man was, as they had de- 
clared, an Irishman or not; whether he was a 
Turk, a Hottentot, or a native-born American, 
if he claimed to be an American citizen, and pro- 
duced a certificate in due form, under the signa- 
ture of a proper officer, of his citizenship, and that 
claim was slighted by the Judge, or declared im- 


material, and the fact not inquired into of his being | 


a citizen, then he conceived the safety of the cit- 
izens of America, to be equally put in jeopardy, 
as if the man had been born and raised in Charles- 
ton, in the circle of the Judge’s own acquaintance. 
If, he asked, a dagger aimed at my breast by an 
assassin in the dark, should by mistake or impetu- 
osity pierce the bosom of another, would not the 
discovery of such an attempt awaken alarm, and 
demand a precaution for my future safety? Cer- 
tainly it would. Soin this case, if this man claim- 
ed to be a citizen and wore about him the legal 
voucher of that claim, and if he was told in the 
presence of American citizens, “it is of no impor- 
tance whether you are, or are not a citizen, that 
is a point. of no concern in the case,” notwith- 
standing it may afterwards be found he was no cit- 
izen, yet would it equally involve the safety of 
every true citizen who might fall into similar cir- 
cumstances. We may congratulate ourselves 
that it has not fallen ona fellow-citizen, but we 
ought still to improve the lesson this case has pre- 
sented. Mr. J. hoped that it would be improved, 
and that, at least, legislative provisions would be 
made to prevent this decision from operating ona 
citizen, if such a case should occur in future. 
This man was a citizen to all intents and purposes, 
so far as respects the precedent, if he claimed that 
right and produced a voucher to testify it, and was 
entitled to all the privileges of a citizen until his 
claim and certificate had been formally proven 
to be false. Mr. J. said, to ascertain with certain- 
ty whether this claim was put in, and how it 
was treated, it certainly was necessary to pro- 
cure authentic copies of the record and proceedings 
in the case, from the court, and every ray of evi- 
dence that could be obtained; nothing could be 
more essential in deciding on the conduct of the 
Judge than to have an authentic account of the 
proceedings. Gentlemen seemed extremely anx- 
lous to have the question decided early, on account 
of the censure hanging over the Executive by con- 
tinuing the business on the table. It is true, said 
Mr. J., the papers now called for. were not neces- 
sary to determine on that part of the resolution 
which charges the Executive with interfering 
with the Judiciary; on this point no further evi- 
dence was wanted, that was an abstract question 


and might be so decided; but there was a proba- 
bility that the evidence to be obtained from the 
courts in Charleston might be material as to 
another charge or implication against the Presi- 
dent. Ifitshould by any means be proved, that 
the President was informed of, or knew the man 
had. claimed to be a citizen, then he was surely 
as much to blame in not making the distinction 
as the Judge; it was possible this might appear 
from some of the proceedings or papers béfore the 
court. 

Gentlemen were sensibly affected for the Presi- 
dent’s feelings in this case, and if he is blameless 
this tenderness was proper, but for his part he con- 
sidered the case of the Judge as equally and more 
delicate than that of the President. The situa- 
tion of a Judge, determining on the life of his fel- 
low creature, was, he thought, the most important 
and responsible duty mankind could impose on 
any one; of course to censure a Judge for any deci- 
sion that could affect life, was a severe. infliction, 
and in doing it every possible proofand sight ought 
tobe had. It was said that by the delay which 
this vote would cause, if carried, the President 
would be hung up in odious effigy to the people at 
large. Mr. J. said he could not conceive how a 
disposition of the House to receive every light, 
and go into as ample an investigation as possible, 
would have that effect; he believed a contrary 
conduct would be more likely to render the conduct 
of the President suspiciousand censurable. What 
effect would a mere vote of approbation have in 
this case, after refusing to permit testimony to be 
brought forward which was thought material? It 
would seem as if the friends of the Executive were 
afraid to let the matter be clearly sifted, and wish- 
ed to avoid everything that could throw light on 
the subject. What value ought to be put.on ap- 
plause obtained in such a way? He believed the 
President would disdain the approbation of the 
House on such terms; to make his exculpation 
grateful to-himself and satisfactory to the nation, 
nothing ought to be suppressed, everything should 
be produced that related to the subject. 

The gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. Dana,) 
who is always so tenderly concerned for the char- 
acter and dignity of this House, and so frequently 
complains of other gentlemen committing that 
dignity and respect by their conduct and opinions, 
has, on all occasions, when he has addressed the 
House, in his style and manner, manifested the 
most unlimited confidence in the talents and pene- 
tration of one member of the House; but what 
kind of respect he had discovered for every other 
gentleman in it, he appealed to the observation of 
gentlemen generally to determine. 

Some gentlemen had indulged themselves in 
attributing to the mover and friends of this propo- 
sition, unworthy motives; he had on many occa- 
sions observed that those gentlemen were partial 
to that kind of debate; he could not see the use 
or advantage of such conduct; he thought it very 
unbecoming any gentleman in this body. There 
was, however, one motive which these gentlemen 
had not attributed to him or those with whom he 
usually acted in the House, they could not insin- 
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uate nor pretend that their conduct was designed 
to throw themselves within the benign beams of 
Executive: patronage. Mr. J. saidhe would. not 
so far conform to a practice-which he condemned 
as to designate what gentlemen would bear an in- 
sinuation of that kind, it was not necessary to`point 
them out. He could perceive no other object which 
could induce gentlemen to declaim so frequently 
and earnestly on those unpleasant topics. 

The question was then taken on the motion 
of Mr. Harper, to postpone the consideration of 
the motion of Mr. Nicxouson, for a call of the re- 
cord of the District-Court of South Carolina, for 
pee week, and negatived—yeas, 32 nays 63, as fol- 

ows: 

Yras—Bailey Bartlett; James A. Bayard, John Bird, 
John Brown, Samuel-J. Cabell, Christopher G. Cham- 
plin, William Cooper, Franklin Davenport, John Den- 
nis, Thomas Evans, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Good- 
rich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, Robert. Good- 
loe Harper, Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, 
Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, Harrison G. Otis, 
Robert. Page, Thomas Pinckney, Leven Powell, John 
Reed, John Rutledge, jt., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, 
William Shepard, George Thatcher, John Chew Thom- 
as, Peleg Wadsworth, and Lemuel’ Williams. 

Nays— Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Phanuel Bishop, Jonathan Brace, Robert Brown, 
Matthew Clay, John Condit, William Craik, Samuel 
W. Dana, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Joseph Eg- 
gleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Abiel Foster, Dwight Fos- 
ter, John Fowler, Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, 
Henty Glen, Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew 
Gregg, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, David 
Holmes, Benjamin Huger, George Jackson, James 
Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Michael 
Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Edward Livingston, 
Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, 
Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, Josiah Parker, 
John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sum- 
ter, Benjamin Taliaferro, Richard Thomas, John Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Joseph B. Varnum, Robert Wain, Robert Williams, and 
Henry Woods. 

The question then recurred upon adopting the 
resolutions. PAAR 

Mr. MarsnaLL spoke at length against it. He 
contended there was no prospect of coming toa 
decision of the original question this session, if this 
were adopted; and asked if the character of the 
President of the United States ought to be held up 
in the suspicious. view in which the resolution 
placed it, until the next session of Congress? He 
hoped not. It seemed to him that a postponement 
amounted to a declaration to the people of America 
that there was much cause for suspicion, and that 
additional evidences were wanted to substantiate it. 


Mr. Nicuoxas replied to Mr. M., and contended 
that the whole truth of the case was to come out 
of the additional testimony now asked for. 

An adjournment was then called for, and nega- 
tived—yeas 30. f , 

Mr. RanpoLru spoke in favor of the resolution, 
and in answer to Mr. MARSHALL. 

The question was then taken that the House do 


6th Con. —19 


agree to the motion first proposed, and passed in 
the negative—yeas 44, nays 57, as follows: 


Yzas~-Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, John Condit, Thomas T. Da- 
vis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, 
Lucas: Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Sam- 
uel Goode, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, David 
Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, 
Henry Lee, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Edward 
Livingston, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Randolph, John 
Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, 
David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip 
on Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Wil- 
iams. 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jolin Bird, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Chris- 
topher G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, 
Samuel W. Dana, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, William 
Gordon, Edwin Gray, Roger Griswold, William Barry 
Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, 
William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, Silas Lee, Samuel 
Lyman, James Linn, John Marshall, Abraham Nott, 
Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas 
Pinckney, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, 
jr, Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shepard, 
George Thatcher, John C. Thomas, Richard Thomas, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, 
and Henry Woods. 


And then the House adjourned. 


Fripay, February 28. 


Mr. Harper moved a postponement of the or- 
der of the day on the business of Jonathan Rob- 
bins, until Monday. He did not conceive much 
progress would be made this day, and as there was 
much private business on hand it could not be 
gone through with. If the business be taken up 
on Monday it can be regularly gone through with 
without intermission. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee on 
the report of the Committee of Claims on the pe- 
tition of Campbell Smith, which was, that he 
should receive allowance as Advocate General 
and Judge Marshal while filling those capacities 
in the Western Army. The resolution to that 
effect was agreed to, and the Committee of Claims 
directed to report a bill accordingly. 

Mr. WaLn presented a memorial from the 
Health Office in Philadelphia, stating that, in 
consequence of the plague having raged in Mo- 
rocco, Great Britain had enacted very strict 
quarantine laws, but although the port of Phila- 
delphia might be watched by all the vigilance in 
the power of the Health Office, there was no gene- 
ral law to keep that most dreadful scourge of the 
human race from being introduced into some ports 
of the United States. They prayed the attention 
of Congress thereto. 

Referred to the Committee of Commerce. 
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ADMISSION OF STRANGERS. 


The subject of the admission of strangers with- 
out the bar, on the floor of the House, was intro- 
duced by the SPEAKER. He said it would be very 
pleasing to him that some specific order should be 
taken thereupon by the House, since a variety of 
inconveniences attended the present mode as well 
as the former. 

Mr. Davis then moved, that during the present 
question, (Message of the President, &c.,) the 
present order relative to the admission of strangers 
be suspended, and that any persons introduced by 
members should be admitted without the bar. 

Mr. Harper moved, that the words, “during 
the present session,” be struck out, which was 
agreed to—38 to 26. 

The question on the resolution was taken and 
negatived—48 to 33. 

On Mr. Ranvoupn’s wishing to know what was 
the present order, Mr. Speaker explained it to be, 
that no person be admitted without the bar,on the 
floor of the House, except public characters, and 
such as are admitted by the special order of the 
SPEAKER. 

Mr. Ranporru then moved for the exclusion of 
strangers from that part of the House altogether, 
for which he mentioned several reasons. 

This motion was negatived, without a division. 

LANDS FOR MILITARY SERVICES. 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that they insisted on their 
amendments, which were disagreed to by the 
House, and on which conferees were appointed, 
to the bill respecting the grant of lands for mili- 
tary services. 


Mr. Harrison, one of the conferees on the part- 


of the House, afterwards reported that the con- 
ferees had agreed to recommend to the respective 
Houses a resolution, the import of which was, 
that the House should recede from their disagree- 
ment with the amendments proposed by the Sen- 
ate, and agree to certain amendments proposed by 
the conferees. 

The report was concurred in by the House. 

A message was afterwards received from the 
Senate notifying that they had receded from their 
amendments, and adopted those reported by the 
conferees. 

SUNDRY BILLS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee on 
the bill for the relief of Thomas Arnold, which 
was agreed to, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading on Monday. 

The House also resolved itself into Committee 
on the report of the select committee on the peti- 
tion of John Mountjoy. Some difficulty appearing, 
the Committee rose, and obtained leave to sit again. 

The House also resolved itself into Committee 
on the report of the select committee on the peti- 
tion of Isaac Zane. The committee had reported 
a resolution for allowing the land prayed for, and 
an amendment was added to introduce a proviso, 
that it did not come within the military lands. 
The report was agreed to, and the Committee in- 
structed to report a bill accordingly. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to establish a General 
Stamp Office; and, after some time spent therein, 
the Committee rose and reported several amend- 
ments thereto; which were severally twice read, 
and agreed to by the House. 

The said bill was then further amended at the 
Clerk’s table, and, together with the amendments, 
ordered to be engrossed, and read the third time 
on Monday next. ; 

Ordered, That the Committee to whom was 
referred the Message of the President of the 
United States, relative to the Mint, have leave to 
report thereon by bill or bills, or otherwise. 


REPORT ON THE LOAN. 


The House then went into Committee on the 
report of the Committee of Ways and Means on 
the subject of a loan. The report was read, as 
follows: 


The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was 
referred the estimates for the public service during the 
present year, having taken them into consideration, 
and obtained from the different Departments such fur- 
ther information as they deemed necessary, beg leave 
to submit to the consideration of the House the follow- 
ing report on that subject: 

The committee thought it proper, before they enter- 
ed into the subject referred to them, to obtain from the 
Treasury Department a detailed estimate of the reve- 
nue and expenditure of the present year, according to 
existing laws. For this purpose was written to the 
Secretary of the Treasury the letter, of which a copy, 
(No. 1,) together with his answer, (No. 2,) and the 
estimate requested, (No. 3,) is subjoined to this report. 

From this estimate it appears that the whole sum re- 
quired for the public service, during the present year, 
including the interest and reimbursement of the public 
debt of every description, the civil list, army and navy, 
and every incidental charge, amounts to fifteen mil- 
lions three hundred and ninety-three thousand and 
thirty-four dollars and eleven cents. But this sum in- 
cludes the whole army estimate, which was founded on 
the supposition that the twelve regiments of infantry 
and six troops of horse, composing the additional army, 
would be immediately completed. The act, however, 
for suspending further enlistments, having passed one 
branch of the Legislature, the committee thought it 
proper to ascertain, as nearly as possible, what reduc- 
tion in the expense of the army would result from this 
bill, should it pass into alaw. For this purpose they 
wrote a letter to the Secretary of War, a copy of which, 
(No. 4,) with his answer, (No. 5,) and an estimate of 
the reduction in question, (No. 6,) they have annexed 
to this report. From this paper it appears that the re- 
duction may be calculated at about one million of dol- 
lars; which, as the bill has now passed into a law, must 
be deducted from the former estimate of fifteen millions 
three hundred and ninety-three thousand and thirty- 
four dollars and eleven cents, and will leave a balance 
of fourteen millions three hundred and ninety-three 
thousand and thirty-four dollars and eleven cents, for 
the expenses of the year. 

From this balance, however, the committee are of 
opinion that a further deduction of six hundred thou- 
sand dollars ought to be made. This sum is added to 
the navy estimate as a further appropriation during the 
present year, for the building of the six 74’s. But the 
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committee, entertaining doubts whether it would be for 

` the benefit of the public to- press. the building of those 
ships so fast as to require this further appropriation, 
since they must in that case be built of timber far from 
sufficiently seasoned, wrote to the Secretary of the Navy 
requesting his opinion on this point. - A copy of their 
letter, (No. 7,) together with his answer, (No..8,) is 
hereunto subjoined. This answer, to which the com- 
mittee beg leave to direct the attention of the House, 
furnishes, in their opinion, very sufficient reasons for 
avoiding that degree of expedition in building the 74’s, 
which would. require’ the further appropriation of six 
hundred ‘thousand dollars... And they therefore think 
it proper to deduct that sum also from the general es- 
timates of expenditure for the year, which will reduce 
that expenditure to the sum of thirteen millions seven 
hundred and ninety-three thousand and thirty-four dol- 
lars- and eleven. cents. 


The whole estimated-amount of revenue to meet, this 
expenditure is nine millions three hundred and one 
thousand two hundred and fifty-eight dollars and fifty- 
one cents, as detailed in the statement (No. 3) furnish- 
ed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and above alluded 
to; which sum being deducted from the sum of thirteen 
millions seven hundred and ninety-three thousand and 
thirty-four. dollars and eleven. cénts, which has been 
stated as the amount of expenditure, it leaves a balance 
of four millions four hundred.and ninety-one thousand 
seven hundred and seventy-five dollars and sixty-one 
cents. 

The Government, however, possesses funds to cover 
this balance in part. From the above-mentioned state- 
ment (No. 3) it appears that on the thirty-first of De- 
cember, one thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine, 
there remained in the Treasury an unexpended balance 
of the last year’s supplies, amounting to two millions 
one hundred and fifty thousand three hundred and se- 
venty-seven dollars and ten cents. A considerable part 


of this sum has since been paid, or will be required for | 


the discharge of contracts remaining due for the service 
of last year. It is not easy to ascertain with precision 

` what portion of this balance will remain, after satisfy- 
ing all demands of this description, to be applied to the 
service of the present year; but the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in his above-mentioned statement, (No. 3) 
estimates it at one million of dollars—an estimate which 
the committee have no reason for considering as too 
high.. They therefore place this sum to the credit of 
the Government, which reduces the balance to be pro- 
vided for by the loan to three millions four hundred and 
ninety-orle thousand seven hundred and seventy-five 
dollars and sixty-one cents—say three millions five 
hundred thousand dollars. 

In proposing a loan to the House, the committee 
wish to call its attention to the propriety of providing, 
at the same time, permanent revenues, equal to the 
interest of the debt to be incurred; and of making 
provision, also, for the gradual and timely extinguish- 
ment of the principal—a policy which, in their opinion, 
ought to be invariably adhered to, as the only means of 
avoiding that constant accumulation of debt which is 
the great evil of the funding system. The committec 
have turned their attention to this interesting part of 
the subject, and have little doubt of being able to pro- 
pose such measures to the House as, without materi- 
ally increasing the public burdens, will add to the pre- 
sent revenues a sum adequate to the accomplishment 
of so desirable an object. Butas they are not yet pos- 
sessed of all the information necessary for maturing 


their plan, they reserve it for the subject of a further 
report. 

In the mean time, they beg leave to present, for the. 
consideration of the House, the following resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to borrow, for the service of 
the present year, a sum not exceeding three millions 
five hundred thousand dollars, upon such terms and 
conditions as he shall judge most advantageous for the 
United States: Provided, That no contract or engage- 
ment shall be entered into which shall preclude. the 
United States from reimbursing any sum or sums bor- 
rowed at any time after the expiration of fifteen years 
from the date of such loan. . 

The resolution was agreed to,and when taken 
up in the House, a bill was ordered to be prepared 
and reported conformably thereto by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

A motion was made to adjourn till Monday, but 
on Mr. Harnison’s mentioning to the House the 
absolute necessity there was of receiving the report 
of the Committee of Enrollment on the bill re- 
specting military lands, which must pass to-mor- 
row, or the warrants would be located, by the old 
law, on Monday, the motion was withdrawn, and 
the House adjourned till to-morrow. 


SATURDAY, March 1. 


Mr. Parker, from the select committee appoint- 
ed for the purpose, having obtained leave, reported 
a bill for the government of the Marine Corps 
while on shore; which was read a first and second 
time, committed to a Committee of the whole 
House,.and made the order of the day for Thurs- 
day next. 


Monpay, March 3. 


An engrossed bill, entitled “ An act for the re- 
lief of Thomas Arnold,” was read and passed. 

An engrossed bill, entitled “ An act to establish 
a general Stamp Office,” was also read and passed. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means reported a bill to enable the President of 
the United States to borrow money for the pub- 
lic service; which was twice read and committed 
to the whole House. 

Mr. PARKER from the Naval Committee, report- 
ed a bill for the better government of the Navy of 
the United States, and for repealing the law on 
the same subject, passed the second of March, 1799, 
which was twice read and committed to the whole 
House. 

Mr. D. Foster reported a bill, from the Commit- 
tee of Claims, for the relief of Campbell Smith; 
which was twice read, and referred to a Commit- 
tee of the whole House. 

The Spraxer laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting two 
statements; one exhibiting the value or quantities 
of the goods, wares, and merchandise, im ported into 
the United States, in ships or vessels of the Uni- 
ted States, for one year, prior to the first of Octo- 
ber. one thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight 
and the other, exhibiting, in like manner, the im- 
portations in ships or vessels of foreign nations 
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during the same period; which were read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


LAKE SUPERIOR LANDS. 


Mr. Coopmr observed that a navy was consid- 
ered an object of great importance, as was also 
our extended commerce, and neither of these could 
be carried on to any profit without a very liberal 
use of copper. That article could not be purchas- 
ed at present at less than half a dollar a pound, but 
by attention to an object which was within ourown 
power it might be hadat avery low price. From 
these considerations he laid on the table the fol- 
lowing resolution : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to bring in 
a bill authorizing the President of the United States to 
appoint an agent to purchase of the Indians that tract of 
land on the south side of Lake Superior, which shall in- 
clude the great copper bed. 

Mr. C. said, as this invaluable copper mine was 
well known by individuals, it no doubt would soon 
become an object of speculation, but wishing to 
make it of public utility,as it must become if pur- 
chased, he hoped the proposition would be adopted. 


DIVISION OF NORTHWEST TERRITORY. 


Mr. Cratx, from the committee to whom were 
referred to consider whether any alteration is ne- 
cessary in the judicial establishment of the Terri- 
tory Northwest of the Ohio, and also as to the 
expediency of dividing the said Territory into two 
distinct governments, reported the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the Ohio ought to be divided into two 
distinct and separate governments, divided by a line 
beginning at the great Miami river, and thence running 
north until it intersects the boundary line between the 
United States and Canada. 

Referred to the Committee of the whole House. 

JONATHAN ROBBINS. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Message of the President 
respecting Jonathan Robbins, when Mr. Livines- 
von spoke about three hours in support of the re- 
solutions he some time since submitted to the 
House on that subject. 

Mr. Bayard was proceeding to follow Mr. L. 
when a member moved the Committee to rise and 
ask leave to sit agais. Mr. B. objected: he said 
he was prepared to proceed if the House would 
have patience at that late hour to hear him. Se- 
veral members expressed a desire that he might 
re which he was doing, when the SPEAKER 

oped the gentleman would give way to a motion 
for the Committee to rise: he had no doubt of his 
friend being prepared for the discussion, but from 
the length the answer must necessarily take, the 
House certainly would be fatigued much before 
he would conclude. The motion was made and 
carried. 

During Mr. Livinesron’s observations he in- 
troduced a copy of the record of the Circuit Court 
in New Jersey, where three men were tried and 
acquitted on a charge of piracy, and one of them 
for murder, on board of the same frigate and at 


the same time. This record, on motion of Mr. 
RurTLEDGE, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NicHo.as, not being able to account to-his - 
satisfaction for the obvious change of conduct in 
our Executive in this recited instance and the one 
now under the consideration of the House (though 
precisely the same in facts) any other way than 
by supposing that a correspondence on the subject 
had occurred between the Executive of the Uni- 
ted States and the British Government; though 
he expressed himself to be extremely unwilling, 
yet he thought it his duty to move that the Presi- 
dent be requested to furnish it to the House. 

An adjournment was immediately called and 
carried. 


Tusspay, March 4. 


Mr. O7tsin behalf of the Committee of Defence, 
having first obtained leave, reported a bill from the 
committee to fix the compensation of the Paymas- 
ter General, and the Assistant to the Adjutant 
General, which was referred to a Committee of the 
whole House, j 


CASE OF JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


Mr. GaLLaTIN presented to the House the fol- 
lowing resolution : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, be 
requested to cause to be laid before this House, copies 
of any requisition or application that may have been 
made by any foreign Minister, Consul, or Agent, for or 
concerning the delivery of William Brigstock, alias John 
Johnson, of John Evans, alias Michael Campbell, or of 
Joannes Williams, alias Joannes Williamson, who were 
tried in the Circuit Court of the United States, New 
Jersey district, on the charge of piracy committed on 
board the British frigate Hermione ; and, also, copies ot 
any communications to and from any of the Executive 
Departments, and of any papers in the possession of 
either of the said departments, on the subject of the 
commitment, trial, discharge, or delivery, of either. of 
them. 

[Mr. Nicuo.as, yesterday, just before the rising 
of the House, mentioned the necessity of this in- 
quiry, but the House adjourned before a motion 
was made to that effect.] 

Some debate took place as to the disposal of this 
motion. 7 

Mr. Bayarp hoped the resolution would follow 
the usual course, and lie on the table for a day. 
If the idea was to connect the case with that of 
Nash, or to bring more evidence to the present 
case, he thought it must fail of its object. It was 
impossible, he said, that the decision on that case 
could be the least guide to the House in the pres- 
ent, as it was a very distinct trial, and therefore 
he hoped it would lie. 

Mr. Livinesron hoped the resolution would lie on 
the table till another day, and for this plain reason. 
What were the House to do in the meantime ? 
He believed it perfectly connected with the busi- 
ness which now occupied the House, and, there- 
fore, if it was the desire of the House to proceed; 
that they had better dispose of this resolution im- 
mediately. But the gentleman from Delaware 
had intimated that it could bring no new evidence 
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respecting the case now before the House, because 
it was a case quite distinct from it. .'To-he sure, 
Mr. L. said, it would operate for the benefit of the 
gentleman’s argument if he could make the House 
believe so; but Mr. L. thought they were clearly 
the same, except it was in men, in place of trial, 
and.in Judges who tried them. Both were for 
precisely the same act, and committed at the same 
time. It would be remarked in the warrant that 
it appeared these men were committed under the 
Treaty with Great Britain; and therefore it was 
more than probable that it-was in consequence of 
application from some British agent to the Execu- 
tive they were apprehended. How could the gen- 
tleman say it could give no new light? Was it 
possible that the conduct of the Executive in the 
case of Brigstock and others, in New Jersey, could 
afford no new light to the conduct of the same 
Executive, in the very same case, on the trial of 
Thomas Nash? Mr. L. said. he knew nothing of 
what passed. between the Executive and others; 
but suppose it should appear, if the House obtain 
possession of the communication, that application 
had. been made before. the trial, by some British 
agent, for the delivery up of all or either of these 
men, and the answer of the President had been 
that it was a judicial point, and therefore he did 
not choose to meddle with it? Certainly the gen- 
tleman would not say that this case had nothing 
to do with the present, in which such an extraor- 
dinary change of conduct had been evinced. If 
this result could arise (which it was impossible to 
deny) gentlemen ought to yield to the wishes of 
others. The plea could not now be that they 
would have to send. to South Carolina for what 
was asked, because this information might be pro- 
cured in a few hours; and, certainly, to obtain what 
‘was deemed so important, a small delay might 
well be borne. 

A gentleman had said/it ought to have been 
brought forward at an earlier period. How was 
this possible? Mr. L. said that he did not receive 
the record of the New Jersey case till just before 
the House met yesterday; he then made use of 
it in the discussion, and it was not till just at the 
rising of the House that any gentleman could 
make use of it, and then a gentleman did propose 
something of the kind. It was a plain inference 
to be drawn that some communication did occur 
witha foreign agent, and some answer must have 
been given; the Executive no doubt did act on 
the subject—he also acted in this case. It was 
therefore very proper for the House to be informed 
how he acted. 

Mr. Rurepes trusted that the difficulties gen- 
tlemen had to encounter in their present precipi- 
tate way of acting would prevent them bring- 
ing forward any crimination of so great a charac- 
ter in future without being better prepared to sub- 
stantiateit. Mr. R. said that he had no objection 
to call for all the intormation that could conve- 
niently be had previous to the debate commencing, 
put to do it afterwards was most extraordinary 
indeed! If these proceedings were to prevail, it 
would be impossible to say when a vote would be 
taken. Gentlemen, now they have entered into the 


business, find that facts will not bear them out; 
they find they cannot substantiate what they 
would prove. ` One calls for this, another for that, 
and there would be no end to their calling. He 
wished for all possible elucidation of the subject 
as long as it could be proper, but after going into 
the argument, it was extremely improper. 

Bat, Mr. R. asked, what had this case to do 
with the business of Nash? The gentleman sup- 
posed that it was considered by the Executive as 
a case within the judicial cognizance, and there- 
fore he refused to act in it. Suppuse it was so; 
and suppose the Executive afterwards changed his 


-opinion—what he might consider an erroneous 


opinion? The object of this motion he believed to 
be to delay and finally to postpone the decision, 
but he hoped the House would not now agree to 
delay the business. 

If the gentleman should hereafter think proper 
to promote an impeachment upon the proceedings 
in the case of Brigstock and others, and on that 
ground should ask for the papers relative thereto, 
he should have no objection to an acquiescence; 
but as this was an entirely independent case, he 
could see no necessity of yielding to the solicita- 
tions of gentlemen at present. 

Mr. GALLATIN said, as to the late period of in- 
troducing the resolution, it must be clear that it 
was out of his power to propose it till the time he 
offered it to the House, because the facts which 
gave rise to it were not produced until yesterday ; 
and as to the objects for it, the gentleman last up 
was quite mistaken. A gentleman had said that 
it was a last effort, in order to support charges 
against the President of the United States. As to 
what would be the effect of these papers if they 
should be sent, Mr. G. could not tell. He did not 
know that such papers existed at all, but the in- 
ference the gentleman had drawn was upon a pre- 
sumption that they would criminate the Presi- 
dent: this Mr. G. did not know was the fact; he 
knew nothing about them, they might criminate, 
or they might havea very contrary effect. The 
gentleman was extremely mistaken if it was his 
idea that other gentlemen were determined at all 
events to discover a charge; he only wished an 
investigation of the truth, and let that truth as 
well as the law dictate the proper measures to be 
used. 

The affair having been brought before the 
House, he would say it was their duty to obtain 
all possible information, whether in favor of, or 
against the President; with this view he made the 
motion. Contrary to the opinion expressed by the 
gentleman last up, he must consider this case ex- 
tremely similar, and he believed the most minute 
serutiny could not distinguish between them. 
There was this difference, however, so far as the 
House had knowledge of at present: in one there 
was a requisition made; in the other there possi- 
bly was not; but whether so or not he wished to 
be satisfied, as well as to the ground for which a re- 
quisition was made and refused. There had been 
no law passed since the New Jersey case occurred 
to carry this 27th article of the treaty into effect, 
aad therefore the proceedings in every case ought 
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to have been precisely the same; but not having 
been so, Mr. G. said he wished to know on what 
rule or law the President had acted. 

Much had been said as to the claim of Thomas 
Nash to citizenship. How far the President acted 
in that case with regard to citizenship would be 
seen; but there was one remarkable fact as to the 
New Jersey case. One of the men, named Brig- 
stock, it appeared was indicted on three different 
charges; two of them were for piracy, and were 
much alike; the other was for murder; for the 
two first he was tried and acquitted, but for the 
last, a nolle prosequi was left: one remarkable 
difference was in the last indictment from the 
two others; in that he was represented as being 
a citizen of the United States. He thought it 
was very probable the nolle prosequt was ordered 
by the President because the man was a citizen 
of the United States ; the opinion of the President 
on that case Mr. G. thought would tend much to 
elucidate his conduct with respect to Nash’s case. 

The question was then taken on the considera- 
tion of the resolution, and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 46, nays 54, as follows: 

Yzas-— Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, John Condit, Thomas T. 
Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, John Fowler, 
Albert Gallatin, Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew 
Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, Archibald 
Henderson, David Holmes, George Jackson, James 
Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, 
Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlen- 
berg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nichol- 
son, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David 
Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Chris- 
topher G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, 
Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Daven- 
port, John Dennis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Wil- 
liam Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Har- 
per, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, James 
Linn, John Marshall, Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, 
Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas 
Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., 
Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shepard, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg 
Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and 
Henry Woods. 

And then the House adjourned. 


Wenpnespay, March 5. 

Mr. Harrison, from the committee appointed 
for that purpose, reported a bill for the relief of 
Isaac Zane; which was twice read, and referred 
to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Spaicut proposed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and what, alterations are necessary in 


the time for holding the District Court of North Caro- 
lina, and that they report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Cooper called up his resolution respecting 
the purchase of a copper vein of the Indians, on 
the south side of Lake Superior; which was 
amended, so that the Committee inquire into the 
expediency of the measure. 

Three members were appointed conformably 
thereto. 


JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


The resolution of Mr. GatuaTin, calling upon 
the President for papers in the case of Brigstock 
and others, tried in New Jersey, was again taken 
up; when, 

Mr. Epmonp said he almost ceased to wonder 
at anything done on that floor. If the intentions ot 
gentlemen were to lay the foundation of another - 
inquiry, which should bring the past conduct of the 
President to view, perhaps this motion might then 
be proper; but calling for papers relative to another 
transaction, and not included in the original resolu- 
tions, was unaccountable, except it was to lay the 
foundation of an impeachment of the President; 
and if even that was the view, the House ought first 
to get rid of these troublesome resolutions. He 
knew it was very easy for gentlemen to get up and 
call for this and that testimony, and if they did not 
receive it, to make a handle of the refusal, by say- 
ing the evidence was precluded ; but, Mr. E. said, 
such excuses would not in the least affect his vote.- 

Suppose the papers in nee were obtained, he 
could perceive no possible application they would 
have tothe presentcase; for,if the President was to- 
tally wrong in what he did respecting Johnson, (or 
Brigstock,) that would not prove him wrong orright 
in his conduct respecting Nash. The facts respect- 
ing Robbins (or Nash) were only now before the 
House, in the resolutions, and no other case ought ' 
to be brought toconfound it. Suppose this was ad- 
mitted; if the gentleman should still find himself 
deficient in his testimony to support the resolutions, 
he might want the House to send for more testi-~ 
mony from some other parts. This kind of con- 
duct must take up unnecessary time, when a de- 
cision was very necessary to come to. He hoped 
the motion would be negatived. 

Mr. Macon confessed he was astonished at the 
conduct he had seen exemplified in the House; it 
appeared to him that gentlemen were making 
every possible excuse to prevent that information 
coming before the House which the friends of the 
resolution said they wanted. 

If, Mr. M. said, he was desirous of injuring the 
reputation of the President, (and that he declared he 
was not,) he should think himself facilitating that 
desire by throwing every embarrassment in the 
way, and refusing every sort of information on the 
subject; this conduct would effectually tell the pub- 
lic that the truth dare not be seen—that the facts 
are too bad to be seen. He could not think it was 
any great mark of friendship to the President to 
give rise to such conjectures as the people must 
and would form, by the door to investigation into 
his conduct being stopped. In his opinion, Mr. M. 
said, this seclusion of the facts went to prove that 
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the opinion of the President, or his conduct in the 
New Jersey case, was right, and to. reveal it would 
amount.to an evidence that the latter was wrong 
with respect to Nash. If it was otherwise, the pa- 
pers asked for would speak for themselves. It cer- 
tainly would havea very suspicious appearance to 
refuse the papers, which were declared by several 
gentleman to be important to their forming a de- 
cision. 

Mr. M. wished to have got rid of this subject al- 
together; but,as it must.be examined, he wished it 
to be done with all the evidence possible. Ifthere 
were gentlemen who were enemies to the Presi- 
dent, he declared he was not one; he desired to do 
him justice, which he-thought could not be done 
by hiding any part of his conduct which was open 
to suspicion. -If the President had changed his 
opinion, give:-him an opportunity to show that he 
had acted right. If the papers should prove to be 
of no vse in the present investigation, he could see 
no harm that could accrue from them. 

Mr Sseparp hoped the resolution never would 
be permitted to go on the Journals of the House, 
because,it must tend to injury. The object he be- 
lieved only tobedelay. Hethought, when the res- 
olution was first submitted, in having anything 
to do with the subject the House committed a very 
great error; but because the House had committed 
one blunder, was that any reason why they should 
goon blundering still? He hoped the House would 
get rid of this subject with all possible expedition. 

Mr. Livineston said, if he were really a per- 
sonal enemy to the President, he should rejoice at 
such a motion as this being opposed; he thought 
it a very inconsistent part of the conduct of those 
gentlemen who called themselves exclusive friends 
of the President; those gentlemen who boasted of 
giving up their personal ease to the service of their 
country, in contradistinction to those gentlemen 
of opposite political opinions. His bitterest ene- 
mies would not wish to place him in a more un- 
dignified situation. What inference can be drawn 
by the people of the United States, but that 
there is something rotten in the business, that will 
bear too hard on the conduct of the President to 
be made public ? that he had done, in the case of 
Nash. without consideration, very differently from 
what he did in the case of Brigstock, after mature 
consideration ? ; f 

It had appeared, in the course of this business, 
Mr. L. said, that some gentlemen in the House had 
been in the habit of corresponding with the Depart- 
ment of State on the case of Robbins; might it not 
be inferred, from their subsequent conduct, that 
they had discovered something which they did not 
choose to have exposed? Whether this wasa fair 
inference or not it would certainly be made. 

The wretched. arguments with which this op- 
position was supported, Mr. L. said, was most ex- 
traordinary, and would be quite so, could it be 
supported on better grounds. The distinction of 
the cases, when no perceptible distinction exists; 
the time that it would waste, when a few hours 
could procure all that was asked; and, above all, 
the miserable excuse of trouble to the clerks in 
the Secretary’s office; were too futile for gen- 


tlemen to suppose they could palm them upon the 
public. But, miserable as they are, it is a con- 
vincing proof that no better are to be found, and 
these are their last resort. 

To suppose that no correspondence took place 
would be an absurdity, and equally so would it be 
to harbor the opinion, which gentlemen had de- 
sired to establish, that it could throw no light up- 
on the present subject if it did appear. Gentle- 
men had actually presumed to say that these cases. 
were not the same; but what gentleman had pre~ 
tended to.draw a shade of distinction? It was 
impossible, and nothing was wanted to prove this: 
fact buta slight examination of the two. cases.. 
If they are the same, said Mr. L., it is impossible 
to suppose the conduct of the Executive in respect 
to one, and the proceedings of the court thereupon, 
will not be laid down asa rule for future proceed- 
ing. This opinion of the President, in the New 
Jersey case, was no doubt given upon due deliber- 
ation; and in a future case, so precisely the same, 
his conduct ought to have been the same, or, not 
being so, the House ought to be informed why it 
differed. The result could be obtained; if it should 
prove favorable to the character of the President, 
Mr. L. declared he should be as willing to admit 
it as those who called themselves his exclusive 
friends. 

Mr. Harper said, when the gentleman from 
New York undertook to direct others in their vote, 
he should be careful to give reasons which must 
convince their minds. For his part, Mr. H. said, 
he never chose to accept of advice from an enemy ; 
but if he could get instruction from his errors, and, 
viewing his mistaken measures, could improve 
himself, he was always willing to do it. If he 
took advice from any man he must know that his 
motives were good in giving it; if, in the present 
instance, he could believe the design of the gen- 
tleman was to preserve the President of the Uni- 
ted States from obloquy; if he had not discovered 
the “pen dipped in gall,” he should be more in- 
clined to attend to his advice. He was not afraid 
that the people of the United States were so stu- 
pid as to mistake the true light in which they 
ought to view the subject. 

Was it a common practice, Mr. H: asked, to ex- 
hibit vast charges, and then go to look for the tes- 
timony? Why, did not the gentleman and his 
counsel, whoever they might be, know that the 
testimony from South Carolina, and the testimony 
from New Jersey, or any other, would be neces- 
sary to support their charge? They had plenty 
of time since the subject was first agitated. Had 
not this subject been talked of for eight months 
past, and pasteboard figures of Jonathan Robbins 
been exhibited at every election ground in the 
United States? The most ordinary rules of courts 
of justice in the United States forbade testimony 
to be admitted at such a period of the proceeding. 
If any public accuser in the United States was to 
conduct himself in that way he would get severe- 
ly rapped over the knuckles, if not thrown over 
the bar. The matter has proceeded too far for 
its admission. 

But, said Mr. H., what can be the use of ihis tes- 
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timony ? Gentlemen say that the Executive has 
decided on one case in different ways, and that, 
on the present occasion, he must have been 
wrong. One gentleman said, the claim of citi- 
zenship was important. But this isa wrong idea; 
the claim of citizenship, which was built on false- 
hood, was not made tilla month after the Presi- 
dent had acted on the case, and, consequently, it 
must be out of the question. It is scarcely possi- 
ble that any requisition was ever made by any 
British agent in the case in New Jersey. Can it 


be supposed that the President would be guilty of 


such a boyish trick—of such versatility of con- 
duct in his dealings with a foreign nation—as, in 
a few months, to put a different construction up- 
on one and the sameaction? No; itis absolute- 
ly impossible, and gentlemen well know it. 

The difference of the cases, Mr. H. said, was 
that, in New Jersey, the men were indicted by 
the Circuit Court; they were not claimed to be 

iven up to the British.. They were indicted 
or an offence cognizable in that court; bills were 
found against them ; two of them were tried and 
acquitted, the other the President ordered a nolle 
prosegui entered upon. Why were the men ac- 
quitted? Was it through a defect of testimony ? 
No, sir, said Mr. H., but through a defect in the 
jurisdiction. The jury well knew, being judges 
of law as well as of fact, that the court had no 


jurisdiction, and, therefore, they made a return of 


not guilty. Inasmuch as there was no demand 
made from Great Britain, the men were dis- 
charged. 

Mr. H. said he was opposed to this motion on 
account of the principle contained init. It was 
very wrong first to exhibit a charge and then go 
to hunt for testimony. It was like hanging a man 
upon a gibbet, and then seeking for his guilt. This 
principle had been presented to the House in va- 
rious shapes, but every onc was, he thought very 
properly, rejected, as he had no doubt this would 
also be. If this were to be acceded to, the next 
thing would be to search for a piece of evidence 
in Georgia or in Maine, or anything that.would 
procure the object—delay, and its influence on a 
certain occasion—the “ election.” . x 

Here was a criminal charge, dressed up and bla- 
zoned out with all the false colors whieh a morbid 
imagination could invent, but which was manifest- 
ly and totally unfounded, and contrary to fact; it 
therefore appeared to him necessary, Mr. H. said, 
to come toa decision speedily, and strip the charge 
of its gloss, in order that its true deformity might 
appear and allthe world see that theintention to ac- 
cuse was baffled by an exposure of truth, and the 
character accused justified from guilt. 

Mr. S. Sara said, the gentleman last up had 
given the most powerful reason why these papers 
were necessary that could possibly be imagined ; 
he said, in strong language, that no requisition 
had ever been made, in the New Jerse case, to 
deliver up the men to the British. If this was a 
fact, most assuredly the case would not apply ; but 
the only way to estimate that fact was to obtain 
a view of the papers, or know from authority that 
there were none. Mr. S. said he could not draw 


that conclusion. He believed that a requisition had 
been made; that it was precisely the same as.the 
South Carolina case ; and that the papers relating 
to it would be completely in point; to which the 
House ought to have access,and not go to British 
statutes and law books when the country produced 
a precedent. 

The gentleman last up had said that the jury, 
being judges of law and fact, determined: that 
there -was-no jurisdiction. How that was he 
could not say ; the verdict was, not guilty ; which, 
most likely, was a verdict upon facts. Suppose it 
should turn out, by the documents, that requisi- 
tion was made for these men, and they should 
prove that two of them were liberated for want of 
sufficient proof; suppose it should turn out that 
this very Lieutenant Foreshaw was sworn to have 
been killed by Brigstock, and yet, now, Nash is 
charged with having killed Foreshaw ; suppose 
it should turn out that Brigstock was an Ameri- 
can citizen, and being such, was liberated from 
further prosecution, because the President might 
have thought that an American citizen, inpress- 
ed on board a British ship-of-war, was. justified 
in getting his liberty. These things might ap- 
pear; the same claim of citizenship was now 
made; and, in his opinion, a jury trial ought to 
have been had in order to ascertain facts so mate- 
rial to a man’s personal interest. 

Mr. Harper explained: that the said docu- 
ments did not discover any requisition: having 
been made in the New Jersey case. And, further. 
instead of positively saying the jury had acquitted 
for want of jurisdiction, he said it was presumed so. 

Mr. Smite said, there was another fact stated 
by the gentleman which was incorrect; he said that 
the figure of J. Robbins was hung up at every 
election ground. This was not true, for Mr. S. 
said he was at one election where it was not hun 
up. [Several other gentlemen also declare 
that they saw no such thing in their respect- 
ive districts, but they heard of it in some few 
places.] One extraordinary feature, Mr. SMILIE 
observed, was easily perceived throughout the 
whole of this attempt to investigate facts—it 
appeared that gentlemen were determined to ex- 
culpate the President, at all events; he was not 
ready to do so, nor was he ready to accuse him; 
he only wished to do what was right and lawful, 
for which purpose he wished every document 
that could assist him. It was strange, that while 
there were papers which, it was said, would make 
the whole of the Executive conduct appear free 
of blame, the friends of the Executive should re- 
fuse them. How could gentlemen say they had 
not withheld important testimony, when ail the 
world must perceive that facts were yet hidden 
that would throw light on the case. 

Mr. H. Les said, he had hitherto voted with 
gentlemen who asked for papers; he did it be- 
cause they themselves said they wanted such pa- 
pers to guide their decision; he was unwilling 
they should have any excuse. Supposing that 
other information might possibly be procured, and 
anxious to obtain it, he wrote to the Secretary of 
State, but received for answer that there was none. 
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Mr. L. said he-did it, in case there had been any 
papers, that they should be produced. He should 
have voted on the present question in the same 
way, but; from what he had perceived, he found 
that any attempts to gratify those gentlemen were 
in vain, and that to encourage it would be wast- 
ing day after day, without any hope of settling 
the-main inquiry before the next session of Con- 
gress. Besides, Mr. L.. said; the session was far 
spent, and not one public bill-was yet passed. 
And should so many days'be spent on a matter of 
so little consequence as considering the case of an 
individual who-had transgressed the law, and very 
properly suffered for his crimes? He hoped not. 
"From this: moment he: was determined, by his 
vote, to stop every attempt to delay a final de- 
cision. i 

Mr. L. contended that the President had a right 
to change his proceedings, according to his opinion, 
if he should be convinced of the propriety of it. 
It was a privilege every public character enjoyed. 
He would not vote for a postponement, which he 
must do, were he to vote for the motion. 

Mr. NicHouas thought there was a very great 
aaa that a requisition was made in the 

ew Jersey case. The gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Harper) said there were none; but 
how did he know it? Did the gentleman believe 
that the British Ministry were not as desirous to 
have these men delivered as they were of the 
other? To suppose they acted understandingly ; 
to suppose they were desirous of pursuing one 
steady object, unremittingly, as they always had 
done, would warrant a strong presumption that 
they did demand those men. It was impossible 
but the papers in question must either add to or 
diminish the construction put upon this case, and 
solve some important queries. ‘ 

Mr. Dana thought the conduct of the President 
was consistent, Constitutional, and proper, and 
that it was out of the power of any gentleman to 
prove the contrary. One great reason for think- 
ing this was, the manner this charge had been 
conducted from its first appearance, which was 
contrary to all legal knowledge and Constitutional 
principles. He defied any gentleman to produce a 
precedent, in any public body, except it was in the 
proceedings of the Revolutionary Government of 
France. The manner of conducting the business 
being totally wrong, Mr. D. said he did not ex- 
pect to receive the least conviction from anything 
that would be brought forward, or any arguments 
which would be used. 

Gentlemen had said it would awaken dreadful 
suspicions if the motion was negatived. And were 
the House to be deterred from their duty at the 
apparition of a demagogue? No, he trusted not ; 
because he well knew that men of understanding 
would approve their conduct; and if weak and 
silly men disapproved, he was willing to bear it 
from them. 

If gentlemen would look to the record they 
would find that the cases were different; these 
men were charged under the statute of the Unit- 
ed States, the other was not. The proceeding 
being different, the case could not enlighten us. 


As well might gentlemen ask for the whole. of 
the State trials in order to discover the law on im- 
peachments, 

‘Mr, Gauiatin contended, that if investigation 
was the object of the House, they ought to grant 
the resolution. Whether it was admitted or not, 
it would be impossible to deny one fact—that the 
court did admit jurisdiction in that case, which 
was exactly similar to this, and that the court of 
South Carolina did assume jurisdiction. Whe- 
ther the demand was made in the Jersey case or 
not, it was clear that it was made in the case of 
Nash, and that it was complied with; and this 
man, by the advice of the President, was taken 
out of the hands of the Judiciary. 

But to know how exactly the circumstances at- 
tending the Jersey case correspond with the latter, 
the papers were certainly desirable. This was a 
case in point, much better than all which the Eng- 
lish authorities could produce; and there being a 
different decision, it certainly ought to be known 
why that difference did occur. The gentleman 
from South Carolina had stated that no jurisdic- 
tion was admitted by the jury, and therefore the 
men were acquitted, and that no requisitions were 
made; to be sure, he afterwards said it was all 
founded on supposition. Now, whether these 
were or were not facts, the papers would tell. By 
knowing all the circumstances of that case, a de- 
cision could be formed with more accuracy as to 
the other case. 

Mr. Davis said he was desirous of ane this 
disagreeable subject, but as a majority of the 
House thought differently, and they determining, 
he should give a vote, however contrary to his 
will. He certainly wished to- meet it with all the 
information in the power of the House. Thegen- 
tleman from New York had brought forward cer- 
tain resolutions which he had defended. The 
gentleman from South Carolina said they were 
blazoned with falsehood. Now, which of these 
two gentlemen, Mr. D. asked, was he to believe? 
How could he form an opinion without the facts 
being produced? He wished not to be forced to 
form it upon bare conjecture—he wished to have 
truths before him. Certainly, if he was refused 
facts, he must suppose there was some great rea- 
son against the disclosure. He asked gentlemen 
to recollect in what a situation they placed the 
Executive, exposed to such censure. Let every- 
thing appear that will do honor to the character 
of that gentleman, but to afford such crippled tes- 
timony never would acquit the President in the 
eyes of the American people, if that House should 
be satisfied that his conduct was honorable. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the 
resolution, aud decided in the negative—yeas 46, 
nays 46, as follows: : 

Yeas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, 
John Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, John Fowler, Albert 
Gallatin, Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, 
John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, Archibald Henderson, 
David Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron 
Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Edward Liv- 
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ingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, An- 
thony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John 
Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. 
Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, John 
Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John. Dennis, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Free- 
man, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, 
William Gordon, William H. Hill, Henry Lee, Silas 
Lee, James Linn, John Marshall, Abraham Nott, Har- 
rison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas 
Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, 
John Rutledge, jun., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, 
William Shepard, George Thatcher, John Chew Tho- 
mas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, 
Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


The Speaker voted in the negative. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee on the Message, when Mr. Bayarp proceeded, 
in answer to Mr. Livineston, in which he spoke 
about three hours. The Committee then rose, 
and obtained leave to sit again. 


Trourspay, March 6. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled * An 
act declaring the assent of Congress to certain 
acts of the States of Maryland and Georgia,” with 
an amendment; to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. 


JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the Message of the President, in the case of 
Jonathan Robbins, when Mr. Nicuotas spoke 
about three hours in favor of the resolutions in- 
troduced by Mr. Livineston, which were nega- 
tived—yeas 34, nays 58. 

Some discussion then took place on taking up 
the resolution presented by Mr. Bayarp, which 
was also with the Committee of the Whole 
House. The Committee at length rose without 
entering upon it, and reported their disagreement 
to the resolutions proposed by Mr. LIVINGSTON; 
and the question whether the Committee should 
have leave to sit again was taken by yeas and 
nays, and carried—yeas 59, nays 38, as follows: 

Yxeas— Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, 
James A. Bayard, John Bird, Phanuel Bishop, John 
Brown, Robert Brown, C. G. Champlin, Matthew Clay, 
John Condit, William Cooper, S. W. Dana, John Da- 
venport, Franklin Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John 
Dawson, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Abiel 
Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gal- 
latin, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Good- 
rich, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Joseph 
Heister, David Holmes, James H. Imlay, George Jack- 
son, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Mi- 
chael Leib, Samuel Lyman, Edward Livingston, Na- 
thaniel Macon, John Marshall, Peter Muhlenberg, An- 
thony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Jonas 


Platt, John Randolph, Samuel Sewall, John Smilie, 
John Smith, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin 
Taliaferro, George Thatcher, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wads- 
worth, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—Theodorus Bailey, Jonathan Brace, Samuel 
J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, William. Craik, John Den- 
nis, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Thomas Evans, 
Samuel Goode, William Gordon, Edwin Gray, An- 
drew Gregg, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, 
Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, James Jones, 
Aaron Kitchell,-Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Abra- 
ham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Par- 
ker, Thomas Pinckney, Leven Powell, John Reed, 
John Rutledge, jun., William Shepard, Samuel Smith,, 
Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, . Richard 
Thomas, John Thompson, Robert Waln, Lemuel Wil- 
liams, and Henry Woods. 

The question was then before the House. to 
agree to the report of the Committee in their dis- 
agreement with the resolutions. 

Mr. GALLATIN rose, and entered generally into 
the argument, in a speech of about two hours, after 
which the House adjourned. 


F'ripay, March 7. 


The amendments of the Senate to the bill declar- 
ing the assent of Congress to certain acts of the 
States of Maryland and Georgia were referred to 
the Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Busi- 
ness. 

Mr. Spatcar, from the committee appointed for 
that purpose, reported a bill to alter the times of 
holding the District Court of North Carolina; 
which was read a first and second time, and com- 
mitted for Monday next. 

Mr. Harper presented a petition of about fifty 
families, residing on a tract of territory ceded by 
the State of South Carolina to the United States, 
stating that they had been left unprotected and un- 
acknowledged by any civil authority, and praying 
to be placed under such government as Congress 
in their wisdom may see fit. Referred to a select 
committee, to consider and report thereon. 


JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


The House took up the unfinished business of 
yesterday, and the question, Will the House agree 
with the Committee of the Whole in their disa- 
greement to Mr. Livinesron’s resolutions? being 
under consideration, 

Mr. Marsnatu said, that believing, as he did 
most seriously, that in a Government constituted 
like that of the United States, much of the public 
happiness depended, not only on its being rightly 
administered, but on the measures of Administra- 
tion being rightly understood—on rescuing public 
opinion from those numerous prejudices with 
which so many causes might combine to surround 
it, he could not but have been highly gratified with 
the very eloquent, and what was still more valua- 
ble, the very able and very correct argument which 
had been delivered by the gentleman from Dela- 
ware (Mr. Bayarp) against the resolutions now 
under consideration. He had not expected that 
the effect of this argument would be universal; 
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but he had cherished the hope, and in this he had 
not been disappointed, that it would be very exten- 
sive, He.did not flatter himself with being able 
to shed'much new light on the subject; but, as 
the argument in opposition to the resolutions had 
been assailed with considerable ability by gentle- 
men of great talents, he trusted the House would 
not think the time misapplied which would be de- 
voted to the reéstablishment of the principles con- 
tained in that argument, and to the refutation of 
those advanced in opposition to it. In endeavor- 
ing to do this, he should notice the observations 
in support of the resolutions, not in the precise 
order in which ‘they were made; but as they ap- 
plied to the different points he deemed it necessary 
to maintain, in order to demonstrate, that the con- 
duct of the Hxecutive of the United States could 
not’ justly be charged with the errors imputed to 
it. by the resolutions. 

His first proposition, he said, was that the case 
of Thomas Nash, as stated to the President, was 
completely within the 27th article of the Treaty 
of Amity, Commerce, and Navigation, entered 
into between the United States of America and 
Great Britain. - 

He read the article, and then observed: The 
casus federis of this article occurs, when a person, 
having committed murder or forgery within the 
jurisdiction of one of the contracting parties, and 
having sought an asylum in the country of the 
other, is charged with the crime, and his delivery 
demanded, on such proof of his guilt as, according 
to the laws of the place where he shall be found, 
would justify his apprehension and commitment 
for trial, if the offence had there been committed. 

The case stated is, that Thomas Nash, having 
committed murder‘on board of a British frigate, 
navigating the high seas under a commission from 
His Britannic Majesty, had sought an asylum 
within the United States; on this case his delivery 
was demanded by the Minister of the King of 
Great Britain. 

It is manifest that the case stated, if supported 
by proof, is within the letter of the article, pro- 
vided a murder committed in a British frigate, on 
the high seas, be committed within the jurisdiction 
of that nation. That such a murder is within their 
jurisdiction, has been fully shown by the gentle- 
man from Delaware. The principle is, that the 
jurisdiction ofa nation extends to the whole of its 
territory, and to its own citizens in every part of 
the world. The laws of a nation are rightfully 
obligatory on its own citizens in every situation 
where those laws are really extended to them. 
This principle is founded on the nature of civil 
union. It is supported everywhere by public opin- 
ion, and is recognised by writers on the laws of 
nations. Rutherforth, in his second volume, page 
180, says: “The jurisdiction which a civil socie- 
.‘ ty has over the persons of its members, affects 
‘ them immediately, whether they are within its 
t territories or not.” ; i 

This general principle is especially true, and is 
particularly recognised, with respect to the fleets 
of a nation on the high seas. To punish offences 
committed in its fleet, is the practice of every na- 


tion in the universe; and consequently the opinion 
of the world is, that a fleet at sea is within the ju- 
risdiction of the nation to which it belongs. Bu- 
therforth, vol. ii. p. 491, says: “there can be no 
‘doubt about the jurisdiction of a ‘nation over the 
“persons which compose its fleets, when they are 
‘out at sea, whether they are sailing upon it or are 
‘stationed in any particular part of it? 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. GaL- 
LaTIN,) though he has not directly controverted 
this doctrine, has sought to weaken it by observ- 
ing that the jurisdiction of a nation at sea could 
not be complete even in its own vessels; and in 
support of this position he urged the admitted 
practice of submitting to search for contraband— 
a practice not tolerated on land, within the territo- 
ry of a neutral Power. The rule is as stated; but 
is fuunded on a principle which does not affect the 
jurisdiction of a nation over its citizens or subjects 
in its ships. The principle is, that in the sea itself 
no nation has any jurisdiction. All may equally 
exercise their rights, and consequently the right 
of a belligerent Power to prevent aid being given 
to his enemy, is not restrained by any superior 
right of a neutral in the place. But, if this argu- 
ment possessed any force, it would not apply to 
national ships-of-war, since the usage of nations 
does not permit them to be searched. 

According to the practice of the world, then, 
and the opinions of writers on the law of nations, 
the murder committed on board of a British fri- 
gate navigating the high seas, was a murder com- 
mitted within the jurisdiction of the British na- 
tion. 

Although such a murder is plainly within the 
letter of the article, it has been contended not to 
be within its just construction; because at sea all 
nations have a common jurisdiction, and the arti- 
cle correctly construed, will not embrace a case of 
concurrent jurisdiction. ' 

It is deemed unnecessary to controvert this con- 
struction, because the proposition, that the United 
States had no jurisdiction over the murder com- 
mitted by Thomas Nash, is believed to be com- 
pletely demonstrable. 

It is not true that all nations have jurisdiction 
over all offences committed at sea. On the con- 
trary, no nation has any jurisdiction at sea, but 
over its own citizens or vessels, or offences against 
itself. This principle is laid down in 2 Ruth. 
488, 491. 

The American Government has, on a very sol- 
emn oceasion, avowed the same principle. The 
first Minister of the French Republic asserted and 
exercised powers of so extraordinary a nature, as 
unavoidably to produce a controversy with the 
United States. The situation in which the Gov- 
ernment then found itself was such as necessarily 
to occasion a very serious and mature considera- 
tion of the opinions it should adopt. Of conse- 
quence, the opinions then declared deserve great 
respect. In the case alluded to, Mr. Genet had 
asserted the right of fitting out privateers in the 
American ports, and of manning them with 
American citizens, in order to cruise against na- 
tions with whom America was at peace. In rea- 
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limited, in its nature, to offences against the na- 
tion inflicting the punishment. This principle is 
believed to be universally true. It comprehends 
every possible violation of its laws on its own ter- 
ritory, and it extends to violations committed else- 
where by persons it has aright to bind. It ex- 
tends also to general: piracy. 

A pirate, under the law of nations, is an enemy 
of the human race. Being the enemy of all, he 
is liable to be punished by all.. Any act. which 
denotes this universal hostility, is an act of piracy. 

Not only an actual robbery, therefore, but cruis- 
ing on the high seas without commission, and 
with intent to rob, is piracy. This is an offence 
against all and every nation, and is therefore 
alike punishable by all. But an offence which in 
its nature affects only a particular nation, is only 
punishable by that nation. 

It is by confounding general piracy with piracy 
by statute, that indistinct ideas have been pro- 
duced, respecting the power. to punish offences 
committed on the high seas. 

A statute may make any offence piracy, com- 
mitted within the jurisdiction of the nation passing 
the statute, and such offence will be punishable 
by that nation. But piracy under the law. of na- 
tions, which alone is punishable by all nations, 
can only consist in an act which is an offence 
against all. No particular nation can increase or 
diminish the list of offences thus punishable. 

It had been observed by his colleague, (Mr. 
Nicuouas,) for the purpose of showing that the 
distinction taken on this subject by the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. Bavaro) was inaccurate, 
that any vessel robbed on the high seas could be 
the property only of a single nation, and being 
only an offence against that nation, could be, on 
the principle taken by the opposers of the resolu- 
tions, no offence against the law of nations; but 
in this his colleague had not accurately considered 
the principle. As aman who turns out to rob on 
the highway, and forces from a stranger his purse 
with a pistol at his bosom, is not the particular 
enemy of that stranger, but alike the enemy of 
every man who carries a purse, so those who 
without a commission rob on the high seas, mani- 
fest a temper hostile to all nations, and therefore 
become the enemies of all. The same induce- 
ments which occasion the robbery of one vessel, 
exist to occasion the robbery of others, and there- 
fore the single offence is an offence against the 
whole community of nations, manifests a temper 
hostile to all, is the commencement of an attack 
ie th and is consequently, of right, punishable 

yall. 

His colleague had also contended that all the 
offences at sea, punishable by the British statutes 
from which the act, of Congress was in a great 
degree copied, were piracies at common law, or by 
the law of nations, and as murder is among these, 
consequently murder was an act of piracy by the 
law of nations, and therefore punishable by every 
nation. In support of this position he had cited 
1 Hawk. P. C. 267, 271-3, Inst. 112,and 1 Woode- 
son 140. 

The amount of these cases is, that no new of- 


soning against this extravagant claim, the then 
Secretary of State, in his letter of the 17th. of 
June, 1793, says: 

“ For our citizens then to commit murders and dep- 
redations on the members of nations at peace with us, 
or to combine to do it, appeared to the Executive, and 
to those whom they consulted, as much against the 
laws of the land as to murder or rob, or combine to 
murder or rob its own citizens; and as much to require 
punishment, if done within their limits, where they have 
a territorial jurisdiction, or on the high seas, where they 
have a personal jurisdiction, that is to say, one which 
reaches their own citizens only; this being an appro- 
priate part of each nation, on an element where all have 
a common jurisdiction.” 

The well considered opinion, then, of the Amer- 
ican Government on this subject is, that the juris- 
diction of a nation at sea is “personal,” reaching 
its “own citizens only;” and that this is the “ap- 
propriate part of each nation” on that element. 

This is precisely the opinion maintained by the 
opposers of the resolutions. If the jurisdiction of 
America at sea be personal, reaching its own citi- 
zens only; if this be its appropriate part, then the 
jurisdiction of the nation cannot extend to a mur- 
der committed by a British sailor. on board a 
British frigate navigating the high seas under a 
commission from His Britannic Majesty. 

Asa further illustration of the'principle contend- 
ed for, suppose a contract made at sea, and a suit 
instituted for the recovery of money which might 
be due thereon. By the laws of what nation would 
the contract be governed? The principle is gen- 
eral that a personal contract follows the person, 
but is governed by the law of the place where it 
is formed. By what law then would such a con- 
tract be governed? If all nations had jurisdiction 
over the place, then the laws of all nations would 
equally influence the contract; but certainly no 
man will hesitate to admit that such a contract 
ought to be decided according to the laws of that 
nation to which the vessel or contracting parties 
might belong. 

Suppose a duel, attended with death, in the fleet 
of a foreign nation, or in any vessel which return- 
ed safe to port, could it be pretended that any 
Government on earth, other than that to which 
the fleet or vessel belonged, had jurisdiction in 
the case; or that the offender could be tried by the 
laws or tribunals of any other nation whatever? 

Suppose a private theft by one mariner from 
another, and the vessel to perform its voyage and 
return in safety, would it be contended that all 
nations have equal cognizance of the crime, and 
are equally authorized to punish it? 

If there be this common jurisdiction at sea, 
why not punish desertion from one belligerent 
Power to another, or correspondence with the 
enemy, or any other crime which may be perpe- 
trated? A common jurisdiction over all offences 
at sea, in whatever vessel committed, would in- 
volve the power of punishing the offences which 
have been stated. Yet, all gentlemen will dis- 
claim this power. It follows, then, that no such 
common jurisdiction exists. 

In truth the right of every nation to punish is 
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fence is made piracy by. the statutes; but that a 
different tribunal is created for their trial, which 
is guided by-a different rule from that which gov- 
erned previous to those statutes. _ Therefore, on 
an indictment for piracy, it is still necessary to 
prove: an offence which was piracy. before the 
statutes.: He drew from these authorities a very 
different conclusion from that which’ had been 
drawn by his colleague.. To show the correctness 
of his conclusion, it was necessary to observe, 
that the statute did not indeed change the nature 
of piracy, since it only transferred the trial of the 
erime to a different tribunal, where different rules 
of decision prevailed; but: having done this, other 
crimes: committed: on the high seas, which were 
not piracy, were made punishable by the same tri- 
bunal; ‘but: certainly ‘this municipal regulation 
could ‘not be considered as proving that. those 
offences were, before, piracy by the law of na- 
tions... [Mr. Nicuouas insisted that the law was 
not correctly stated, whereupon Mr. MARSHALL 
called for 3. Jnst. and read the statute :] 

“AN treasons, felonies, robberiés, murders, and con- 
federacies, committed in or upon the seas, &c., shall be 
inquired, tried, heard, determined and judged in such 
shires, &c., in like form and condition as if any such 
offence had been committed on the land,” &c. “ And 
such as shall be convicted, &c., shall have and suffer 
such pains of death, &c., as if they had been attainted 
of any treason, felony, robbery, or other the said offences 
done upon the land.” ° 

This statute, it is certain, does not.change the 
nature of piracy; but all treasons, felonies, rob- 
beries, murders, and confederacies, committed in 
or upon the sea, are not declared to have been, nor 
are they piracies. If a man be indicted as a pi- 
rate, the offence must be shown to have been pi- 
racy before the statute ; but if he be indicted for 
treason, felony, robbery, murder, or confederacy, 
committed at sea, whether such offence was or 
was not a piracy, he shall be punished in like 
manner as if he had committed the same offence 
on land. The passage cited from 1 Woodeson, 
140, is a full authority to this point Having 
stated that offeuces committed at sea were form- 
erly triable before the Lord High Admiral, ac- 
cording to the course of the Roman civil law, 
Woodeson says: 

«“ But, by the statutes 27 H. 8. c. 4, and 28 H. 8. c. 
15, all treasons, felonies, piracies and other crimes com- 
mitted on the sea, or where the admiral has jurisdiction, 
shall be tried in the realm as if done on land. But the 
statutes referred to affect only the manner of the trial 
so far as respects piracy. The nature of the offence is 
not changed. Whether a charge amount to piracy or 
not, must still depend on the law of nations, except 
where, in the case of British subjects, express acts of 
Parliament have declared that the crimes therein speci- 
fied shall be adjudged piracy, or shall be liable to the 
same mode of trial and degree of punishment.” 


sea are not piracies by the law of nations, but also 
that all indictments for piracy must depend on 
the law of nations, “ except where, in the case of 
British subjects, express acts of Parliament” have 
changed the law. Why do not these “express 


acts of Parliament” change the law as to others 
than “ British subjects ?”? The words are general, 
“all treasons, felonies, &c.” Why are they con- 
fined in. construction to British subjects? The 
answer is a plain one: The jurisdiction of the 
nation. is confined to its territory and to its own 
subjects. 

The gentleman from. Pennsylvania (Mr. GaL- 
LATIN) abandons, and very properly abandons, 
this untenable ground.: He admits that no nation 
has a right to punish offences against another na- 
tion, and that the United States can only punish 
offences against their. own laws and the law of 
nations. He admits, too, that if there had only 
been a mutiny (and consequently if there had 
only been a murder) on board the Hermione, that 
the American courts could have taken no cog- 
nizance of the crime. Yet mutiny is punishable 
as piracy by the law of both nations. That gen- 
tleman contends that the act committed by Nash 
was piracy, according to the law of nations. He 
supports his position by insisting that the offence 
may be constituted by the commission of a single 


Fact; that unauthorized robbery on the high seas 


is this act, and that the crew having seized the 
vessel, and being out of the protection of any na- 
tion, were pirates. 

It is true that the offence may be completed by 
a single act; but it depends on the nature of that 
act. Ifit be such as manifests generally hostility 
against the world—an intention to rob generally, 
then it is piracy; but if it be merely a mutiny 
and murder in a vessel, for the purpose of deliver- 
ing it up to the enemy, it seems to be an offence 
against a single nation and not to be piracy. The 
sole object of the crew might be to go over to the 
enemy, or to free themselves from the tyranny 
experienced on board a ship-of-war, and not to rob 
generally. 

But, should it even be true that running away 


‘with a vessel to deliver her up to an enemy was 


an act of general piracy, punishable by all nations, 
yet the mutiny and murder was a distinct offence. 
Had the attempt to seize the vessel failed, after 
the commission of the murder, then, according to 
the argument of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
the American courts could have taken no cog- 
nizance of the crime. Whatever then might have 
been the law respecting the piracy, of the murder 
there was no jurisdiction. For the murder, not 
the piracy, Nash was delivered up. Murder, and 
not piracy, is comprehended in the 27th article of 
the treaty between the twonations. Had he been 
tried then and acquitted on an indictment for the 
piracy, he must still have been delivered up for 


-the murder, of which the court could have no ju- 


risdiction. It is certain that an acquittal of the 
piracy would not have discharged the murder; 
and, therefore, in the so much relied on trials at 


‘Trenton, a separate indictment for murder was 


i t only that all offences at į o 
a es ag ed if acquitted for piracy, he must have been deliv- 


filed after an indictment fo” piracy. Since, then, 


ered to the British Government on the charge of 
murder, the President of the United States might, 


-very properly, without prosecuting for the piracy, 


direct him to be delivered up on the murder. 
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All the gentlemen who have spoken in support 
of the resolutions, have contended that the case of 
Thomas Nash is within the purview of the act of 
Congress, which relates to this subject, and is by 
that act made punishable in the American courts. 
That is, that the act of Congress designed to pun- 
ish crimes committed on board a British frigate. 
Nothing can be more. completely demonstrable 
than the untruth of this proposition. ; 

It has already been shown that the legislative 
jurisdiction of a nation extends only to its own 
territory, and to its own citizens, wherever they 
may be. Any general expression in a legislative 
act must, necessarily, be restrained to objects 
within the jurisdiction of the Legislature passing 
the act. Of consequence an act of Congress can 
only be construed to apply to the territory of the 
United States, comprehending every person within 
it, and to the citizens of the United States, 

But, independent of this undeniable truth, the 
act itself affords complete testimony of its inten- 
tion and extent. (See Laws of the United States, 
vol. i. p. 10.) The title is: “ An act for the pun- 
ishment of certain crimes against the United 
States.” Not against Britain, France, or the 
world, but singly “against the United States.” 

The first section relates to treason, and its ob- 
jects are, “any person or persons owing allegiance 
to the United States.” This description compre- 
hends only the citizens of the United States, and 
such others as may be on its territory or in its 
service. 

The second section relates to misprision of trea- 
son; and declares, without limitation, that any 
person or persons, having knowledge of any trea- 
son, and not communicating the same, shall be 
guilty of that crime. Here then is an instance of 
that limited description of persons in one section, 
and of that general description in another, which 
has been relied on to support the construction 
contended for by the friends of the resolutions. 
But will it be pretended that a person can commit 
misprision of treason who cannot commit treason 
itself? That he would be punishable for concealing 
a treason who could not be punished for plotting 
it? Or, can it be supposed that the act designed 
to punish an Englishman or a Frenchman, who, 
residing in his own country, should have know- 
ledge of treasons against the United States, and 
should not cross the Atlantic to reveal them ? 

The same observations apply to the sixth sec- 
tion, which makes any “ person or persons” guilty 
of misprision of felony, who, having knowledge of 
murder or other offences enumerated in that sec- 
tion, should conceal them. It is impossible to ap- 
ply this to a foreigner, in a foreign land, or to 
any person not owing allegiance to the United 
States. 

The eighth section, which is supposed to com- 
prehend the case, after declaring that if any “per- 
son or persons” shall commit murder on the high 
seas, he shall be punishable with death, proceeds 
to say, that if any captain or mariner shall pirati- 
eally run away with a ship or vessel, or yield her 
up voluntarily to a pirate, or if any seaman shall 
lay violent hands on his commander, to prevent 


his fighting, or shall make a revolt in the ship, 
every such offender shall be adjudged a pirate and 
a felon. 

The persons who are the objects of this section ` 
of the act are all described in general terms, which 
might embrace the subjects of all nations. Butis 
it to be supposed that, if in an engagement be- 
tween an English and a French ship-of-war, the 
crew of the one or the other should lay violent 
hands on. the captain and force him to strike, that 
this would be an offence agninst the act of Con- 
gress, punishable in the courts of the United 
States? On this extended construction of the 
general terms of the section, not only the crew of 
one of the foreign vessels forcing their captain to 
surrender to another, would incur the penalties 
of the act, but, if in the late action between the 
gallant Truxtun and the French frigate, the crew 
of that frigate had compelled the captain to sur- 
render, while he was unwilling to do so, they 
would have been indictable as felons in the courts 
of the United States. Butsurely the act of Con- 
gress admits of no such extravagant construction. 

His colleague, Mr. M. said, had cited and par- 
ticularly relied on the ninth section of the act; 
that section declares, that if a citizen shall com- 
mit any of the enumerated piracies, or any acts 
of hostility, on the high seas, against the United 
States, under color of a commission from any for- 
eign Prince or State, he shall be adjudged a pi- 
rate, felon, and robber, and shall suffer death. 

This section is only a positive extension of the 
act to a case which might otherwise have escaped 
punishment. It takes away the protection of a 
foreign commission from an American citizen, 
who, on the high seas, robs his countrymen. This 
is no exception from any preceding part of the 
law, because there is no part which relates to the 
conduct of vessels commissioned by a foreign 
Power ; it only proves that, in the opinion of the 
Legislature, the penalties of the act could not, 
without this express provision, have been incur- 
red by a citizen holding a foreign commission. 

It is most certain, then, that the act of Congress 
does not comprehend the case of a murder com- 
mitted on board a foreign ship-of-war. 

The gentleman from New York has cited 2 
Woodeson, 428, to show that the courts of Eng- 
land extend their jurisdiction to piracies commit- 
ted by the subjects of foreign nations. 

This has not been doubted. The case from 

Woodeson is a case of robberies committed on the 
high seas by a vessel without authority. There 
are ordinary acts of piracy which, as has been al- 
ready stated, being offences against all nations, 
are punishable by all. The case from 2 Woode- 
son, and the note cited from the same book by the 
gentleman from Delaware, are strong authorities 
against the doctrines contended for by the friends 
of the resolutions. 
_ It has also been contended that the question of 
jurisdiction was decided at Trenton, by receiving 
indictments against persons there arraigned for 
the same offence, and by retaining them for trial 
after the return of the habeas corpus. 

Every person in the slightest degree acquainted 
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with judicial proceedings, knows that an indict- 
ment is no evidence of jurisdiction ; and that, 
in criminal cases, the question of jurisdiction will 
seldom be made but by arrest of judgment after 
conviction. , 

The proceedings, after the return of the habeas 
corpus, only prove that the case was not sucha 
case.as to induce the Judge immediately to decide 
against his jurisdiction. The question was not 
free from doubt, and, therefore, might very prop- 
erly be postponed until its-decision should become 
necessary. 

It has been argued by the gentleman from New 
York, that the form of the indictment is, itself, 
evidence of a power in the court to try the case. 
Every word. of that indictment, said the gentle- 
man, gives.the lie to a denial of the jurisdiction 
of the court. 

It would he assuming a very extraordinary 
principle, indeed, to say that words inserted in an 
indictment for the express purpose of assuming 
the jurisdiction of a court, should be admitted to 
prove that jurisdiction. The question certainly 
depended on the nature of the fact, and not on 
the description of the fact. But as an indictment 
must necessarily contain formal words in order to 
be supported, and as forms often denote what a 
case must substantially be to authorize a court to 
take cognizance of it, some words in the indict- 
ments at Trenton ought to be noticed. The in- 
dictments charge the persons to have been within 
the peace, and murder to have been committed 
against the peace, of the United States. These 
are necessary averments, and, to give the court 
jurisdiction, the fact ought to have accorded with 
them. But who will say that the crew of a 
British frigate on the high seas, are within the 
peace of the United States? ora murder commit- 
ted on board such a frigate, against the peace of 
any other than the British Government ? 

It is, then, demonstrated that the murder with 
which Thomas Nash was charged, was not com- 
mitted within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
and, consequently, that the case stated was com- 
pletely within. the letter and the spirit of the 
twenty-seventh article of the treaty between the 
two nations. If the necessary evidence was pro- 
duced, he ought to have been delivered up to jus- 
tice. It was an act to which the American na- 
tion was bound by a most solemn compact. To 
have tried him for the murder would have been 
mere mockery. To have condemned and execu- 
ted him, the court having no jurisdiction, would 
have been murder. To have acquitted and dis- 
charged him would have been a breach of faith, 
and a violation of national duty. 

But it has been contended that, although Thom- 
as Nash ought to have been delivered up to the Bri- 
tish Minister, on the requisition made by him in 
the name of his Government, yet, the interfer- 
ence of the President was improper. 

This, Mr. M. said, led to his second proposition, 
which was: 

That the case was a case for Executive and not 
Judicial decision. He admitted implicitly the di- 
vision of powers, stated by the gentleman from 


New York, and that it was the duty of each de- 
partment to resist the encroachments of the others. 

This heing established, the inquiry was, to 
what department was the power in question al- 
lotted ? 

The gentleman from New York had relied on 
the second section of the third article of the Con- 
stitution, which enumerates the cases to which 
the Judicial power of the United States extends, 
as expressly including that now under considera- 
tion. Before he examined that section, it would 
not be improper to notice a very material mis- 
statement of it made in the resolutions, offered by 
the gentleman from New York. By the Consti- 
tution, the Judicial power of the United States is 
extended to all cases in law and equity, arising 
under the Constitution, laws, and treaties of the 
United States; but the resolutions declare that 
Judicial power to extend to all questions arising 
under the Constitution, treaties, and laws of the 
United States. The difference between the Con- 
stitution and the resolutions was material and ap- 
parent. A case in law or equity was a term well 
understood, and of limited signification. It was 
a controversy between parties which had taken 
a shape for judicial decision. If the Judicial 
power extended to every’ question under the Con- 
stitution, it would involve almost every subject 
proper for Legislative discussion and decision ; if, 
to every question under the laws and treaties of 
the United States, it would, involve almost ever 
subject on which the Executive could act. The di- 
vision of power which the gentleman had stated, 
could exist no longer, and the other departments 
would be swallowed up by the Judiciary. But it 
was apparent that the resolutions had essentially 
misrepresented the Constitution. He did not 
charge the gentleman from New York with in- 
tentional misrepresentation.; he would not attri- 
bute to him such an artifice in any case, much 
less in acase where detection was so easy and so 
certain. Yet this substantial departure from the 
Constitution, in resolutions affecting substantially 
to unite it, was not less worthy of remark for be- 
ing unintentional. It manifested the course of 
reasoning by which the gentleman had himself 
been misled, and his judgment betrayed into the 
opinions those resolutions expressed. By extend- 
ing the Judicial power to all cases in law and 
equity, the Constitution had never been under- 
stood to confer on that department any political 
power whatever. To come within this descrip- 
tion, a question must assume a legal form for fo- 
rensic litigation and judicial decision. There mast 
be parties to come into court, who can be reached 
by its process, and bound by its power; whose 
rights admit of ultimate decision by a tribunal to 
which they are bound to submit. 

A case in law or equity proper for judicial de- 
cision may arise under a treaty, where the rights 
of individuals acquired or. secured by a treaty are 
to be asserted or defended in court. As under the 
fourth or sixth article of the Treaty of Peace with 
Great Britain, or under those articles of our late 
treaties with France, Prussia, and other nations, 
which secure to the subjects of those nations 
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their property within the United States; or, as- 


would be an article, which, instead of stipulating 
to deliver up an offender, should stipulate his 
punishment, provided the case was punishable by 
the laws and in the courts of the United States. 
But the Judicial power cannot extend to political 
compacts; as the establishment of the boundary 
line between the American and British dominions; 
the case of the late guarantee in our Treaty with 
France, or the case of the delivery of a murderer 
under the twenty-seventh article of our present 
Treaty with Britain. 

The gentleman from New York has asked, tri- 
umphantly asked, what power exists in our courts 
to deliver ‘up an individual to a foreign Govern- 
ment? Permit me, said Mr. M., but not trium- 
phantly, to retort the question. By what author- 
ity can any court render such a judgment? What 
power does a court possess to seize any individual 
and determine that he shall be adjudged by a for- 
eign tribunal? Surely our courts possess no such 
power, yet they must possess it, if this article of 
the treaty is to be executed by the courts. 

Gentlemen have cited and relied on that clause 
in the Constitution, which enables Congress to de- 
fine and punish piracies and felonies committed on 
the high seas, and offences against the law of na- 
tions; together with an act of Congress, declaring 
the punishment of those offences; as transferring 
the whole subject to the courts. But that clause 
can never be construed to make to the Govern- 
ment a grant of power, which the people making 
it do not themselves possess. It has already been 
shown that the people of the United States have 
no jurisdiction over offences committed on board 
a foreign ship against a foreign nation. Of con- 
sequence, in framinga Government for themselves, 
they cannot have passed this jurisdiction to that 
Government. Thelaw, therefore, cannot act upon 
the case. But this clause of the Constitution can- 
not be considered, and need not be considered, as 
affecting acts which are piracy under the law of 
nations. As the judicial power of the United 
States extends to all cases of admiralty and mari- 
time jurisdiction, and piracy under the law of na- 
tions is of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction 
punishable by every nation, the judicial power of 
the United States of courseextends to it. On this 
principle the Courts of Admiralty under the Con- 
federation took cognizance of piracy, although 
there was no express power in Congress to define 
and punish the offence. 

But the extension of judicial power of the Uni- 
ted States to all cases of admiralty and maritime 
jurisdiction must necessarily be understood with 
some limitation. All cases of admiralty and 
maritime jurisdiction which, from their nature, 
are triable in the United States, are submitted 
to the jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States, 

There are cases of piracy by the law of nations, 
and cases within the legislative jurisdiction of the 
nation; the people of America possessed no other 
power over the subject, and could consequently 
transfer no other to their courts; and it has already 
been proved that a murder committed on board a 


foreign’ ship-of-war is not comprehended within 
this description. 

The Consular Convention “with France, ‘has - 
also been relied on, as proving the act of deliver- 
ing up an individual to a foreign Power to be in 
its nature Judicial and not Executive. 

The ninth article of that Convention authorizes 
the Consuls and Vice Consuls of either’ nation to 
cause to be arrested all deserters. from ‘their ves- 
sels, “ for which purpose the said Consuls-and Vice 
‘Consuls shall address themselves to the courts, 

‘ judges, and officers competent.” 

This article of the Convention does not, like the 
27th article of the Treaty with Britain, stipulate 
a national act, to be performed on the demand ot 
a nation; it only authorizes a foreign Minister to 
cause an act to be done, anid prescribes the course 
he is to pursue. The contract itself is, that the 
act shall be performed by the agency of the foreign 
Consul, through the medium of the courts; but 
this affords no evidence that a contract of a very 
different nature is to be performed in the same 
manner. 

It is said that the then President of the United 
States declared the incompetency of the courts, 
judges, and officers, to execute this contract with- 
out an act of the Legislature. ‘But the then Pre- 
sident made no-such declaration. 

He has said that some legislative provision is 
requisite to carry the stipulations of the Conven- 
tion into full effect. This, however, is by no 
means declaring the incompetency of a depart- 
ment to perform an act stipulated by treaty, until 
the legislative authority shall direct its perform- 
ance. me 

It has been contended that the conduct of the 
Executive on former occasions, similar to this in 
principle, has been such as to evince an opinion, 
even in that department, that the case in question 
is proper for the decision of the courts. 

The fact adduced to support this argument is 
the determination of the jate President on the case 
of prizes made within the jurisdiction of the Uni- 
ted States, or by privateers fitted out in their ports. 

The nation was bound to deliver up those prizes 
in like manner, as the nation is now bound to de- 
liver up an individual demanded under the 27th 
article of the Treaty with Britain. The duty was 
the same, and devolved on the same department. 

In quoting the decision of the Executive on that 
case, the gentleman from New York has taken oc- 
casion to bestow a high encomium on the late Pre- 
sident; and to consider his conduct as furnishing 
an example worthy the imitation of his successor. 
It must be the cause of much delight to the real 
friends of that‘great man; to those who supported 
his Administration while in office from a convic- 
tion of its wisdom and its virtue, to hear the un- 
qualified praise which is now bestowed on it by 
those who had been supposed to possess different 
opinions. If the measure now under considera- 
tion shall be found, on examination, to be the same 
in principle with that which has been cited, by its 
opponents, as a fit precedent for it, then may the 
friends of the gentleman now in office indulge the 
hope, that when he, like his predecessor; shall be 
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no more, his conduct too may be quoted as an ex- 


ample for the government of his successors. 


The evidence relied on to. prove the opinion of 
l čase; cónsists of two 
letters from the Secretary of State, the one of the 
29th of June, 1793, to Mr. Genet, and the other of 


the then Executive on the 


the 16th of August, 1793, to Mr. Morris. 


An‘the letter to Mr. Genet, the Secretary says, 
that the claimant having filed his libel against the 
ship William, in the Court of Admiralty, there was 
no.power which could take the vessel out of court 
` until it had decided against its own jurisdiction; 


that having so decided, the complaint is lodged 
with the Executive, and he asks for evidence, to en- 
able‘that department to consider and decide finally 
on. the subject. 

It will be difficult to find in this letter an Execu- 
tive opinion, that the case was not a case for Ex- 
écutive decision. ‘ The contrary is clearly avowed. 
It is true, that when an individual, claiming the 
property as his, had asserted that claim in court, 


the Executive acknowledges in itself a want of 


power to ‘dismiss or decide upon the claim thus 
pending in court. But this argues no opinion of 
a want of power in itself to decide upon the case, 
if, instead of being carried before a court as an in- 
dividual claim, itis brought before the Executive 
as a national demand. A private suit instituted 
by an individual, asserting his claim to property, 
can only be controlled by that individual. The 
Executive can give no direction concerning it. 
Buta public prosecution carried on in the name 
of the United States can, without impropriety, be 
dismissed at the will of the. Government. The 
opinion, therefore, given in this letter, is unques- 
tionably correct; but it is certainly misunderstood, 
when it is considered as being an opinion that the 
question was not in its nature a question for Ex- 
ecutive decision. 

To the letter to Mr. Morris, the Secretary asserts 
the principle, that vessels taken within our juris- 
diction ought to be restored, but says, it is yet un- 
settled whether the act of restoration is to be per- 
formed by the Executive or Judicial department. 
The principles, then, according to this letter, is not 
submitted to the courts—whether a vessel captured 
within a given distance of the American coast, 
was or was not captured within the jurisdiction of 
the United States, was a question not to be deter- 
mined by the courts, but by the Executive. The 
doubt expressed is not what tribunal shall settle 
the principle, but what tribunal shall settle the 
fact. In this respect, a doubt might exist in the 
case of prizes, which could not exist in the case of 
aman. Individuals on each side claimed the pro- 
perty, and therefore their rights could be brought 
into court, and there contested as a case in law or 
equity. The demand of a man made by a nation 
stands on different. principles. ` 

Having noticed the particular letters cited by 
the gentleman from New York, permit me now, 
said Mr. M., to ask the attention of the House to 
the whole course of Executive conduct on this in- 
teresting subject. 

It is first mentioned in a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State to Mr. Genet, of the 25th of June, 
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1793. In that letter, the Secretary states a con- 
sultation between himself and the Secretaries of 
the Treasury and War, (the President being ab- 
sent, ) in which (so well were they assured of the 
President’s way of thinking in those cases,) it was 
determined that the vessels should be detained in 
the custody of the Consuls, in the ports, until the 
Government of the United States shall be able to 
inquire into and decide on the fact. 

In his letter of the 12th of July, 1793, the Secre- 
tary writes, the President has determined to refer 
the questions concerning prizes “to persons learned’ 
in the laws,” and he requests that certain vessels 
enumerated in the letter should not depart “ until 
his ultimate determination shall be made known.” 

In his letter of the 7th of August, 1793, the Se- 
cretary informs Mr. Genet that the President con- 
siders the United States as bound “to effectuate 
‘the restoration of, or to make compensation for, 
‘ prizes which shall have been made of any of the 
‘ parties at war with France, subsequent to the 5th 
‘ day of June last, by privateers fitted out of our 
‘ports.” That it is consequently expected that Mr. 
Genet will cause restitution of such prizes to be 
made, and that the United States “will cause res- 
titution” to be made “of all such prizes as shall be 
‘ hereafter brought within their ports by any of the 
‘ said privateers.” 

In his letter of the 10th of November, 1793, the 
Secretary informs Mr. Genet, that for the purpose 
of obtaining testimony to ascertain the fact of cap- 
ture within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
the Governors of the several States were requested, 
on receiving any such claim, immediately to no- 
tify thereof the Attorneys of their several districts, 
whose duty it would be to give notice “to the 
‘principal agent of both parties, and also to the 
t Consuls of the nations interested ; and to recom- 
‘mend to them to appoint by mutual consent arbi- 
‘ ters to decide whether the capture was made with- 
‘ inthe jurisdiction of the United States, as stated in 
‘ my letter of the 8th inst.,according to whoseaward 
‘the Governor may proceed to deliver the vessel 
‘ to the one or the other party.” “If either party 
‘ refuse to name arbiters, then the Attorney is to 
‘ take depositions on notice, which he is to trans- 
‘mit for the information and decision of the Pre- 
t sident.” “This prompt procedure is the more to 
‘be insisted on, as it will enable the President, by 
‘an immediate delivery of the vessel and cargo 
€ to the party having title,-to prevent the injuries 
‘ consequent on long delay.” 

Tn his letter of the 22d of November, 1793, the 
Secretary repeats, in substance, his letter of the 
12th of July and 7th of August, and says that the 
determination to deliver up certain vessels, in- 
volved the brig Jane, of Dublin, the brig Lovely 
Lass, and the brig Prince William Henry. He 
concludes with saying: “I have itin charge to 
‘inquire of you, sir, whether these three brigs have 
“been given up according to the determination of 
‘the President, and if they have not, to repeat the 
‘requisition that they may be given up to their 
‘former owners.” 

Ultimately it was settled that the fact should be 
investigated in the courts, but the decision was re- 
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gulated by the principles established by the Exe- 
cutive Department. 

The decision, then, on the case of vessels cap- 
tured within the American jurisdiction, by. priva- 
teers fitted out of the American ports, which the 
gentleman from New York has cited with such 
merited approbation ; which he has declared. to 
stand on. the same principles with those which 
ought to have governed the case of Thomas Nash ; 
and which deserves the more respect, because the 
Government of the United States was then so cir- 
cumstanced as to assure us that no opinion was 
lightly taken up, and no resolution formed but on 


mature consideration ; this decision, quoted asa 


precedent and pronounced to be ‘right, is found, 
on fair and full examination, to be precisely and 
unequivocally the same with that which was 
made in the case under consideration. It isa full 
authority to show that, in the opinion always 
held by the American Government, a case like 
that of Thomas Nash is a case for Executive and 
not Judicial decision. 

The clause in the Constitution which declares 
that “the trial of all crimes, except in cases of im- 
peachment, shall be by jury,” has also been relied 
on as operating on the case, and transferring the 
decision on a demand for the delivery of an in- 
dividual from the Executive to the Judicial de- 
partment. A 

But certainly this clause in the Constitution of 
the United States cannot be thought obligatory 
on, and for the benefit of, the whole world. Tt is 
not designed to secure the rights of the people of 
Europe and Asia, or to direct and control proceed- 
ings against criminals throughout the universe. 
It can then be designed only to guide the proceed- 
ings of our own courts, and to prescribe the mode 
of punishing offences committed against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and to which the 
jurisdiction of the nation may rightfully extend. 

Tt has already been shown that the courts of the 
United States were incapable of trying the crime 
for which. Thomas Nash was delivered up to jus- 
tice. The question to be determined was, not how 
his crime should be tried and punished, but whe- 
ther he should be delivered up to a foreign tribu- 
nal, which was alone capable of trying and pun- 
ishing him. A provision for the trial of crimes in 
the courts of the United States is clearly not a 
provision for the performance of a national com- 
pact for the surrender to a foreign Government of 
an offender against that Government. 

The clause of the Constitution declaring that 
the trial of all crimes shall be by jury, has never 
even been construed to extend to the trial of 
crimes committed in the land and naval forces of 
the United States. Had such a construction pre- 
vailed, it would most probably have prostrated 
the Constitution itself, with the liberties and the 
independence of the nation, before the first dis- 
ciplined invader who should approach our shores. 
Necessity would have imperiously demanded the 
review and amendment of so unwise a provision. 
If, then, this clause does not extend to offences 
committed in the fleets and armies of the Uni- 
ted States, how can it be construed to extend to 


| offences committed in the fleets and armies of 
Britain or of France, or of the Ottoman or Rus- 
sian Empires ? : 
The same argument applies.to the observations 
on the seventh article of the amendments to the 
‘Constitution. That article relates only to trials 
in the courts of the United States, and. not to the 
performance of a contract. for the delivery of a 
murderer not. triable in those courts. 

In this part of the argument, the gentleman 
from New York has presented a dilemma, of a 
very wonderful structure indeed. He says that 
the offence of Thomas Nash was either'a crime or 
not a crime. If it was a crime, the Constitutional 
mode of punishment ought to have been observed ; 
if it was not a crime, he ought not to have been 
delivered up to a foreign Government, where his 
punishment was inevitable. ._ ; 

It had escaped the observation of that gentle- 
man, that if the murder committed by Thomas 
Nash was a crime, yet it was nota crime provid- 
ed for by the Constitution, or triable in the courts 
of the United States; and that if it was not a 
crime, yet it is the precise case in which his sur- 
render was stipulated by treaty. Of this extraor- 
dinary dilemma, then, the gentleman from. New 
York is, himself, perfectly at liberty to retain either 
horn. He has chosen to consider it as a crime, 
and says it has been made a crime by treaty, 
and is punished by sending the offender out of the 
country. 

The gentleman is incorrect in every part of his 
statement. Murder on board a British frigate is 
not a crime created by treaty. It would have 
been a crime of preciscly the same magnitude had 
the treaty never been formed. It is not punished 
by sending the offender out of the United States. 
The experience of this unfortunate criminal, who 
was hung and gibbeted, evinced to him that the 
punishment of his crime was of a much more se- 
rious nature than mere banishment from the Uni- 
ted States. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gen- 
tleman from Virginia have both contended that 
i this was a case proper for the decision of the 
courts, because points of law occurred, and points 
of law must have been decided in its determi- 
nation. 

The points of law which must have been de- 
cided, are stated by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to be, first, a question whether the offence 
was committed within the British jurisdiction ; 
and, secondly, whether the crime charged was 
comprehended within the treaty. 

It is true, sir, these points of law must have oc- 
curred, and must have been decided; but it by no 
means follows that they could only have been de- 
cided in court. A variety of legal questions must 
present themselyes in the performance of every 
part of Executive duty, but these questions are 
not therefore to be decided in court. Whether a 
patent for land shall issue or not is always a ques- 
tion of law, but not a question which must neces- 
sarily be carried into court. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania seems to have permitted himself to 
have been misled by the misrepresentation of the 
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Constitution: made in the resolutions of the gen- | stitution, since the person is named who conducts 
tleman from New York; and, in. consequence of | the foreign intercourse, and is to take care that 
being so misled, his observations have the appear- | the laws be faithfully executed. .The means by 
ance of endeavoring to fit the Constitution to his | which it is to be performed, the force of the na- 
arguments, instead.of adapting his arguments to | tion, are in the hands of this person. Ought not 
the Constitution. ~ : . this person to perform the object, although the 
.-When the gentleman has proved that these are | particular mode of using the means has not been 
questions of law, and that they must have been | prescribed? Congress, unquestionably, may pre- 
decided by the President, he has not advanced a | scribe the mode, and Congress may devolve on 
single step towards proving that they were im- | others the whole execution of the contact; but, 
proper’ for Executive decision. The question | till this be done, it seems the duty of. the Execu- 
whether vessels captured within. three miles of | tive department to execute the contract by any 
the American coast, or by privateers fitted out in | means it possesses. ; 
the American ports, were legally captured or not, | The gentleman from Pennsylvania. contends 
and whether the American Government was bound | that, although this should be properly an Execu- 
to restore them, if in its power, were questions of | tive duty, yet it cannot be performed until Con- 
law; but they were questions of political law, | gress shall direct the mode of performance. He 
proper to be decided, and they were decided by | says that, although the jurisdiction of the courts is 
the Executive, and not by the courts. extended by the Constitution to all cases of admi- 
‘The casus federis of the guaranty was a ques- | ralty and maritime jurisdiction, yetif the courts had 
tion of law, but no man could have hazarded the | been created without any express assignment of. 
opinion that,such a- question must be carried into | jurisdiction, the could not have taken cognizance 
court, and can only be there decided. So the | of cases expressly allotted to them by the Consti- 
casus federis, under the twenty-seventh article of | tution. The Executive, he says, can, no more 
the treaty with Great Britain, isa question of law, | than courts, supply a legislative omission. 
but of political law. ‘T'he question to be decided | It is not admitted that, in the case stated, courts 
is, whether the particular case proposed be one in | could not have taken jurisdiction. The contrary 
which the nation has bound itself to act, and this | is believed to have been the correct opinion. And 
is a question depending on principles never sub- | although the Executive cannot supply a total Le- 
mitted to courts. gislative omission, yet it is not admitted or be- 
If a murder should be committed within the | lieved that there is such a total omission in this 
United States, and the murderer should seek an | case. l 
asylum in Britain, the question whether the casus The treaty, stipulating that a murderer shall be 
federis of the twenty-seventh article had occur- delivered up to justice, isas obligatory as an act of 
red, so that his: delivery ought to be demanded, | Congress making the same declaration. If, then, 
would bea question of law,but no man would say | there was an act of Congress in the words of the 
it was a question which ought to be decided in | treaty, declaring that a person who had commit- 
the courts. ted murder within the jurisdiction of Britain, and 
When, therefore, the gentleman from Pennsyl- | sought an asylum within the territory of the Uni- 
vania has established, that in delivering up Tho- | ted States, should be delivered up by the United 
mas Nash, points of law were decided by the Pres- | States, on the demand of His Britannic Majesty, 
ident, he has established a position which in no | and such evidence of his criminality, as would 
degree whatever aids his argument. have justified his commitment for trial, had the 
The case was in its nature a national demand | offence been here committed; could the Presi- 
made upon the nation. The parties were the two | dent, who is bound to execute the laws, have jus- 
nations. . They cannot come into court to litigate tified the refusal to deliver up the criminal, by 
their claims, nor can a court decide on them. Of | saying, that the Legislature had totally omitted 
consequence, the demand is not a case for judicial | to provide for the case? nat 
cognizance. The Executive is not only the Constitutional 
The President is the sole organ of the nation | department, but seems to be the proper department 
in its external relations, and its sole representa- | to which the power in question may most wisely 
tive with foreign nations. Of consequence, the and most safely be confided. a 
demand of a foreign nation can only be made on The department which is entrusted with the 
him. whole foreign intercourse of the nation, with the 
He possesses the whole Executive power. He | negotiation of all its treaties, with the power of 
holds and directs the force of the nation. Of} demanding a reciprocal performance of the arti- 
consequence, any act to be performed by the | cle, which is accountable to the nation for the vio- 
force of the nation is to be performed through | lation of its engagements with foreign nations, and 
him. for the consequences resulting from such violation, 
He is charged to execute the laws. A treaty is | seems the proper department to be entrusted with 
declared to be a law. He must then execute a | the execution ofa national contract like that under 
treaty, where he, and he alone, possesses the means consideration. po 
of executing it. If, at any time, policy may temper the stric 
The treaty, which is a law, enjoins the perform- | execution of the contract, where may that politi- 


ance of a particular object. 


The person who is | cal discretion be placed so safely as in the depart- 
to perform this object is marked out by the Con- | ment whose duty it is to understand precisely the 
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state of the political intercourse and connexion 
between the United States and foreign nations, 
to understand the manner in which the particular 
stipulation is explained and performed by foreign 
nations, and to understand completely the state of 
the Union? 

This department, too, independent of judicial 
aid, which may, perhaps, in some instances, be 
called in, is furnished with a great law officer, 
whose duty it is to understand and to advise when 
the casus fæderis occurs. And if the President 
should cause to be arrested under the treaty an 
individual who was so circumstanced as not to be 
properly the object of such an arrest, he may per- 

aps bring the question of the legality of his arrest 
before a judge, by a writ of habeas corpus. 

It is then demonstrated, that, according to the 
principles of the American Government, the ques- 
tion whether the nation has or has not bound itself 
to deliver up any individual, charged with having 
committed murder or forgery within the jurisdic- 
tion of Britain, is a question the power to decide 
which rests alone with the Executive department. 

It remains to inquire whether, in exercising this 
power, and in performing the duty it enjoins, the 
President has committed an unauthorized and 
dangerous interference with judicial decisions. 

That Thomas Nash was committed originally 
at the instance of the British Consul at Charles- 
ton, not for trial in the American courts, but for 
the purpose of being delivered up to justice in 
conformity with the treaty between the two na- 
tions, has been already so ably argued by the gen- 
tleman from Delaware, that nothing further can 
be added to that point. He would, therefore, Mr. 
Manrsnauu said, consider the case as if Nash, in- 
stead of having been committed for trial. Admit- 
ting even this to have been the fact, the conclu- 
sions which have been drawn from it were by no 
means warranted. 

Gentlemen had considered it as an offence 
against judicial authority, and a violation of judi- 
cial rights to withdraw from their sentence a 
criminal against whom a prosecution had been 
commenced. They had treated the subject as if 
it was the privilege of courts to condemn to death 
the guilty wretch arraigned at their bar, and that 
to intercept the judgment was to violate the privi- 
lege. Nothing can be more incorrect than this 
view of the case. It is not the privilege, it is the 
sad duty of courts to administer criminal judg- 
ment. It isa duty to be performed at the demand 
of the nation, and with which the nation has a 
right to dispense. If judgment of death is to be 
pronounced, it must be at the prosecution of the 
nation, and the nation may at will stop that pros- 
ecution. In this respect the President expresses 
constitutionally the will of the nation; and may 
rightfully, as was done in the case at Trenton, 
enter a nolle prosequi, or direct that the criminal 
be prosecuted no farther. This is no interference 
with judicial decisions, nor any invasion of the 
province of a court. It isthe exercise of an in- 
dubitable and a Constitutional power. Had the 
President directed the Judge at Charleston to de- 
cide for or against his own jurisdiction, to con- 


demn or acquit the prisoner, this would have 
been a dangerous interference with judicial de- 
cisions, and ought to-have been resisted. But no 
such direction has been given, nor any such de- 
cision been required. If the President determined 
that Thomas Nash ought to have been delivered 
up to the British Government for a murder com- 
mitted on board a British frigate, provided. evi- 
dence of the fact was adduced, it was a question 
which duty obliged him to determine, and which 
he determined rightly. If, in consequence of this. 
determination, he arrested the proceedings of a 
court on a national prosecution, he had a right to 
arrest and to stop them, and the exercise of this 
right was a necessary consequence of the deter- 
mination of the principal question. In conform- 
ing to this decision, the court has left open the 
question of its jurisdiction. Should another pros- 
ecution of the same sort be commenced, which 
should not be suspended but continued by the Ex- 
ecutive, the case of Thomas Nash would not bind 
as a precedent against the jurisdiction of the court. 
If it should even prove that, in the opinion of the. 
Executive,a murder committed on board a foreign 
fleet was not within the jurisdiction of the court, 
it would prove nothing more; and though this 
opinion might rightfully induce the Executive to 
exercise its power over the prosecution, yet if 
the prosecution was continued, it would have 
no influence with the court in deciding on its ju- 
risdiction. 

Taking the fact, then, even to be as the gentle- 
men in support of the resolutions would state it, 
the fact cannot avail them. 

It is to be remembered, too, that in the case stat- 
ed to the President, the Judge himself appears to 
have considered it as proper for Executive decis- 
ion, and to have wished that decision. The Pres- 
ident and Judge seem to have entertained, on this 
subject, the same opinion, and in consequence of 
the opinion of the Judge, the application was made 
to the President. 

It has then been demonstrated— 

ist. That the case of Thomas Nash, as stated to 
the President, was completely within the twenty- 
seventh article of the treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain. 

2d. That this question was proper for Execu- 
tive, and not for Judicial decision; and, 

3d. That in deciding it, the President is not 
chargeable with an interference with Judicial 
decisions. 

After trespassing so long, Mr. MARSHALL said, 
on the patience of the House, in arguing what had 
appeared to him to be the material points grow- 
ing out of the resolutions, he regretted the neces- 
sity of detaining them still longer for the purpose ` 
of noticing an observation which appeared not to: 
be considered by the gentleman who made it as 
belonging to the argument. 

The subject introduced by this observation, 
however, was so calculated to interest the public 
feelings, that he mast be excused for stating his 
opinion on it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania had said 
that an impressed American seaman, who should 
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commit homicide for the purpose-.of liberating 
himself from the vessel in which he was confin- 
ed, ought not to be given up asa murderer. In 
this, Me: M. said, he concurred entirely with that 
gentleman. He believed the: opinion to be un- 
questionably correct,.as were the reasons that gen- 
tleman had given in-support of it: He:had never 
heard any American avow a contrary sentiment, 
nor did he believe a contrary sentiment could find 
a place in the bosom of any American. He could 
not. pretend; and did not pretend to know the opin- 
ion.of the Executive on this subject, because he 
had never heard the opinions of that department ; 
but he felt the most. perfect. conviction, founded 
on the general conduct.of the Government, that it 
could never surrender an impressed American to 
the nation which, in making the impressment, had 
committed a national injury. 

This belief was in no degree shaken by the con- 
duct of the Executive in this particular case. 

In his own mind, it was a sufficient defence of 
the President from an imputation of this kind, 
that the fact of Thomas Nash being an impressed 
American was obviously not contemplated by him 
in the decision he made on the principles of the 
case. Consequently, if a new circumstance oc- 
curred, which would essentially change the case 
decided by the President, the Judge ought not to 
have acted under that decision, but the new cir- 
cumstance ought to have been stated. Suatisfac- 
tory as this defence might appear, he should not 
resort to it, because to some it might seem a sub- 
terfuge. He defended the conduct of the Presi- 
dent on other and still stronger ground. 

The President had decided that a murder com- 
mitted on board:a British frigate on the high seas, 
was within the jurisdiction of that nation, and 
consequently within the twenty-seventh article of 
its treaty with the United States. He therefore 
directed Thomas Nash to be delivered to the Brit- 
ish Minister, if satisfactory evidence of the mur- 
der should be adduced. The sufficiency of the 
evidence was submitted entirely to the Judge. 

If Thomas Nash had committed a murder, the 
decision was that he should be surrendered to the 
British. Minister; but if he had not committed a 
murder, he was not to be surrendered. 

Had Thomas Nash been an impressed Ameri- 
can, the homicide on board the Hermione would, 
most certainly, not have been a murder. E 

The act of impressing an American isan act ol 
lawless violence. The confinement on board a 
vessel is a continuation of the violence, and an ad- 
ditional outrage. Death committed within the 
United States, in resisting such violence, would 
not have been murder, and the person giving the 
wound could not have been treated as a murderer. 
Thomas Nash was only to have been delivered up 
to justice on such evidence as, had the fact been 
committed within the United States, would have 
been sufficient to have induced his commitment 
‘and trial for murder. Of consequence, the decis- 


ion of the President was so expressed as to ex-|p 


clude the case of an impressed American liberat- 
ing himself by homicide. He concluded with 
observing, that he had already too long availed 


himself of the indulgence of the House to ven- 
ture farther on that indulgence by recapitulating 
or reinforeing the arguments which had already 
been urged. ae i 
When Mr. Marsnatt had concluded, Mr. Dana 
rose and spoke against the resolutions. . 
_An adjournment was then called for and car- 
ried—yeas 50, nays 48. . 


Saturday, March 8. 


CASE OF JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the re- 
port made on Thursday, last, by the Committee 
of the whole House to whom was referred the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States of the 
seventh ultimo, containing their disagreement to 
the motion referred to them on the twentieth ulti- 
mo; and the said motion being read, in the words 
following, to wit: 

-« Resolved, That it appears to this House that a per- 
son calling himself Jonathan Robbins, and claiming to 
be a citizen of the United States, impressed: on board 
a British ship-of-war, was committed for trial in one of 
the Courts of the United States, for the alleged crime of 
piracy and murder committed on the high seas, on 
board the British frigate Hermione. That a requisition 
being, subsequent to such commitment, made by the 
British Minister to the Executive of the United States, 
for the delivery of the said person (under the name of 
Thomas Nash) as a fugitive under the twenty-seventh 
article of the treaty with Great Britain, the President of 
the United States did, by a letter written from the De- 
partment of State, to the Judge who committed the 
said person for trial, officially declare his opinion to the 
said Judge that he ‘< considered an offence committed 
on board a public ship of-war on the high seas, to have 
been committed within the jurisdiction of the nation to 
whom the ship belongs;’ and, in consequence of such 
opinion and construction, did advise and request the 
said Judge to deliver up the person so claimed, to the 
agent of Great Britain who should appear to receive 
him—provided, only, that the stipulated evidence of 
his criminality should be produced. That, in compli- 
ance with such advice and request of the President of 
the United States, the said person, so committed for 
trial, was, by the Judge of the District Court of South 
Carolina, without any presentment or trial by jury, or 
any investigation of his claim to bea citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, delivered up to an officer of his Britannie Ma- 
jesty, and afterwards tried by a court martial and exe- 
cuted, on a charge of mutiny and murder. 

“« Resolved, That, inasmuch as the Constitution of 
the United States declares that the Judicial power shall 
extend to all questions arising under the Constitution, 
laws, and treaties of the United States, and to all cases 
of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction ; and, also, that 
the trial of all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, 
shall be by jury, and such trial shall be held in the State 
where such crimes shall have been committed, but when 
not committed within any State, then at such place or 
places as Congress may by law have directed: And, 
inasmuch as it is directed by law ‘ that the offence of 
murder, committed on the high seas, shall be deemed 
iracy and murder, and that the trial of all crimes com- 
mitted on the high seas, or in any place out of the ju- 
risdiction of any particular State, shall bein the district 
where the offender is apprehended, or into which he 


619 
H. or R. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
Case of Jonathan Robbins. 


620 
Marcs, 1800. 


may be first brought :’ Therefore, the several questions, 
whether the alleged crime of piracy and murder was 
committed within the exclusive jurisdiction of Great 
Britain; whether it comes within the purview of the 
said twenty-seventh article; and whether a person, 
stating that he was an American citizen, and had com- 
mitted the act of which he was accused in attempting 
to regain his liberty from illegal imprisonment, ought 
to be delivered up without any investigation of his claim 
to citizenship, or inquiry into the facts alleged in his de- 
fence, are all matters exclusively of judicial inquiry, as 
arising from treaties, laws, constitutional provisions, and 
cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction : 

“ That the decision of those questions by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, against the jurisdiction of the 
Courts of the United States, in a case where those 
courts had already assumed and exercised jurisdiction, 
and his advice and request to the Judge of the District 
Court that the person thus charged should be delivered 
up, provided only such evidence of his criminality 
should be produced as would justify his apprehension 
and commitment for trial, are a dangerous interference of 
the Executive with Judicial decisions ; and that the com- 
pliance with such advice and request, on the part of the 
Judge of the District Court of South Carolina, is a sa- 
crifice of tho Constitutional independence of the Judi- 
cial power and exposes the administration thereof to 
suspicion and reproach.” 


Mr. Nicuouas spokein answerto Mr. MARSHALL. 

The question was then taken that the House do 
agree with the Committee of the Whole in their 
disagreement to the same, and resolved in the affir- 
mative—yeas 61, nays 35, as follows: 


Yeas—Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, 
James A. Bayard, John Bird, John Brown, William 
Cooper, William Craik, John Davenport, Franklin Da- 
venport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dennis, George Dent, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Hen- 
ry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Edwin Gray, Roger Gris- 
wold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, 
Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, James H. Imlay, 
James Jones, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas 
Lee, Samuel Lyman, James Linn, John Marshall, Abra- 
ham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Par- 
ker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John 
Reed, John Rutledge, jun., Samuel Sewall, James 
Sheafe, William Shepard, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Da- 
vid Stone, Benjamin Taliaferro, George Thatcher, John 
Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and 
Henry Woods. 

Nays—Theodorus Bailey, Phanucl Bishop, Robert 
Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew 
Clay, John Condit, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmen- 
dorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, 
John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George 
Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, 
Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlen- 
berg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nichol- 
son, John Randolph, John Smiley, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Thomas Sumter, John Thomson, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, and Robert Williams. 


A motion was made to adjourn. Mr. Macon 
hoped the House would sit and decide the resolu- 
tion proposed by the gentleman from Delaware, 
so as to have done with the business, and not to 


enter on another week with it; however, 54 rising 
for the adjournment, it was carried. 


Monpay, March 10. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill for the relief of Campbell Smith, re- 
ported their agreement to the bill without amend- 
ment, and the bill was ordered to be read the third 
time to-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into 'a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the committee to whom 
was referred, on the thirteenth of January last, 
a petition of Cato West and others, inhabitants 
of the Mississippi Territory, complaining of the 
political system by which the said Territory is 
governed ; and, after some time spent therein, the 
Committee rose and reported progress. 

Ordered, That the Committee of the Whole 
House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the said report, and that the same be re- 
committed to Mr. Ciarsorne, Mr, Griswonpn, 
Mr. Henverson, Mr. Nort, and Mr. Barrier. 

On a motion made and seconded that the House 
do cometo the following resolutions, to wit: 


Resolved, That, from and after the organization of 
the Mississippi Territory, the Governor shall nominate, 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the Legis- 
lative Council, shall appoint, all officers, both civil and 
military, of the Territory, whose appointments are not 
particularly vested in Congress by the ordinance; pro- 
vided, that the Governor shall have power to fill up all 
vacancies which may happen during the recess of the 
Legislative Council, by granting commissions, which 
shall expire at the end of their next session. 

Resolved, That every bill which shall have passed the 
House of Representatives and the Legislative Council, 
shall, before it become a law, be presented to the Gover- 
nor of the Territory: if he approve, he shall sign it; 
but, if not, he shall return it, with his objections, to 
that House in which it shall have originated, who shall 
enter the objections, at large, on their journals, and pro- 
ceed to reconsider it. If, after such reconsideration, 
two-thirds of that House shall agree to pass the bill, it 
shall be sent, together with the objections, to the other 
House, by which it shall likewise be reconsidered; and 
ifapproved by two-thirds of that House, it shall become 
a law. If any bill shall not be returned by the Govern- 
or within six days (Sundays excepted) after it shall 
have been presented to him, the same shall be a law, 
in like manner as if he had signed it, unless the Gen- 
eral Assembly, by their adjournment, prevent its return ; 
in which case, it shall not be a law. 

Resolved, That every order, resolution, or vote, to 
which the concurrence of the Legislative Council and 
House of Representatives may be necessary, except on 
a question of adjournment, shall be presented to the Gov- 
ernor of the Territory, and, before the same shall take 
effect, shall be approved by him; or, being disapproved 
by him, shall be re-passed by two-thirds of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, according to the rules 
and limitations prescribed in the case of a bill. 

Resolved, That the General Assembly shall meet at 
least once in every year, and such meeting shall be on 
the day of , unless they shall, by law, appoint a 
different day: Provided, that the Governor shall have 
power, on extraordinary occasions, to convene both 
Houses of the General Assembly, or either of them. 
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. “Resolved, That neither House, during the session of 
the General. Assembly, shall, without the consent of the 
other, adjourn’ for more than threé days, nor to any other 
place than that in which: the two Houses ‘shall be 
sitting.” ; ey = : 
_« Ordered, That the said motion be referred to 
ie committee last mentioned. _ 
: CASE OF JONATHAN ROBBINS. 


Mr. Bayarp moved that the Committee of the 
whole House, to whom was referred the Message 
of the President relative to Thomas Nash, alias 
Jonathan Robbins, and a resolution submitted by 
himself to the House, approbating the conduct of 
the President, and referred to that Committee, be 
` discharged:from the further consideration thereof. 

A long debate arose upon this motion, in which 
Messrs. Ranpoupn, Davis, Jones, Nicuouas, Liv- 
INGSTON, and EGGLESTON, spoke against it—and 
Méssrs. BAYARD, Biro, Oris, Krrrera, Varnom, 
Ruriepes, Epmonp, Suerarp, and H. Les, in 
favor of it; when the question was taken by yeas 
and nays, and carried in the affirmative—yeas 62, 
nays 35, as follows: 

Yeas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Chris- 
topher G. Champlin, William C. C. Claiborne, Wil- 
liam Craik, Samuel W Dana, John Davenport, Frank- 
lin Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, Joseph 
Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel 
Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Edwin Gray, Andrew 
Gregg, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, John 
A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Hen- 
derson, William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. 
Imlay, Aaron Kitchell, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry 
Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, James. Linn, Abraham 
Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinck- 
ney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rut- 
ledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shep- 
ard, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, John Thompson, Joseph 
B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel | 
Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Nays — Willis Alston, Phanuel Bishop, Robert 
Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew 
Clay, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
Joseph Eggleston; Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, 
Albert Gallatin, Joseph Heister, George Jackson, 
James Jones, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Edward 
Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, An- 
thony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, 
John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Richard 
Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin, 
Taliaferro, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, and Robert Williams. 


POST ROADS. 
Mr. H. Lee moved the following resolution, 
which was ordered to lie on the table: 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire, 
and report by bill or otherwise, the expediency of ma- 


king further provisions, by law, to facilitate the commu- 
nication between different parts of the United States, 


by méans of post reads. 
Mr. Harper also laid the following resolutions 
on the table. 


Resolved, That for the more convenient, certain, and 
expeditious conveyance of the mails of the United States, 
on the main post road, leading from Portland in Maine, 
to Augustia in Georgia, it is expedient to make pro- 
-vision for promoting and aiding the establishment of 
turnpike, on the said road, and for rendering the course 
thereof more direct, between the places though which 
it is, or shall be, directed by law to pass; and that the 
surplus revenue of the Post Office ought to be set apart. 
as a fund for those purposes. 

Resolved, That the said fund ought to be vested in 
a board, under the direction of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, and to be composed of the Secretaries of the 
Executive departments of the United States, and the 
Attorney General; and that when any company shall 
undertake to make a good turnpike road on ‘any part 
of the said post road, and shall apply to the said board, 
stating their object, plan, and means, and shall offer 
good and sufficient security for the accomplishment of 
the undertaking, within a reasonable time, to'be fixed 
by the said board, and for. refunding any money to be 
advanced to them by the said board in case the. said 
undertaking should not be so-accomplished, the said 
board ought to be authorized and empowered, with the 
approbation of the President of the United States, to 
grant an act of incorporation to the said company, for 
the purposes aforesaid, and under certain conditions, 
terms, and restrictions, to be established by law; and 
to subscribe from the said fund and on behalf of the 
United States, for any number of shares of the said 
company, not exceeding one-third of the whole number: 
Provided, That the payments to be made on account 
of the said subscription, shall be made in such portions, 
and at such times, as the said board shall stipulate, and 
may be withheld by the said board, at its discretion, 
whenever the said company shall fail to make its stip- 
ulated payments. 

Resolved, That whenever two or more companies 
shall apply as aforesaid, the preference ought to be 
given to thet which shall apply for the part of the said 
post road nearest to the city of Washington in either 
direction: Provided, that the plan of such company 
shall appear to the President of the United States, to 
be, in other respects, equally worthy of adoption with 
those of its competitors. 

Resolved, That if there should not be in any one 
year, sufficient applications as aforesaid to employ the 
whole of said funds, the surplus thereof ought to be ap- 
plied, in manner aforesaid, to any other post road of the 
United States, respecting which application in manner 
aforesaid, shall be made; or, at the discretion of the 
President of the United States, to be carried to the fund 
for the next year. 

Resolved, that the tolls and dividends to be derived 
from the shares which shall be subscribed for as afore- 
said, ought to be received at the Treasury of the United 
States, and there accounted for, and added annually to 
the aforesaid fund, to be applied in manner aforesaid, to 
the purposes thereof. 

Resolved, That when the said main post road shall 
be completed, the fund aforesaid ought to be applied 
in manner aforesaid, to the construction of turnpike 
roads on any other post road in the United States, and 
of toll bridges on such main or other post road. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole, 
on the bill to alter and establish sundry post roads. 
After some time spent therein, the Committee rose, 
reported progress and asked leave to sit again. 
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Tusspay, March 11. 


The House then went into Committee on the 
pill to alter and establish certain post roads; sev- 
eral amendments were madé thereto, with which 
the House concurred; and the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of Campbell 
Smith was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. Harper, from the committee to whom were 
referred so much of the Speech of the President 
at the commencement of the present session as 
relates to the revision and amendment of the Ju- 
diciary system, reported a bill to provide for the 
better establishment and regulation of the Courts 
of the United States. i 
- Mr. D. Foster, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom were referred the several petitions of 
Thomas Frothingham, of Massachusetts; of sun- 
dry citizens and inhabitants of the counties of 
Washington and Allegany; of Andrew Finley 
and others. citizens of Westmoreland county; and 
the memorial of sundry inhabitants of the four 
Western counties of Pennsylvania; made a report, 
which was read, and ordered to be committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House on Monday 
next. 


Wepnespay, March 12. 


An engrossed bill to -alter and establish certain 
post roads, was read and passed. 


MARINE CORPS. 


The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole ona bill for the government of the Marine 
Corps, while on shore. T 

[The reported bill contained a section providing 
that; if any marine officer or private should com- 
mit any offence against the person or property of 
any citizen, while on shore, that is punishable by 
the known laws of the land, the commanding 
officer or officers of every company or party, is 
required to use his utmost endeavors to deliver up 
such accused person to the civil magistrate, upon 
demand made by such magistrate, and shall also 
aid and assist the officers of justice in apprehend- 
ing such offender, in order to bring’ him to trial 
—any officer refusing as aforesaid, on application 
being made to him by a civil officer to deliver or 
aid in the delivery ofsuch person to the civil magis- 
trate, every such officers so offending, and being 
thereof convicted in any court of law in the county 
where the fact was committed, by the oath of two 
credible witnesses, shall be cashiered and forever 
afterwards incapacitated to hold any military 
commission in the service of the United States.] 

This, so far as related to a trial before a court 
of law, was moved and carried in Committee of 
the Whole to be struck out. When the question 
came up in the House to agree with the report of 
the Committee of the Whole to strike out the 
words in italic, a warm and long debate ensued ; 
the question to agree was taken by yeas and nays, 
and carried in the affirmative—yeas 47, nays 44, 
as follows: 


Yeas—Bailey Bartlett, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, 
Christopher G. Champlin, William Craik, Samuel. W. 


| Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Deni- 


nis, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur. Goodrich, William 
Gordon, Edwin Gray, Roger Griswold, William Barry 
Grove, Archibald Henderson, Benjamin Huger, James 
H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Silas Lee, Samuel Ly 
man, John Marshall, Harrison G. Otis, Thomas Pinck- 
ney Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John. Rut- 
ledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shep- 
ard, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Benjamin Taliaferro, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Joseph 
B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, and Lem- 
uel Williams. s 

Naxs—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Robert 
Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew 
Clay, William ©. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas 
T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggles- 
ton, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, 
Samuel Goode, Andrew Gregg, John A Hanna, Joseph 
Heister, William H. Hill, George Jackson, James Jones, 
Aaron Kitchell, Henry Lee, Michael Leib, Matthew 
Lyon, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlen- 
berg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nich- 
olson, Abraham Nott, Josiah Parker, John Raridolph, 
John Smilic, John Smith, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
Thomas Sumter, John Thompson, Abraham Trigg, 
John Trigg, and Robert Williams. 


The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed till to-morrow. 


Tuurspay, March 13. 


Mr. CLAIBORNE, from the select committee to 
whom was recommitted the petition of Cato 
West and others, of the Mississippi Territory, to- 
gether with sundry resolutions, abridging the pow- 
er of the Governor of that Territory—made report 
that it would be inexpedient to adopt the said 
resolutions. 

The report was read a first and second time and 
committed for to-morrow. 

Mr. Griswo p, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, to whom was referred, 
on the seventh instant, the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill declaring the assent of Congress to 
certain acts of the States of Maryland and Georgia, 
made a report; which was read and considered: 
Whereupon, 

Ordered, That this House doth agree to the 
amendment of the Senate to the said bill, with an 
amendment. 

A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act to allow a drawback of duties on goods export- 
ed to New Orleans, and therein to amend the act, 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the collection of duties 
on imports and tonnage,” with amendments; to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill depending yesterday, for the government of 
the Marine Corps, while on shore; Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the said bill be re-committed to 
Mr. Parxer, Mr. Oris, Mr. Rutvepgs, Mr. Crag, 
and Mr. CHAMPLIN. 
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<Mr. GriswoLn, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, reported a bill providing 
the means of intercourse between the United States 
and foreign nations; which was read a first and 
second. time, and committed for to-morrow. 

Mr. Marsuatu presented a petition of William 
Tazewell, Secretary to Mr. Gerry, while Envoy 
at Paris, praying that the Secretary of State may 
be authorized to liquidate and. settle his accounts 
for travelling expenses from Paris to Holland and 
London, in an official capacity; and for sundry ar- 
ticles plundered from. him on his passage to this 
country, having been captured and carried into 
Spain. Referred to a select committee. 

The bill for the government of the Marine Corps, 
while onshore, was, on motion of Mr. Oris, re- 
committed to a select committee. 

The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill for removing any military force of the 
‘United States from the places of holding elections. 
After amending the bill, it was agreed to, and 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time to- 
morrow. 

The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill to alter the times of holding the District 
Courts in North Carolina; which was agreed to 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
‘and read a third time to-morrow. 


Fripay, March 14. 


<Mr. Harrison, from the select committee ap- 
ointed on the subject of public lands, reported a 
pill to amend the act, entitled an act to provide 
for selling the lands of the United States in the 
Territory Northwest of the river Ohio, and above 
the mouth ofthe Kentucky river ; which was read 
a first and second time, and recommitted for Mon- 
day next. 

The bill to fix the compensation of the Paymas- 
ter General, and of the Asssistant to the Adjutant 
General, was taken up in Committee of the Whole, 
agreed to, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time on Monday next. 

On motion of Mr. S. Smrru, the House came 
to the following resolution. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to remit any forfeitures which shall occur, or 
may have occurred, under the laws of the United States 
prohibiting the exportation of arms and ammunition, 
under the same provision which the Secretary is author- 
ized to remit forfeitures incurred, under the revenue 
laws; and that they be authorized to report by bill or 
otherwise. 


MISSISSIPPI TERRITORY. 


The House, resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the committee to whom 
was yesterday recommitted their report on the 
petition of Cato West and others, inhabitants of 
the Mississippi Territory; and, after some time 
spent therein, the Committee rose and. reported 
several resolutions thereupon; which were several- 
ly twice read, and agreed to by the House, as fol- 


lows: 


Resolved, ‘That so much of the ordinance for the gov- 
ernment of the Territory of the United States Northwest 
of the river. Ohio, as relates to the organization of a 
General Assembly therein, and prescribes the powers 
thereof, shall forthwith operate, and be in force in the 
Mississippi Territory: Provided, That, until the num- 
ber of free male inhabitants, of full age, in the said Ter- 
ritory, shall amount to five thousand, there shall not be 
returned to the General Assembly more than nine Rep- 
resentatives. 

Resolved, That, until the number of free male inha- 
bitants, of full age, in the Mississippi Territory, shall 
amount to five thousand, the county of Adams shall 
be entitled to choose four Representatives to the General 
Assembly ; the county of Pickering, four; and the in- 
habitants of the Tensaw and Tombigby settlements, 
one. 

Resolved, That the first election for Representatives 
to the General Assembly, shall be on the day of 
, and that all subsequent elections shall be regu- 
lated by the Legislature. 

Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Governor 
of the Mississippi Territory, to cause the said election 
to be holden on the day aforesaid, at the most conve- 
nient place in the counties and settlements aforesaid, 
and to nominate a proper officer or officers to preside at 
and conduct the same, and to return to him the names 
of the persons who may have been duly elected. 

Resolved, That the Repreresentatives shall be con- 
voned by tbe Governor, at the town of Natchez, on the 

ay of id i 

Resolved, That, so soon as the number of free male 
inhabitants, of full age, shall amount to, or exceed five 
thousand, the number of Representatives to the General 
Assembly shall be determined, and the apportionment 
made in the way prescribed in the ordinance. 

Resolved, That nothing in these resolutions contained 
shall extend, or be construed to extend to, or affect the 
right of Georgia to the territory in question, or any part 
thereof. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolutions; and that Mr. CLAI- 
BORNE, Mr. Griswo_p, Mr. Henperson, Mr. Nort, 
and Mr. BARTLETT, do prepare and bring in the 
same, 


SUNDRY BILLS. 


The bill for removing troops from places of hold- 
ing elections, was read a third time and passed; 
and the title declared to be “An act to prevent 
the interference of any military force in certain 
elections.” 

The bill entitled “An act to alter the times of 
holding the District Court in North Carolina,” 
was read a third time and passed. 

The House took up the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill allowing a drawback of duties on 
goods exported to New Orleans, and therein to 
amend the act regulating the collection of duties 
on imports and tonnage,” and disagreed to the 
same, only five members voting in favor of it. 

[The Senate proposed to insert “from and after 
the tenth day of April next,” thereby fixing the 
operation of the act from that period. | 


COLLECTION OF THE REVENUE. 
Mr. Harper said it had been represented to him, 


that there was considerable defect in the law re- 
quiring the payment of money from the collectors 
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of the revenue into the Treasury; that the Secre- 
tary felt himself very much inconvenienced, and 
that there existed no sufficient compulsory means 
to enforce payment; he therefore moved the fol- 
lowing resolution. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
and report by bill or otherwise, whether any and what 
further provisions are necessary to be made by law, for 
compelling the receivers of public money to account for 
and pay over the same. 

This resolution was agreed to. 


INDIAN INTERCOURSE. 


Mr. Jones said the law for regulating intercourse 
with the Indian tribes, had been found to operate 
very oppressively on individuals in the State of 
Georgia, and expensively to the United States, as 
the trial of offenders under the act must be had be- 
fore one of the Judges of the Supreme Court of 
Georgia, who resided at the distance of one hun- 
dred and fifty miles from the frontiers, where offen- 
ces under this act are committed; and must be 
conveyed for such trial under an escort of United 
States troops, however trivial and harmless the 
offence may be, and slight the punishment prescrib- 
ed for it. Supposing, as he did, that the inferior 
courts were competent to execute the provisions of 
the act, Mr. J. moved the following resolution, 
with a view to that effect, viz: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
and report whether any, and, if any, what, alterations 
are necessary in the law for regulating trade and inter- 
course with the Indian tribes, and for preserving peace 
on dhe frontiers; and that they have leave to report by 
bill or otherwise. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table: 

The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the report of the select committee, appointed 
to consider and report on the expediency of amend- 
ing the Judiciary system of the Northwestern Ter- 
ritory ; and also on the expediency of dividing 
said Territory into two distinct and separate gov- 
ernments—when the resolution reported by the 
committee recommending a division of the Ter- 
ritory, was agreed to. The Committee then rose, 
and upon the question, will the House agree with 
the Committee in their agreement to the said re- 
solution; a long debate ensued, and the House 
adjourned without taking the question upon it. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. Nicnotas submitted the following resolu- 
tion, viz: 

“ Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, two-thirds of both Houses 
concurring, That the following articles be proposed to 
the Legislatures of the several States, as amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States: 

“ That, after the third day of March, in the year one 
thousand eight hundred and one, the choice of Electors 
of President and Vice President shall be made by di- 
viding each State into a number of districts equal to 
the number of Electors, to be chosen in such States, and 
by the persons in each of those districts who shall have 
the qualifications requisite for electors of the most nu- 
merous branch of the Legislature of such State choos- 
ing one Elector in the manner which the Legislature 
thereof shall prescribe. 


“ That the election of Representatives to Congress, 
who are to serve after the third day of March, in the 
year one thousand eight hundred and three, shall be by 
dividing each State into a number of districts equal to 
the number of Representatives. to which such State 
shall be entitled, and by the people within each of those 
districts who shall have the qualifications requisite for 
electors of the most numerous branch of the Legisla- 
ture of such States choosing one Representative in the 
manner which the Legislature thereof shall prescribe.” 


The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 
PATENTS FOR USEFUL INVENTIONS.. 


The House went intoa Committee of the Whole 
on the bill to extend the privilege of obtaining pat- 
ents for useful discoveries and inventions, to cer- 
tain persons therein mentioned, and to enlarge and 
define the penalties for violating the rights of pat- 
entees; when , 

Mr. GriswoLp moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion of the bill, which provides thatan alien, after 
due residence, shall be entitled to patents for use- 
ful discoveries and inventions, &c. 

Messrs. Harper, Smita, RUTLEDGE, and Oris, 
opposed this motion, and Messrs. Kirrera and 
GriIswoLp spoke in favor of it; and contended 
that foreigners might, under this section of the bill, 
obtain a complete monopoly of the whole Amer- 
ican market. After some observations of Mr. Oris, 
who wished an amendment might be introduced, 
which should provide that the patent to be granted 
to any alien should continue to his benefit during 
his residence in this country only, the Committee 
rose, reported progress, and obtained leave to sit 
again. 

LAND WARRANT, 

The House went intoa Committee of the Whole 
on the report of the select committee on the peti- 
tion of John Mountjoy, and the resolution report- 
ed by the committee, authorizing the proper offi- 
cers to issue a land warrant to said Mountjoy, in 
lieu of one said to be lost. Messrs, D. Foster and 
Macon opposed it, and wished to make a general 
question whether all warrants lost or destroyed 
ought to be renewed. 

Mr. Griswo pn was of thesame opinion, and mov- 
ed that the Committee rise, for the purpose of hav- 
ing this petition, and all others of a similar nature 
referred toa select committee, with instructions 
to report on the expediency of passing a general 
law on the subject. 

The Committee having rose, and leave being re- 
fused to sit again, the proposition of Mr. G. was 
adopted, and the Committee instructed by a reso- 
solution of the House, to inquire into the expedien- 
cy of authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to 
the officers and soldiers of the Continental Ar- 
my, warrants for bounty lands, which may have 
been obtained from the War Office by fraud, or 
may have been lost or destroyed. 


Monpay, March 17. 

A petition of Mary Wooster, relict of the late 
Major General Wooster, was presented to the 
House and read, stating that her said husband, on 
entering into the service of his country, during 
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the late war with Great Britain, (in which he fell, 
in the year one thousand seven hundred and sev- 
enty-seven,) relinquished his half-pay as a Brit- 
ish officer; and praying that an indemnification 
may be granted her for the loss of the same, or 
that.she may receive the same justice which has 
been done to others in similar.circumstances. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee 
of Claims. m 

An engrossed bill to fix the compensation to the 
Paymaster General and the Assistant to the Ad- 
jutant General was read and passed. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, from the committee appointed 
for that purpose, reported a bill supplementary to 
an act entitled an act to provide for the final set- 
tlement of the limits of the State of Georgia, and 
for authorizing the establishment of a Govern- 
ment in the Mississippi Territory ; which was twice 
read and referred to a Committee of the whole 
House. 

Mr. A Foster proposed the following resolution: 

“That a committee be appointed to inquire whether 
any, and, if any, what, alterations ought to be made in 
the-bill passed the present session of Congress, entitled 
an act providing for the second. census or enumeration 
of the inhabitants of the United States.” i 

-It was agreed to, and the committee appointed. 

Mr. Cooper from the committee appointed on 
that subject, reported the following resolution: 

« Resolved, That the President be authorized to employ 
an agent who shall be instructed to collect all the ma- 
terial information relative to a copper bed on the south 
side of Lake Superior ; and to ascertain the Indian title 
to such land, in case it should be the wish of the United 
States Government to work a mine there; and also to 
inquire as to the terms upon which it may be obtained, 
and that a report be made thereof to Congress.” 

Referred to a Committee of the whole House. 

A resolution proposed by Mr. Jones on Friday, 
relative to trade and intercourse with the Indians 
was taken up and agreed to, and five members 
appointed for that purpose. 

A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that the Senate insist on their amendments dis- 
agreed to by this House to the bill, entitled “An 
act to allow a drawback of duties on goods ex- 
ported to New Orleans, and therein to amend the 
act, entitled ‘An act to regulate the collection of 
duties on imports and tonnage;” and ask a con- 
ference thereon. 


MEDAL TO CAPTAIN TRUXTUN. 


Mr. Parker observed that information had been 
received of a very gallant action having occurred 
between a frigate of the United States of 38 guns, 
commanded by Commodore Truxtun,anda French 

-yessel of 52 guns, which was extremely bloody, 
put valiant on the part uf the United States com- 
mander. It was not usual to grant emoluments 
on account of any particular gallant action to our 
officers, but to give approbation was common and 
consistent. In other countries, he said, monu- 
ments had been erected to commemorate such 
splendid victories. 

As a testimonial of the regard of Congress for 
the officers who so bravely supported the flag of 


| the United States, and to encourage similar acts 
| of bravery, he would propose the following reso- 
lution : 


| Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatiwes 

| of the United States in Congress assembled, That a 
golden medal, emblematical of the late action between 
the United States frigate Constellation of 38 guns, and 
the French ship-of-war La Vengeance of 52 guns, be 
purchased under the Secretary of the Navy, and be 
presented to Captain Thomas Truxtun, in testimony 
of the high sense entertained by Congress of his gal- 
lantry and good conduct in the above engagement, 
wherein an example was exhibited by the captain, offi- 
cers, sailors, and- marines, honorable to the American 
name and instructive to its rising Navy. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

LOAN OF MONEY. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee 
on the bill to enable the President to borrow money 
for the public service. 

This bill caused much debate, but at length 
passed through the Committee without amend- 
ment, and the question for engrossing was super- 
seded by a motion to adjourn, which was carried. 


` 


Tuespay, March 18. 

The House proceeded to consider the message 
from the Senate, of yesterday, on the subject- 
matter of the amendments depending between the 
two Houses to the bill, entitled “ An act for allow- 
ing a drawback of duties on goods exported to 
New Orleans, and therein to amend the act, en- 
titled ‘An act to regulate the collection of duties 
on imports and tonnage:’” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
proposed conference; and that Mr. Sewaut, Mr. 
‘Wan, and Mr. SamueL mirta, be appointed 
managers at the same on the part of this House. 

Mr. S. Surs, from the committee to whom 
was referred a resolution to inquire whether any, 
and what, further credit ought to be given on ar- 
ticles of produce imported into the United States 
from the West Indies, reported, that it would be 
inexpedient, at the present time, to extend the 
terms of credit given by law on said articles. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. Oris, from the Committee of Defence, re- 
ported a bill for the regulation of public arsenals 
and magazines; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and committed for Thursday. 

The bill to enable the President to borrow 
money for the public service was ordered to be 
read a third time to-morrow. 

The House, in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the amendatory patent 
law, when Mr. Griswoip withdrew his motion 
to strike out the first section, upon Mr. HARPERS 
offering an amendment which obviated his objec- 
tions, and the bill was agreed to as amended, and ° 
ordered to be read a third time to-morrow. 


OFFICERS AND CREW OF THE CONSTEL 
LATION. 

Mr. Parker moved that the unfinished busi- 

ness be postponed for the purpose of taking up 

the resolution which he yesterday laid on the 


631 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


632 


H. or R. 


The Frigate Constellation, &c. 


Marcu, 1800. 


table, relative to the captain, officers, and crew of 
the Constellation; when 

Mr. Nicuo.son said he wished it might not be 
taken into consideration until some official in- 
formation was received upon the subject from 
the Secretary of the Navy, upon which resolu- 
tions can be grounded. In his opinion the reso- 
lution of the gentleman did not go far enough. It 
had been said, that a young officer had volunta- 
rily lost his life, rather than shrink from his duty, 
which he thought ought to be noticed. He was 
in favor of giving his approbation of the conduct 
of the officers and crew in more general terms 
than the resolution on the table contemplated. 

After some observations from Messrs. CHAMP- 
tin and Harper, who were of the same opin- 
ion, 

Mr. PARKER said, he did not suppose a doubt 
could exist upon this subject sufficient to require 
any further information than had been received 
through the medium of the newspapers. He had 
seen a letter in the possession of the Secretary of 
the Navy, from Captain Baker, of the Delaware, 
who had every opportunity of knowing the situa- 
tion of the enemy’s frigate, was in the same har- 
bor, and, being a nautical man, was of course 
able to give a correct opinion on her then situa- 
tion, and the evident marks of the bravery of her 
antagonist with whom she contended—this was 
sufficient to satisfy his mind. 

If, said Mr. P., gentlemen think the resolution 
does not go far enough, there is no one who will 
more cheerfully concur in offering other testimo- 
nies of approbation than myself. With respect to 
the young officer,* whose gallantry and good con- 
duct had been so highly spoken of, it was his in- 
tention to have brought forward a resolntion for 
setting up his bust in a niche of the Capitol of the 
city of Washington. 

Mr. P. concluded with observing that he had 
no objection to call for information from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and would therefore withdraw 
his motion. 

Mr. Parker then moved that the House come to 
the following resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quested to lay before this House any information he 
may possess respecting the engagement which lately 
took place in the West Indies between the United 
States frigate Constellation and a French ship-of-war; 
and, also, respecting the conduct of James Jarvis, a 
midshipman on board the said frigate. 


Mr. Smitu moved to strike out the words in 
italic, which created considerable debate; when 
Mr. Birp proposed to insert in lieu thereof the 
following words: “ And also upon the conduct of 
any officer or other person on board said frigate 
who may have particularly signalized himself 

. in the said action ;” which Mr. B. supposed would 
meet the intention of the mover, and be less liable 


*Son of Mr. James Jarvis, of New York, and mid- 
shipman on board the Constellation in the engagement 
of the ist of February, who was killed by the falling of 
the mast. 


to objection than the words proposed to be 
stricken out. : 

Mr. Parker having consented to the modifica- 
tion, the resolution was agreed to. 


LIMITS OF GEORGIA, &c. 

The House went into.a’ Committee of the 
Whole on the bill supplementary to the act en- 
titled an act for an amicable settlement of the 
limits of the State of Georgia, and for authorizing 
the establishment of a Government in the Missis- 
sippi Territory. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE moved two additional sections 
to the bill—one of which abrogates the power of 
the Governor of that Territory to prorogue the 
Legislature at his pleasure—upon which a very 
long debate ensued. ` 

Both resolutions were finally agreed to, 52 mem- 
bers voting in favor of each of them. The Com: 
mittee rose, and upon the question, Will the 
House concur in the report of the Committee in 
their agreement to said additional sections ? it 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 54, nays 37, as 
follows: 

Yzas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, John Bird, 
Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J Cabell, Ga- 
| briel Christie, Matthew Clay, William ©. ©. Claiborne, 
John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, John 
Dennis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Egeles- 
ton, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, 
Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. 
Hanna, Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heister, William H. 
Hill, David Holmes, Benjamin Huger, George Jackson, 
| James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew 
Lyon, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlen- 
berg, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham 
Nott, Josiah Parker, John Randolph, John Smilie, John 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, 
Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Jo- 
seph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, Jonathan Brace, 
John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Craik, 
Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, William Edmond, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan 
Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, James H. Imlay, 
Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, 
Harrison G. Otis, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, John 
Reed, Samuel Sewall, Wm. Shepard, George Thatcher, 
John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wads- 
worth, Robert Waln, and Lemuel Williams. 


And the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time to-morrow. 


DIVISION OF NORTHWEST TERRITORY. 


The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the Committee of the whole House, made the 
thirteenth instant, to whom was referred the re- 
port of the committee appointed to inquire whether 
any, and what, alterations are necessary to be made 
in the judicial establishment of the Territory 
Northwest of the Ohio, and into the expediency 
of dividing the said Territory into two distinct 
and separate governments; and the resolution 
reported from the Committee of the whole House 
being again read in the words following, to wit: 

x 
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Resolved, That the Territory Northwest of the river 
Ohio be divided into two distinct and separate Gov- 
ernments, by a line beginning at the mouth of the Great 
Miami river, and running thence a north course until 
it intersects. the boundary line between the United 
States and Canada. i 

Ordered, That a bill or bilis be brought in; pur- 
suant to the said resolution; and that Mr. RAIK, 
Mr. Harrison, and Mr. Bred, do. prepare and 
bring in the same. Eaten 


Wepnespay, March 19. 


Mr. S. Smrru, from the Committee of Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of John Col- 
let; which was read, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading to-morrow. 

Mr. GriswoLp ‘observing that so much had 
lately been’ mentioned about our. national debt 
and ‘its:increase, in the public papers, he would 
lay on the table the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to ex- 
amine the accounts of the United States relating to the 
public debt, and to’ report how far the same has been 
increased or diminished since the establishment of the 
Government: of the United. States under the present 
Constitution.” 

A petition of Oliver Pollock, renewing his 
former application for compensation on account 
of rhoneys advanced for, and services rendered, 
the United States, during the late war, was pre- 
sented to the House and read, sarg that he is 
possessed of new proofs in support of his said de- 
mand, and praying that the House will go into 
an investigation of the same. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

A memorial of the Selectand Common Councils 
of the city of Philadelphia, was presented to the 
House and read, praying that Congress may take 
such precautionary measures to prevent the in- 
troduction of the plague, which has for some time 
prevailed in the countries bordering on the Medi- 
terrancan, as to their wisdom shall seem meet. 

. Ordered, That the said memorial be referred to 
the Committee of Commerce and Manufactures. 


SUNDRY BILLS. 


The following engrossed bills were read the 
third time, and passed: 

An act providing for an amicable settlement of 
limits with the State of Georgia, and establishing 
a regular Government in the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory ; ae 

An act to extend the privilege of obtaining 
patents for useful discoveries and inventions to 
certain persons therein mentioned; and to in- 
crease and define the penalties for violating the 
rights of patentees ; and : 

‘An act to enable the President of the United 
States to borrow money for the public service. 

The yeas and nays being called on the passage 
of the last named bill, were taken, and stood— 
yeas 52, nays 39, as follows: 

Yuas—Willis Alston,George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, 
John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher 
G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, John 


Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, 
William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, 
Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Sam- 
uel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Wil- 
liam Gordon, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, William 
H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, Aaron 
Kitchell, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, James 
Linn, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Jonas Platt, 
Leven Powell, John Reed, Samuel Sewall, James 
Sheafe, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, George 
Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg 
‘Wadsworth, Robt. Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry 
Woods. 

Naxs—Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel Bishop, Robert 
Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew 
Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, John 
Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John 
Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, John A. Han- 
na, Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, 
George Jackson, James Jones, Michael Leib, Matthew 
Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Ran- 
dolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Richard Stanford, Da- 
vid Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, and Robert Williams. 


MILITARY ACADEMY, &c. 


Mr. Oris, from the Committee of Defence, re- 
ported a bill for establishing a Military Academy, 
and for better organizing the corps of Engineers 
and Artillerists. 

The bill was proceeding to be read, when Mr. 
Oris suggested that as this bill contained much 
the same in detail as a report on the subject made 
by the Secretary of War, with which every gen- 
tleman was acquainted, he supposed the reading 
would not be necessary. 

Mr. Macon said he should have no objection to 
its being read a first time, though he did not think 
it necessary; but he would give notice that it was 
his intention to move that the bill be rejected. 
He mentioned his reasons to be the expense of the 
measure generally, which it was an improper time 
to incur. 

The bill having been read, he made the motion. 

Mr. Oris and Mr. Cuamptin answered. Mr. 
Varnum supported the motion, which was at 
length negatived, 49 to 42; and the bill was re- 
ferred to a Committee of the whole House. 


RHODE ISLAND COLLEGE, 


The House went into Committee on the report 
of the Committee of Claims, on the petition from 
the College of Rhode Island, praying payment for 
the occupation and certain injuries sustained by 
the said College on being used as an hospital for 
the troops of the United States, and of the French 
troops, during the war. : 

The report was, that compensation ought to be 
granted for the use and occupation, together with 
injuries sustained in the said College in its use by 
the Army of the United States, during the war, for _ 
an hospital. 

Mr. CHAMPLIN proposed to amend the report 
by adding thereto, that compensation should also 
be made for its use by the French Army for the 
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same purpose, Mr. C.as well as Mr. Brown con- 
tended that it was proper that compensation should 
be allowed for its useand injury by the French, they 
being in the United States service, as part of the 
American Army. On the other hand, it was con- 
tended that the French Army were to procure their 
own supplies, and pay for their own damages, 
which, in many instances that were recited, they 
had done, and therefore that application should 
have been made to them. 

After considerable conversation, the motion was 
rejected, 

The question, then, was for agreeing to the re- 
port. This caused considerable debate. On one 
side it was contended that this was a claim ofa sim- 
ilar nature to many which had been rejected from 
individuals, and there could be no preference to 
this above the claim of an individual who had 
lost his property. Doubts were also expressed 
whether this claim was not barred by the statute. 
In support of the claim, instances were. produced 
of Wilmington, Jersey, and Hartford Colleges, 
having received compensation in like cases; that 
the damages had been sustained, and the use made 


of the house, and that if any claim at all calied. 


for redress, it was incorporated literary societies, 
by which the Government was upheld. Mr. C. 
pressed the justice of the case with much zeal. 
At length the resolution was agreed to in Com- 
mittee, and the House concurred—yeas 51. 
The Committee of Claims were instructed to 
report a bill accordingly. 


Tuurspay, March 20. 


An engrossed bill for the relief of John Collet 
was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. D. Fosrer, from the Committee of Claims, 
raportid a bill for the relief of the Corporation of 
Rhode Island College. 

Mr. Craik from the committee appointed for 
that purpose, reported a bill to divide the Terri- 
tory of the United States Northwest of the river 
Ohio into two separate governments. 

Mr. Jones, from the committee appointed for 
that purpose, reported a bill supplementary to the 
act to regulate trade and intercourse with the In- 
dian tribes, and to preserve peace on the frontiers. 

These bills were severally twice read and refer- 
red to the Committee of the whole House. 

The House went into Committee on the report 
of the committee to whom was referred the pe- 
tition from several aliens of Mount Pleasant, who 
prayed, that having neglected to make the decla- 
ration of their desire to become citizens before the 
period expired which was settled by law, they 
may not be subjected to wait fourteen years be- 
fore they could become citizens. 

The Committee, after stating a variety of rea- 
sons, reported that the prayer of the petitioners 
ought not to be granted. The House concurred. 


REMOVAL OF SEAT OF GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. Orig observed that it appeared to be the 
general opinion that the seat of Government 
would be removed to the Federal City, and that 
Congress would commence their next session at 


that place; and as some. preliminary measures 
were necessary to be made previous thereto} and 
as it would be reposing too much power in.the 
Commissioners who now act there to rely entirely 
on their reports; and as some measures must be 
reported and adopted before the end of the present 
session, he laid on the table the following resolu- 
tion: 

“Resolved, That a committee be appointed to consider 
what measures are expedient for Congress to adopt, 
preparatory to the removal of the seat of Government, 
with leave to report by bill or otherwise.” i 


THE PUBLIC DEBT. 


Mr. Griswoip called up a resolution he yester- 
day laid on the table, which, after being modified 
by Mr. GALLATIN, was adopted, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to exam- 
ine the accounts of the United States, so far as relates 
to the public debt; the amount of the expenses incurred ; 
the amount of debt extinguished; and, generally, such 
facts as relate to the public receipts.and: expenditures 
under the present Constitution.” : 8 

Seven members were appointed. 

Mr. Harper moved that the said committee 
might be instructed to inquire into and ascertain, 
as near as may be, and report to the House, the 
amount of moneys paid since the establishment of 
the present Government for grants for incidental 
claims arising under the old Government; ‘the 
amount of unfunded debt paid since that period; 
the amount paid for military pensions ; the amount 
paid for the construction and repair of light-houses, 
beacons, &c.; the sum paid to quell the Western 
insurrection; the sum paid in fortifying the ports 
and harbors; the expenses of the fabrication of 
arms and military stores ;.the expenses of the ships- 
of-war, together with the amount of materials now 
on hand; the sums paid for the preservation of 
peace with the Indian tribes; the expenses for the 
relief and protection of American seamen; the 
amount for ascertaining and fixing the boundary 
lines of the United States; the sums paid for the 
preservation of peace with the Barbary Powers; 
and also a statement of the whole public property 
of every kind acquired, and now possessed, by the 
Government of the United States, 

Mr. Gatiatin had no objection to the principle 
of the resolution, but, as the gentleman had gone 
into detail, if he by mistake had omitted any ar- 
ticle, it would only lead the House into mistaken 
conclusions. He thought the amount of the whole 
of the expenditures as well as receipts ought to be 
stated in a general resolution, leaving the commit- 
tee to give it in such detail as they might think 
proper. 

Mr. Harper said his object was net to obtain 
every expense of the whole Government ; he did 
not want a statement of the civil list, but of what” 
was called incidental and extraordinary expenses, 
into which the Government had been drawn by 
particular circumstances. 

The motion was laid on the table. 

STOUFFER AND WALLACE. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee on 
the report of the Committee of Commerce on the 
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petition of Stouffer and Wallace. The report | Speaker decided in the affirmative, so that the 


recommended that the prayer of the petitioners 
should not-be granted. 

Mr. S: Smiru hoped the. report would not be 
agreed to; he stated the. committee to have been 
nearly. equally divided in this case. It appeared 
that one of the petitioners (Mr. Wallace) being 
at:Fortola, a. British island, purchased the ‘ship, 
‘for which. a register-was prayed, at $20,000; which 
ship had been:.captured.and condemned, and sold 
in. that ‘island... Mr. S. contended that the ship 
was purchased under the orders and instructions 
of the:Secretary of State, in a report made on this 
subject, (which was iead,) and wherein it was 
considered Po ‘take vessels captured into 
the ports of Great Britain, or any other at war 
with France, provided the distance was great 
from the United States. Conceiving this ship en- 
titled to‘all the privileges under this instruction, 
as it would have if it had been condemned and 
sold in the United States, he thought himself per- 
fectly safe in purchasing the vessel, not doubting 
but she was entitled to.a register. 

Mr. Sewatt stated the reasons of the commit- 
tee in reporting against the petition. It appeared 
that this gentleman had mistaken the law, and this 
mistake the committee thought ought to be borne 
by the petitioners, rather than admit a very inju- 
rious principle. The consequence would very 
probably be that vessels would be taken into a 
British port, in preference to an American port, 
and thus the United States would be parties in the 
war. Further, it appeared that this vessel was 
taken while the captors were in company with a 
British privateer. With respect to the instruc- 
tions of the Secretary of State, it was not stated 
that all the advantages were to be allowed to a 
vessel sold in a British port, to which she would 
have been entitled if sold in the United States ; 
and that the purchaser certainly ought to have in- 
quired into the operation of the laws of the 
United States in the case, or abide by the conse- 
quences. 

Mr. Nicwouas said he had no doubt but the in- 
structions of the Secretary of State were wrong, 
and contrary to the law, and that the determina- 
tion of the committee was right, and he hoped it 
would be decided in that way. 

Mr. Smirx again supported the right ofthe pe- 
titioner. It was but fair, he said, if a man had 
been led into an error, by the instructions of a pub- 
lic officer, that the Government should assist him. 
Mr. Wallace had nothing to do with the priva- 
teers; the captors brought the vessel and sold it to 
him, at the same time producing the order of the 
Secretary for his security. 

The Committee agreed to the report of the select 
committee, and the House concurred—yeas 45, 
nays 31. 

The House went into a Committee on the re- 
port of the Committee of Claims on the petition 
of Amy Dardin, which was that the prayer of the 
petitioner ought not to be granted. Being taken 


up in the House, the propriety and impropriety of 


granting it was again contended, when there ap- 
peared in favor of the report 42, against it 42. The 


claim was not admitted. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole House on the bill to provide for the 
execution of the twenty-seventh article of the 
Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and Navigation, 
made with Great Britain; and, after some time 
spent therein, the Committee rose, reported pro- 
gress, and asked leave to sit again. 


Fripay, March 21. 


Mr. Marsuatt, from the committee appointed 
on the subject of the Western Reserve of Connec- 
ucut, made a report that the cession of the said 
lands ought to be accepted by the United States 
upon terms mentioned by a bill which he also re- 
ported, and which was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Naval Committee, re- 
ported a bill fixing the rank and pay of the com- 
manding officer of the Corps of Marines. Com- 
mitted to the Whole House. 

The House then went into a Committee on the 
bill supplementary to an act for regulating the 
trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, &c.; 
which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading on Monday next. 

Mr. Oris called up his resolution, yesterday 
proposed, for a committee to inquire respecting 
the removal of the Government to the Federa 
City, which he now altered, so that the reference 
was made to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ACTION OF THE FRIGATE CONSTELLA- 
TION. 


The Speaker laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Navy, in compliance 
with the instructions of the House, respecting the 
engagement which occurred between the frigate 
Constellation and a French ship-of-war.. The re- 
port enclosed a letter from Captain Truxtun, de- 
tailing the action, and also extracts of letters from 
the American Consul at Curacoa, and one from 
the American agent at St. Kitts, respecting the 
disabled state of the French ship La Vengeur. As 
to any particular specimen of valor, the Secretary 
received no information; but that all the officers 
and men had acted with the most unexampled 
bravery and decorum was attested by the Captain, 
whose good management was evinced by the sin- 
gular success of the action. The Secretary men- 
tions the singular bravery of James Jarvis, a 
Midshipman, who preferred death to quitting his 

ost. 
j On motion of Mr. H. Leeg, this report, together 
with a resolution proposed some days since by 
Mr. Parker, was referred to the Naval Com- 
mittee. 

RHODE ISLAND COLLEGE. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of the Corpora- 
tion of Rhode Island College was read, and, on 
the question for its passage, Mr. RANDOLPA wish- 


| ed to know what difference there was in the prin- 
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ciple of this claim and that which was yesterday 
negatived of Amy Dardin. , : 

Mr. D. Fosrer stated it to be, that the claim 
of Amy Dardin was barred by the statute of lim- 
itation, whereas this was not; and, being just, a 
bill was reported on it. The principle of the bill 
was strongly contested by Messrs. Goong, GAL- 
LATIN, and NicHouas, on the ground of its being 
barred by the statute. Messrs. D. Foster, Oris, 
and CHAMPLIN, spoke in answer. At length Mr. 
S. Smita moved the postponement of the ques- 
tion on the bill until Monday, in order to ascer- 
tain whether it was barred or not. 

It was postponed. 


CHILDREN OF MAJOR TRUEMAN. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee on 
the report of the Committee of Claims, on the 
petition of J. Somerville and H. T. Compton, 
guardians of the orphan children of the late Ma- 
jor Alexander Trueman, who was killed in bear- 
ing a mission to the Indians. The report was, 
that the decision of the accounting officers of the 
Treasury was right, and that the prayer of the 
petition ought not to be granted. Mr. E. FOSTER 
moved to agree with the report. 

{It appeared that this claim was made for the 
difference of half-pay between a special law that 
was passed in this case, and a general law that 
was afterwards passed in behalf of the widows 
and nee children of persons slain in battle, 
generally. ] 

Messrs. J. C. Tuomas, S. Smrra, and H. Les, 
spoke in favor of the claim, and Messrs. D. Fos- 
‘rer, Macon, and Nicnowas, against it. After 
which the report was agreed to—ayes 48. The 
House concurred, 

Mr. Davis afterwards laid on the table a reso- 
lution that a committee be appointed to report 
whether or not it was expedient to extend the 
general law of 1793 to the children aforesaid. 


Monpay, March 26. 


Mr. Harerr, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill making further provision 
for the removal and accommodation of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; which was twice 
read and committed to the whole House. 

An engrossed bill, supplementary to the act for 
regulating trade and intercourse with the Indian 
tribes, and to preserve peace on the frontiers, was 
read and passed, 

Mr. Harper, directed by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, proposed the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
have leave to prepare and report a bill or bills for making 
appropriations for the various branches of the public 
service during the present year.” 

Mr. Harper reported a bill from the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, to amend an act provid- 
ing for a second census or enumeration of the in- 
habitants of the United States. Mr. H. stated 
this act to be only an alteration to conform the 


which passed the present session. It was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


MEDAL TO CAPTAIN TRUXTUN. 


Mr. Parker, from the Naval Committee,” ré- 
ported the following resolutions : 


« Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, in Congress assembled. That 
the President of the United States be requested to pre- 
sent to Captain Thomas Truxtun, a golden medal, em- 
blematical of the late action between the United States 
frigate Constellation, of 38 guns, and the French ship- 
of-war La Vengeur, of 54 guns, in testimony of the 
high sense entertained by Congress of his gallantry 
and good conduct in the above engagement, wherein'an 
example was exhibited by the Captain, officers, sailors,_ 
and marines, honorable to the American name, and 
instructive to its rising navy. i 

“ Resolved, That the conduct of James Jarvis, a Mid- 
shipman in said frigate, who gloriously preferred cer- 
tain death to an abandonment of: his post, is deserving 
of the highest praise; and that the loss of so promising 
an officer is a subject of national regret.” 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of these resolutions ; the first of which being un- 
der consideration, 

Mr. Ranvotrn said, that inasmuch as he could 
not give his assent to these resolutions, he felt im- 
pressed with the propriety of stating the reasons 
which would govern his vote. 

It was not with any intention to detract 
from the deserved reputation which had been so 
nobly earned by the Captain, officers, and crew, 
of the Constellation; still less to withhold the 
well-earned applause due to that gallant youth 
who had sacrificed his life in the prosecution of 
his duty. It was to the first of these resolutions, 
only that he should deny his concurrence. He 
should do this, unless the gentlemen of the Naval 
Committee should show to him that it was the 
duty of the commander of the Constellation to 
persist in the chase, and compel to action a ship 
of such superior force. This conduct was, in his 
opinion, rash; and, when the situation of the 
United States and France was taken into consid- 
eration, it was peculiarly unadvisable. Our Com- 
missioners were at this time in the capital of that 
country negotiating peace. How did the pursuit 
of this ship—the forcing her into an action, which 
ended in the crippling of both vessels—comport 
with that protection which was to be afforded to 
our commerce by the Constellation ? 

Mr. R. said that his duty obliged him to act 
upon his own opinion; and, however singular it 
may appear, he should vote against the first reso- 
lution, unless the gentleman who brought it for- 
ward would make it appear that it was the duty 
of Captain Truxtun to compel the Vengeance to 
come to action, when he knew her to be of such 
superior force. The second resolution met his 
most hearty approbation. 

Mr. Parxer said, what the present state of 
things between the two countries might be, in the 
opinion of his colleague, he could not say; but 
Mr. P. conceived it was no other than it was at 


bill to an amendment made to the title of the bill | the time Congress passed a bill which prescribed 
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the conduct of our naval commanders. In that 
bill they were authorized to take or destroy all 
French. armed vessels; under these orders Cap- 
tain Truxtun left this country, and, in obedi- 
ence-to instructions to that effect, he pursued 
and engaged this vessel, which, though of supe- 
rior force, he had beaten.. Had he not attack- 
ed lier, it is most probable she would have pro- 
ceeded against our commerce. The law having 
been passed by Congress, if. the President of the 
United States had: not given orders conform- 
ably thereto, he would have been subject to im- 
peachment. He, therefore, presumed it to be his 
duty; and, most certainly, such orders being given 
to the commanders, they were bound to conform 
to them. .Mr..P. thought that this.and greater 
approbation ought to. be expressed by Congress 
for conduct so brave and unprecedented. In some 
countries. monuments had been raised, but this 
was unnecessary, though merited. Our naval ex- 
ertions were very recent and confined, but an in- 
stance of extraordinary valor having occurred it 
ought to be honorably and: suitably noticed. 

Mr. Nicuouas said, however. he might agree 
with his colleague es RanpDoupH) in a desire 
that no conduct should be encouraged that would 
tend to'aggravate France in the present situation 
of things, he could not agree with him in his pre- 
sent sentiments. While'we were in a state of ac- 
tual, though not of declared war, Mr. N. thought it 
was naturally to be expected that our command- 
ers would act in their complete military charac- 
ter, when our ships were arrayed for battle, and 

ower given to act up to the full rigor which the 
faye of honor and of war would warrant. In the 
conduct of the Captain, as well as the crew, Mr. 
N: said, he saw nothing but what was extremely 
laudable, and highly meriting approbation. 

Mr. Lyon said he rose to request the division 
of the question on the resolutions. He was dis- 
posed to vote for the latter resolution, and not for 
the former. 

The Spraxer declared they would be divided, 
and that the question before the House was on 
the agreeing to the first resolution. 

` Mr. Lyon observed that he had voted for the 
equipment of the three frigates under. an impres- 
sion that they would be employed solely for the 
protection of the commerce of this country; but 
now he found himself called upon to give thanks 
or praise to the commander of one of those frigates, 
and for what? for going out of the station assigned 
to him, as the most proper for the protection of 
the trading vessels of this country, in chase of a 
ship-of-war of much superior force; and for re- 
ducing the ship under his command, as well as that 
of his opponent, to a mere wreck. Mr. L. said he 
had seen nothing in the orders which had been 
published directing him to do this, nor did he 
think policy or prudence dictated the measure. Let 
all our naval commanders be excited to follow 
this example; let them play or fight each of them 
their vessel against a French vessel-of-war of su- 
perior force in the same way, and our naval force 
is crippled, while the French will scarcely feel 
their loss; then our commerce would be wholly 
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at their merey. Besides these considerations, 
what is there to defend that commerce, on the sta- 
tion left destitute by the Constellation, while she 
is refitting. For his part he was as glad and proud 
as any gentleman that our officers, and our sai- 
iors, and our marines, had behaved gallantly and 
done themselves and their country honor, in the 
late action, but he did not feel himself bound, un- 
der existing circumstances, to give distinguished 
praise to the conduct which produced it; he should 
therefore vote aganint the resolution. 

Mr. J. Brown would vote for this resolution 
‘for the very reason which some gentlemen urged 
for voting against it. He thought the very fact of 
chasing a ship of superior force, and forcing her 
toan action which had been attended with suc- 
cess, wasa commendable act. Thisto him would 
be the only inducement for paying so high a mark 
of national respect. If it had been an attack upon 
a vessel of inferior force, he should not think it 
worth notice. The objection was partly on ac- 
count of the French ship being of superior force; 
surely this would rather be a reason why we should 
have vessels of greater force than we have now; 
therefore he hoped the worthy member would 
suffer that brave officer to go to sea next time 
with a 74-gun ship under his command, when he 
would doubtless bring the enemy to a good ac- 
count. 

The yeas and nays were called on this resolu- 
tion and carried—yeas 87, nays 4, as follows: 


Yzas—Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, 
John Bird, Phanuel Bishop, Jonathan Brace, John 
Brown, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, William C. C. Claiborne, John 
Condit, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, John 
Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, John 
Dennis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Ed- 
mond, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Thomas 
Evans,’ Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, John Fowler, 
Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, Henry Glen, 
Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, 
William Gordon, Edwin Gray, Roger Griswold, John 
A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, 
Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, David Holmes, 
Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, James Jones, Aaron 
Kitchell, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, 
Michael Leib, Samuel Lyman, James Linn, Nathaniel 
Macon, John Marshall, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham 
Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinck- 
ney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rut- 
ledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafc, William Shep- 
ard, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard 
Stanford, David Stone, Benjamin Taliaferro, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, John Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt,. Joseph B. 
Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Wain, Robert Wil- 
liams, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Naxs—George Jackson; Matthew Lyon, John Ran- 
dolph, and Thomas Sumter. 


The other resolution was adopted unanimously. 


RHODE ISLAND COLLEGE. 


An engrossed bill was read for the relief of the 
trustees of Rhode Island College, and after being 
warmly objected to by Mr. GaLiatin, and warmly 
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supported by Mr. CuamrLin, the yeas and nays 
were taken on its passage and resulted—yeas 41, 
nays 41, as follows: 

Yras—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, Phanuel Bishop, 
Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. Champ- 
lin, William Cooper, John Davenport, Joseph Dickson, 
William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, William Gordon, John A. 
Hanna, James H. Imlay, George Jackson, Henry Lee, 
Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, Joseph H. Nicholson, Har- 
rison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas 
Platt, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr, Samuel Sewall, 
James Sheafe, Wiliam Shepard, Samuel Smith, Ben- 
jamin Taliaferro, George Thatcher, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, and Lemuel Williams. 

Nays—Willis Alston, John Bird, Robert Brown, 
Samuel J. Cabell, Matthew Clay, John Condit, Thomas 
T. Davis, John Dawson, John Dennis, George Dent, 
Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Albert Gallatin, 
Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, Joseph Heister, Archibald Henderson, 
William H. Hill, David Holmes, Benjamin Huger, 
Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James 
Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, Abraham Nott, John Randolph; 
John Smilie, John Smith, Richard Stanford, David 
Stone, Thomas Sumter, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, and Robert Williams. 

The Speaker declaring himself in the affirma- 
tive the bill was passed. 

The House went into Committee on the bill for 
the better regulation of the Courts of the United 
States, which was read through, when, the hour 
of adjournment being arrived, a motion was made 
for the Committee to rise, which was carried. 

Progress was reported,and on the question “Shall 
the committee have leave to sit again ?” leave was 
refused—yeas 38, nays 40, so the bill was lost. 


Tvespay, March 25. 


Mr. S. Smrru, from the Committee of Commerce, 
to whom was referred a resolution to that effect, 
reported, that it would be inexpedient to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to remit any forfeit- 
ures which have been or may be incurred under 
the laws of the United States prohibiting the ex- 
portation of arms and ammunition, upon the same 
principles on which the Secretary of the Treasury 
is authorized to remit forfeitures, penalties, and 
disabilities, incurred under the revenuelaws. The 
House concurred in the report. 

An engrossed bill to amend an act entitled, an 
act providing for the second census, or enumera- 
tion of the inhabitants of the Uuited States, was 
read; and, after the title was amended so as to 
read * An act to alter the form of certain oaths 
and affirmations directed to be taken by the act 
entitled an act,” &c., it was passed. 


COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
The Speaker observed that, yesterday, the bill 
to provide for the better establishment of the 
Courts of the United States was taken up in Com- 
mittee, which rose at the usual hour of adjourn- 
ment, reported progress, and was refused leave to 


sit again; it was however the opinion of the SPEAK- 
ER, that the bill was still to be considered in pos- 
session of the House; this inference he drew from 
the constant practice of the House; and therefore, 
though leave was refused to sit again, the House 
could now agree to recommit the bill either to 
the select committee, or to the Committee of the 
Whole. 
a bill, to commit or to engross; one of these modes 
he considered must indispensably be taken. 


There never were but two questions on 


Mr. Harper then, after some observations, 


moved to recommit the bill to a select committee. 


Mr. GALLATIN contended that the bill was not 


at all in possession of the House, but in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole; there the Speaker found it, 
and until they were discharged from the consider- 
ation of it, the Speaker had no power over it. 


After some other observations, Mr. NicuoLas 


moved its postponement till the first Monday in 
December next. 


Mr. Harper spoke against the motion, on the 
ground that gentlemen ought not to object toa 
system without either showing its impropriety or 
permitting its friends to show its usefulness. He 
wished the subject to undergo a discussion, when 


he was assured it would appear that many valua- 
ble improvements were introduced by this bill. 


The yeas and nays were then taken on the ques- 
tion of postponement, and stood—yeas 44, nays 
50, as follows : 


Yzas— Willis Alston, Phanuel Bishop, Rob’t Brown, 
Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
William Charles Cole Claiborne, John Condit, Thom- 
as T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eg- 
gleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Galla- 
tin, Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John 
A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George 
Jackson, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, 
Matthew Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, John Randolph, John 
Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, 
David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, John Bird, 
Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. Champ- 
lin, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, John Daven- 
port, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan 
Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger Griswold, William 
Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Hen- 
derson, William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. 
Imlay, John Wilkes} Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, 
Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, 
Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Tho- 
mas Pinckney, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rut- 
ledge, jun., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William 
Shepard, Richard Dobbs Spaight, George Thatcher, 
Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, 
Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


Mr. Nicuoxtas then moved that the bill be ta- 
ken up in Committee of the Whole. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee 
thereupon. 
_ Mr. Nicnotas moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion. 
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Mr. Harper objected, and mentioned the na- 
ture and. properties of the section. 
Mr: -NicnoLas afterwards withdrew his mo- 
tion, observing- that-he should reserve it for the 


seventh section, in which more of the principle of 


the bill was contained. ; 


A lengthy debate ‘then ensued on a motion of 


Mr. Gauvatin to strike out the sixth section, 
which related to: suits being entered against the 
United States in the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States. l i 

The Committee rose, and the House adjourned 
without taking the question. 


Wenpnespay, March 26. 


Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill for the support of Govern- 
ment for the year 1800; which was twice read, 
and committed. 

Mr. Harrison presented a petition of a number 
of the inhabitants of the Ilinois country, in the 
Northwestern Territory, stating that they inhabit 
a country of eight hundred miles in length and 
four hundred in breadth; that many of them have 
to go six hundred miles to a Judicial court} that 
immigrations are very numerous; on which, and 
numerous other accounts, they prayed a division 
of the Territory. This petition was referred to a 
Committee of the Whole, to whom was referred a 
bill- on that subject. 


‘COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The House then again resolved itself into a 
Committee on the Judiciary bill. 

The fifth ‘section being under consideration, 
which made a provision for bringing claimsagainst 


the United States to be tried before the Courts of 


the. United States, 

Mr. Garat said he had yesterday moved to 
strike out this section, the impropriety of which he 
again contended; but, even if it were proper, the 
section by no means contained provisions to pre- 
vent frauds being practised in theclaims that might 
be made. On which account, if the principle 
must. pass, it ought to be the subject of a separate 
bill, wherein necessary precautions might be taken. 

Mr. Harper agreed as to the principle, but had 
no objection to striking out the section if another 
bill could be brought in to effect the object. He 
appealed to the Chair to know whether it would 
be in order, the section being struck out, (the rules 
ofthe House not admitting one bill to be twice 
brought into the House in one session,) to bring in 
a bill’ afterwards containing the same principle, but 
with additional provisions. a 

Mr. Rutvepes (the Chairman) gave his opinion 
that striking out the section would not preclude a 
bill being brought in to modify the same principle, 
when that was the main object. 

The Speaker gave his opinion that it would be 
quite in order, since it was entirely distinct from 
the general provisions of the bill before the Com- 
mittee, and would be complete without this; which, 
if necessary, could be made the subject of another 
bill; certain, however, he was, that it ought to be 


Courts of the United States. 
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much more guarded than the séction made it. 
There were, he was well persuaded, many enemies 
to the fifth and sixth sections, who would wish the 
bill itself to pass; to such it would bea relief to 
strike out the sections, and could not- possibly do 
injury. ` 

The fifth and sixth sections were ordered to be 
stricken out. 

The seventh section contained provisions for di- 
viding the United States into twenty-nine districts, 
in each of which a circuit court should be estab- 
lished (which are enumerated.) Mr. Nicuoas 
moved to strike out this section, and entered at 
large into his reasons, and in favor of the present 
Judiciary system in this respect: Mr. HARPER an- 
swered, giving the. reasons why it was proper to 
change the present Judiciary system. Mr. $. 
SMITH spoke in favor of the motion; after which 
Mr. GALLATIN and Mr. Harperagain spoke. The 
Committee rose without a decision, and theHouse 
adjourned. 


Tuurspay, March 27. 


The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, accompany- 
ing his report on the memorial of Charles Pettit, 
referred to him by order of the House, on the 
eighth of January, one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-six; which were read, and ordered to 
be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. Nicuoxson laid on the table a resolution 
that the President of the Senate and Speaker of 
the House of Representatives should be author- 
ized to adjourn their respective Houses on the 
last day of April next. 


COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The House went into Committee on the Judi- 
ciary bill; the motion to strike out the 7th sec- 
tion, containing the principle of the. bill, being 
under consideration, i 

Mr. MarssaLu entered into a lengthy defence 
of the new system, and spoke against the motion. 

Mr. Nicwouson replied in answer. 

Mr. Harper, in opposition to the motion, detailed 
the difference of expense between, the present and 
the new system; it having -been ‘stated by the 
enemies of this bill that the expense of it would 
be $100,000 more than the. present; Mr. H.’s 
statement made it only $46,500 more, which he 
contended was trifling compared with the essen- 
tial advantages of a more perfect administration 
of justice. . 

Mr. Dennis also spoke in favor of the bill, with 
certain modifications in the detail, and Mr. Ma- 
con and Mr. Nicno.as against its. a 

The question was then taken upon striking out 
the first section, and carried—ayes 50. ; 

The Committee then rose, obtained leave to sit 
again, and the House adjourned. 


Fripay March 28. 
Mr. D. Foster made a report, from the Com- 


mittee of Claims, to whom were referred a reso- 
lution on the 13th of January last, that it was the 
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opinion of the committee that no alteration ought 
to be made in the law passed the 12th of June, 
1798, respecting the loan office and final settle- 
ment certificates, indents of interest, and un- 
funded or registered debt on the books of the 
Treasury. 

The report was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole. a 

Mr. Livinaston observed, that great quantities 
of white cotton goods were imported into the 
United States, here printed, and again exported, 
which were not now entitled to a drawback of 
the duties; he, therefore, proposed the following 
resolution, which was carried : 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be directed to inquire into the expedien- 
cy of allowing a drawback on exported cotton goods of 
foreign manufacture, from the United States, and to 
report by bill or otherwise.” 

The House went into Committee on the bill 
fixing the rank and pay of the commanding offi- 
cer of the Corps of Marines; which was agreed 
to, and, when in the House, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. H. Les proposed to the House the follow- 
ing resolution, which was agreed to: 

“ Resolved, That all the papers and packets sent to 
Mrs. Martha Washington, relict of the late General 
George Washington, shall be received and conveyed 
by post free from postage for and during her life.” 

A committee of three members was appointed 
to bring in a bill conformably thereto. A bill 
was accordingly reported by Mr. H. Les, which 
was read, and ordered to be engrossed. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be di- 
rected to lay before this House a report of the 
proceedings had under an act passed at the last 
session, entitled “An act in addition to an act, en- 
titled ‘An act for the more general promulgation 
of the laws of the United States ;” together with 
an account of the expense incurred within each 
State by publishing the laws therein. 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate and 
Speaker of the House of Representatives be au- 
thorized to close the present session, by adjourn- 
ing their respective Houses on the first Monday 
of May next. 


Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do car- | 


ry the said resolution to the Senate, and desire 
their concurrence. 


COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The House then went into a Committee of the 
Whole, on the Judiciary bill. 

Mr. Harper observed, that the section yester- 
day stricken out in Committee of the Whole, con- 
tained the essential principle of the bill, by which 
almost all the subsequent sections were guided. 
It was, therefore, impossible for the Committee to 
proceed with the other sections, so immediately 
flowing from the seventh section, which had been 
stricken out. Believing a modification to be es- 
sentially necessary, and desirous of putting it into 
such a train as to be brought before the House, 
agreeably to the more general opinion as express- 


ed in the debate, he moved. that the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged, for the purpose of af- 
terwards moving the reference of the bill to a se- 
lect committee. f 

Mr. Ors also spoke in favor of the motion. 

Messrs. GALLATIN, S. Sirs, and Nicuouas, 
spoke against the Committee being discharged ; 
wishing that some grounds might be established 
before it should be referred, in order that the še- 
lect committee might know upon what principles 
to report a bill.. It was necessary first to know 
whether it was the will of the House to. increase 
the number of districts; whether the Judges of 
the Supreme Court should go the circuits, or be 


confined to the mere business of appeal; and _ 


whether, if they are to go the circuits, the num- 
ber of Judges ought to be increased. Knowing 
the will of the House on these important articles, 
the Committee would know what to do. 

The motion was carried—ayes 57. 

Mr. Harper then moved that the bill be recom- 
mitted to a select committee. 

Mr. Macon moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill till the first Monday in De- 
cember next. He considered the vote of yester- 
day was a transcript of the will of the House. 
The session was far advanced, and every gentle- 
man knew how improper it was to discuss any 
important subject at the end of the session. 


Some debate took place onthe motion. It was 
contended in favor of the bill that the revision of 
the system was very important; that the busi- 
ness being of a public nature, it was the duty of 
the House to stay to do it, whatever might be 
their desire to go to their homes. The House had 
time, and were bound to take it up; but, if it was 
left till next session, it might not be done. Be- 
sides, it was argued that the close of the present 
Executive’s authority was at hand, and, from his 
experience, he was more capable to choose suita- 
ble persons to fill the offices than another. 


The question was taken and stood—yeas 46, 
nays 52, as follows: 


Yzas— Willis Alston, Phanuel Bishop, Rob’t Brown, 
Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
William Charles Cole Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas 
T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggles- 
ton, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, 
Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. 
Hanna,Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, 
George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Micha- 
el Leib, Matthew Lyon, Edward Livingston, Nathan- 
iel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Randolph, John 
Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, 
David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. 
Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Naxys—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, 
William Gordon, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, William 
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H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, John 
Marshall; Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison 
G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, 
Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, jun., Sam- 
uel Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shepard, George 


Thatcher; Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert | 


Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


“Ordered, That the-Committee of the whole 
House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the said bill, and ‘that the same be recom- 
mitted to Mr. HARPER, Mr. CHAUNCEY GooD- 
RICH; Mr. Bayarp, Mr. MarsnaLL, and Mr. 
SEWALL. | 

NORTHWESTERN TERRITORY. 


“The House then went into Committee on the 
¿bill to divide the Territory of the United States 


l ` Northwest of the Ohio. 


‘Mr. Macon moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion; he had heard. no considerable reason why 
the present mode of government was improper, 
as related to the Governor. 

Mr. Harrison answered, that the Government 
was too unwieldy; that numbers of families had 
removed to the Spanish territory ; that the num- 
ber of inhabitants in the Western division was at 
least 15,000, and that it was the general wish of 
the people a division should take place. 

Mr. Harrer also spoke in favor of the bill. He 
considered that a territory of 1,000 miles in length 
and about 700 in breadth, divided by an extensive 
wilderness, inhabited by Indians, was very much 
too large, and the local situation too dissimilar to 
admit of being one Government, either to enact 
equal laws.or to provide for the execution of them. 

The motion to strike out was negatived. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE moved to amend so as that the 
Government of the two Territories should be the 
same as that of the Mississippi Territory lately 
passed into a law. 

Mr. Harrison wishing this motion had been 
suspended, and promising to introduce that prin- 
ciple in another bill if this should pass, Mr. C. 
withdrew it. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading on 
Monday next. 


Mownpay, March 31. 

A message was received from the Senate, noti- 
fying the House that they had passed “An act 
prescribing the mode of deciding disputed elec- 
tions cf President and Vice President,” to which 
they desired the concurrence of the House. 

The bill was read twice and committed toa 
‘Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 

The following engrossed bills were read, and 

assed : i 
j An act fixing the rank and pay of the com- 
manding officers of the corps of Marines; 

An act to extend the privilege of franking let- 
ters and packages to Martha Washington; and 

An act to divide the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the Ohio into two separate 


Governments. : 
Mr. A. Foster. from the committee for that 


purpose, reported a bill supplementary to the law 
now in force, fixing the compensation of the offi- 
cers of the Senate and House of Representatives; 
which was twice read, and referred to a Commit- 
tee of the whole Howse. 

Mr. Harper, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted, on the 28th instant, the bill for the 
better establishment and regulation of the Courts 
of the United States, reported an amendatory bill 
to provide for the more convenient organization 
of the Courts of the United States. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the Committee of 
Claims, made the twenty-first instant, to whom 
was referred the petition of Gilbert Dench; and, 
after some time spent therein, the Committee rose 
and reported a resolution thereupon ; which was 
pe read, and agreed to by the. House, as fol- 
ows: 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petition of the 
said Gilbert Dench cannot be granted, and that 
the petitioner have leave to withdraw the same. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill entitled “An 
act to discharge Robert Sturgeon from his im- 
prisonment,” with an amendment; to which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 


LAKE SUPERIOR COPPER MINES. 


The House, according to the order of the day, 
again resolved itself into a Committee of the 
whole House on the report of the committee ap- 
pointed, on the 5th instant, to inquire into the ex- 

ediency of authorizing the President of the United 

tates to appoint an agent to purchase of the In- 
dians a tract of land on the south side of Lake 
Superior, which shall include the great copper 
bed; and, after some time spent therein, the Com- 
mittee rose and reported a resolution thereupon ; 
which was twice read, and agreed to by the 
House, as follows: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States be 
authorized to employ an agent, who shall be instructed 
to collect all material information relative to the copper 
mines on the south side of Lake Superior, and to ascer- 
tain whether the Indian title to such lands as might be 
required for the use of the United States, in case they 
should deem it expedient to work the said mines, be 
yet subsisting ; and, if so, the terms on which the same 
can be extinguished: And that the said agent be in- 
structed to make report to the-President, in such time 
as the information he may collect may be laid before 
Congress at their next session. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do carry 
the said resolution to the Senate, and desire their 
concurrence. 


SALE OF NORTHWESTERN LANDS. 


The House then resolved itself into Committee 
on the bill to amend the act entitled “ An act pro- 
viding for the sale of the lands of the United 
States in the Territory Northwest of the Ohio, 
and above the mouth of Kentucky river.” 

Mr, Cooper moved that the Committee rise, in 
order that the bill may be reeommitted for the 
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purpose of regulating the quantities to be exposed 
for sale. 

This motion was negatived. 

Mr. GriswoLy then moved to strike out the 
first section, in which he was supported by Mr. 
Epmonp, Mr. Cooper, and Mr. H. Ler, upon the 
ground of expense of surveying the lands, which 
must be very considerable, while the sale would 
be uncertain; that it would encourage encroach- 
ments upon the United States’ land, from which 
it would be impossible to dispossess persons who 
would make this encroachment. 

Messrs. GatLatin, Harrison, Nicnouas, HAR- 
PER, and Gorpon, spoke in favor of this bill, be- 
cause it prevented speculators receiving the ad- 
vantages resulting from offering the lands in large 
quantities for sale; that the former bill provided 
the sales to be either in quarter townships, or in 
lots of 640 acres; but the present bill offered the 
whole in lots of 320 acres, which must encourage 
actual settlers to purchase, and of course increase 
the price of the purchase; that the expense would 
therefore be soon refunded to the Treasury, with 
a considerable advantage to the United States, 
whereas by the operation of the former bill, the 
sales had been small. 

The Committee of the Whole rose without a 
decision, and obtained leave to sit again. 

And the House adjourned. 


Tvuespay, April 1. 


Mr. S. Smrru brought in a bill to incorporate 
a company by the name and style of the Mine 
and Metal Company; which was read a first and 
second time, and committed for Friday next. 

Mr. Griswo.p, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, reported sundry resolu- 
tions, recommending the further continuance of 
the following acts, which will expire with the 
present session, viz: 

An act in addition to the act for the punish- 
ment of certain crimes against the Onited States ; 

An act to prescribe the mode of taking evidence 
in cases of contested elections for members of the 
House of Representatives, and to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses ; 

An act to authorize the defence of merchant 
vessels of the United States, against French dep- 
redations. 

Tn this report the House concurred. 

Mr. GaLLatin also reported, that it would be 
advisable further to suspend the operations of the 
following acts, viz: 

An act laying an additional duty upon salt im- 
ported into the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; ard 

An act further to suspend the duties on the man- 
ufacture of snuff within the United States, and of 
drawbacks on the exportation thereof. 

The consideration of the question on the act 
laying a duty on salt, was postponed till to-morrow, 
and committed to a Committee of the whole House. 
The second resolution was agreed to. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of State, accompanying his report | 


made in pursuance of a resolution of this House, 
on the twenty-eighth ultimo, directing him to lay 
before this House a report of the proceedings had 
under an act passed at the last session, entitled “An 
act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act for the 
more general promulgation of the laws of the Uni- 
ted States,” together with anaccountof the expense 
incurred within each State, by publishing the laws 
Bern which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table, 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to discharge Robert Sturgeon. from his-~ 
imprisonment :” Whereupon, : 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment. 

The bill reported yesterday, to provide for the 
more convenient organization of the Courts of the 
United States, was read twice and committed tò 
a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


SALE OF NORTHWESTERN LANDS. 


The House again resol ved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill to amend the act pro- 
viding for the sale of the lands of the United States, 
in the Territory Northwest of the Ohio, and above 
the mouth of Kentucky river; when Mr. Gris- 
WoLp’s motion to strike out the first section bein 
under consideration, Messrs. Harrison, and J. 
Brown spoke against it and Mr. Coorrr in favor 
of it. The motion was at length negatived. 

Mr. Harper then moved an amendment, pro- 
viding that no money should be paid for surveying 
the lands, until sufficient had been received into 
the Treasury from the sales authorized by the act; 
which was opposed by Messrs. Griswotp and 
Jackson, as derogatory to the dignity of the Gov- 
ernment, and was negatived. 

Mr. J. Brown then moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the words “half sections” and inserting 
“quarter sections,” so as to have the land surveyed 


j into lots of 160 instead of 320 acres; which was 


negatived. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, after having stated to the Com- 
mittee the policy and necessity of granting some 
indulgence to the intruders on the public lands, 
moved the following amendment, viz: 

“ Provided, however, That every head of a family who 
shall have made an actual settlement or improvement 
on any part of the lands aforesaid, and shall reside on 
the same, shall have the right of pre-emption to the half 
section on which he resides, at the rate of dollars 
per acre.” 

After some observations from Messrs. GALLATIN, 
Jackson, and Kirrera, against the motion, it was 
negatived, there being only 17 yeas. 

After making some amendments, the Commit- 
tee rose, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading to-morrow. 


Wepnespay, April 2. 


Anengrossed bill entitled “ An act to amend the 
act entitled, ‘An act providing for the sale of lands, 
&c.,” was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. S. Saira, from the Committee of Com- 
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merce reported a bill to provide for repairs and ad- 
ditions to the light-house at New London; for the 
support of the light-house at Clark’s Point, and for 
the erection and support of a light-house at Wig- 
wam Point; which was referred to a Committee 
of the Whole. 

A bill from the Senate for the relief of Thomas 
Canfield was twice read, and referred to the com- 
mittee respecting entering caveats on land. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter and 
report from the Secretary of the Treasury on the 
petition of Benjamin Wells, referred to him the 
first ultimo; and, also, a counter petition, signed 
by sundry inhabitants of Fayette county, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, referred to him on the 
twenty-fourth ultimo; which were read; and or- 
dered to be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. SewaLL, from the managers appointed, on 
the part of this House, to attend a conference with 
the managers appointed on the part of the Senate, 
on the subject-matter of the amendments proposed 
by the Senate, and disagreed to by this House, to 
the bill, entitled “ An act to allow a drawback of 
duties on goods exported to New Orleans, and 
therein toamend the act, entitled ‘ An act to regu- 
late the collection of duties on imports and ton- 
nage,” made a report; which was read and con- 
sidered: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments proposed 
by the Senate to the said bill; and doth agree to 
the same, with an amendment. 


Mr. SewaLL, from the committee to whom were 
referred, on the twenty-fourth of December, and 
on the first and thirteenth of January last, the sev- 
eral petitions of Thomas Burling and others, of 
John Collier and others, and of Cato West and 
others, made a report; which was read,and ordered 
to be committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “ An act 
for the relief of Ithamar Canfield,” was read twice 
and committed to the committee appointed, on the 
twelfth of February last, to inquire into the expe- 
diency or inexpediency of passing a law to prevent 
entering a caveat, in any case, to hinder the issu- 
ing a patent for land granted for military services. 

Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of 
War, made the twenty-sixth of February last, on 
the petition of Samuel Lewis, senior, be referred 
to Mr. Cuatrorne, Mr. Dennis, and Mr. Siras 
Leg. 

HEIRS OF HARDING AND TRUEMAN. 


Mr. Davis called up a resolution which he laid 
on the table some days since, that a committee be 
appointed to consider whether the provision of the 
law of 29th April, 1798, may be extended to the 
widows and orphans of the late Colonel Harding 
and Major Trueman. . 

Messrs. D. Foster and Macon spoke against 
the reference ; Messrs. Parxer, R. THOMAS, Har- 
Rison, and Davis, in favor of it. 

Mr. Griswoip moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, (instead of a select committee 3) 
which was supported by Messrs. Nicolas, and 


KITCHELL, and opposed by Messrs. RUTLEDGE, 
CLAIBORNE, S. Smita, and Biro. Thirty rising 
only in favor of this reference, it was negatived.. 

The resolution was then referred to a select. 
committee—yeas 57. 


REMOVAL OF THE SEAT OF GOVERNMENT. 
The House then resolved itselfinto a Committee 
on the bill to make further progress for the remo- 
val and accommodation of the Government of the 
United States. : 
A motion was then made to fill a blank for the 
accommodation of the household of the President, 
about which considerable conversation occurred ; 
when Mr. RurLepee moved that the Committee 
rise, in order that time may be given for learning 
the amount of money wanting for this object, and 


because he supposed the chairman of the com- 
mittee, who was absent, might be able to give that 


information. The motion was afterwards with- 
drawn, but renewed by the SPEAKER, and at length 
carried. 


TREATY WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 
The House then went into Committee on the 


bill for carrying into effect the twenty-seventh 
article of the Treaty with Great Britain. 


Mr. NicHoxas was surprised a business so deli- 


cate as this should be entrusted solely to the Se- 
cretary of State; he conceived none less than the 
Executive ought to take steps for delivering over 
an offender under the treaty. 


Mr. Marsaalt informed him that he was pre- 


paring an amendment to the 2d section of the act; 
which he afterwards produced, providing that on 
any requisition being made under this article, the 
testimony should be taken in writing and trans- 
mitted to the Secretary of State, and by him laid 
before the President of the United States, whose 
opinion should decide whether the matter was 
cognizable in any court of the United States, or 
whether the offender should be delivered up; if 
the former, that he should give directions to the 
Judge in whose district the offender was 
hended to proceed to trial according to law: if not, 
and the crime came under the treaty, that he should 
direct the Secretary of State to direct the Judge 
to make the delivery. 


appre- 


This was agreed to. 
Mr. Nicuotas said this did not altogether re- 


move his objection: he wished the Secretary of 
State to be out of the question, since it was not 
here as in Great Britain where the Secretary of 
State was the first Executive. However, he varied 
a motion he made to strike out these words, so as 
to read “the Secretary of State, under the direc- 
tion of the President.” 


This was carried. 
Mr. Nicuotas then proposed two provisos at 


the end of the section, the first of which went to 
prevent the delivery up of any person for offences, 
for the trial of which any 


ourts of the United 
States are competent, so as to preserve inviolable 
the Constitutional right of trial by jury. The 
other proviso went to permit any person so charged, 
if he was an American and impressed into the 
British service, to make claim thereof to the judge 


by whom he was committed, in which custody he 
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should only remain for safe-keeping during the 
‘time in which he might be able to send for testi- 
mony to prove the facts of his claim, which depo- 
sitions might be received by the judge in writing ; 
against which the claimants should be allowed to 
bring. proof that the person entered voluntarily 
into the British service, and that if it should ap- 
pear he was impressed and kept on board a Brit- 
ish ship, contrary to his desire, he should be dis- 
charged. 

The Committee rose, in order to have these 
motions printed, and the House adjourned. 


Tuurspay, April 3. 

Mr. Harrer, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriation 
for the Military Establishment of the United 
States for the year 1800; which was twice read 
and committed to the whole House. 

Mr. Harper observed that in some of the States 
lands were received in satisfaction of judgments, 
which also was the case in such places where the 
United States were plaintiffs. To remedy what 
he conceived an evil, he laid on the table the fol- 
lowing resolution : 

“6 Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire and report, by bill or otherwise, whether any, and 
what, further provisions are necessary to be made rela- 
tive to the sales of real estate delivered to the United 
States in satisfaction of judgments against persons in- 
debted thereto.” 


Three members were appointed. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE NAVY. 


The House then went into Committee on the 
bill for the better government of the Navy, and to 
repeal the act heretofore made for that purpose. 

The discussion of the bill occupied the House 
till near four o’clock, and a variety of amendments 
were made to it. After the Committee had risen, 
and the amendments were agreed to, 

Mr. Ranpotpw moved the recommitment of 
the bill. He said he did this from impressions 
that some of the provisions of it were unconstitu- 
tional, men being to be tried, and suffer by the 
decision of a court martial, when the Constitu- 
tion says, article 3, section 2: “The trial of all 
crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall be 
by jury.” And the amendments to the Constitu- 
tion, article 7, says: “No person shall: be held to 
‘answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous 
‘crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of 
‘a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land 
‘or naval forces, or in the militia when in actual 
‘service in time of war or public danger;” this, 
he conceived, prevented Congress ordering any 
court martial. 

Mr. R. said he had no kind of objection to the 
bill, but he wished his scruples on these articles to 
be cleared up to him, or he must vote against it 
on the ground of unconstitutionality. 

Mr. Parxer said, he considered it indispensable 
that persons in the Navy, as had been always the 
case in the Army, should be tried for offences by 
court martial. He believed the objections were 


fully answered by that part of the Constitution, 
article 1, section 8: “ Congress shall have power 
to make rules for the government and regulation 
of the land and naval forces.” The “rules and 
regulations,” he supposed to be everything that 
related to subordination, which he thought was 
borne out by the exception in the amendment 
mentioned by the gentleman. 

The motion to recommit was lost by a large 
majority. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading to-morrow. 


Frinay, April 4. 

An engrossed bill for the better government of 
the Navy was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill to make appropriation for 
the Navy of the United States during the year 
1800 ; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. Harrison reported a bill authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to lease certain salt 
springs, the property of the United States, in the 
Territory Northwest of the Ohio; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the whole House. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have disagreed to the bill, entitled 
“An act to prevent the interference of any milita- 
ry force in certain elections.” 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “ An 
act to establish a General Stamp Office,” with 
several amendments, to which they desire the con- 
currence of this House. ; 

Ordered, That the said bill and amendments 
be referred to the Committee of Waysand Means. 


SUNDRY BILLS. 


Mr. Griswotp, from the Committee of Revisal 
nue Unfinished Business, reported the following 
bills: 

A bill to continue in force an act, entitled an 
act laying duties on mills and implements used in 
the manufacture of snuff; 

A bill to continue in force an act, entitled an 
act to authorize the defence of merchant vessels 
of the United States against French depredations; 

A bill to continue in force an act for the pun- 
ishment of certain crimes against the United States. 

The two first were ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading on Monday. The last was refer- 
red to a Committee of the Whole House. 


REMOVAL OF THE SEAT OF GOVERNMENT. 


The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill for the removal and accommo- 
dation of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. Harper proposed to amend the act so as 
that the sum to accommodate the household of 


‘the President of the United States with furniture, 


in addition to what was now in possession of the 
President, should not operate until after the third 
of March next. This he did, he said, in conse- 
quence of some Constitutional doubts which he 
had expressed. The Constitution declaring that 
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the salary of the President should receive no ad- 
dition nor diminution during his being in office. 
This was: concurred in. 

The question then was, what sum should be al- 
lowed for that purpose; $20,000, $15,000, and 
$10,000, were severally named. : 

Mr. Ranvo.pu, considering the principle itself 
unconstitutional, moved, in order to defeat the sec- 
tiowaltogether (it having been amended and being 
out of order to move its being stricken out) to in- 
sert the sum of $500. These different sums call- 
ed forth a lengthy debate. The sum of $20,000 
was negatived—45 to 39. That of $15,000 was car- 
riéd—yeas 44, nays 42. 

Mr. Harper proposed a provision that this mo- 
ney should be expended under the direction of the 
Secretaries of the four Executive departments, 
which was agreed to; one thousand dollars was al- 
lowed for removing the public property appertain- 
ing to the household of the President to the Fed- 
eral city. 

Mr. D. Foster moved to strike out the 5th sec- 
tion, which provides that $10,000 shall be appro- 
priated to pave such parts of the city as, in the 
opinion of the commissioners, and the Secretaries 
of Executive departments, may be convenient for 
the Government. This was negatived, only 21 
rising for it.. ~ . 

On motion of Mr. Bavar» the Secretaries of the 
Executive departments were inserted in lieu of 
the Secretary of Senate and Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, who were to provide for the 
accommodation of Congress. 

Mr. Suivi moved a new section, which was car- 
riedthat the clerks of the several offices of the 
Departments of State, Treasury, War, Navy and 
General. Post Office, should be allowed each one 
quarter additional salary to provide for their re- 
moval. 

Nine thousand dollars were appropriated to fur- 
nish the two Chambers of Congress, offices, com- 
mittee rooms, &€. 

The Committee rose; when Mr. GALLATIN Mov- 
ed to strike out the 2d section, which provided 
$15,000, to accommodate the President’s House 
with furniture. He did it, not because it would 
not be necessary to appropriate something, but he 
said what that something might be, would be bet- 
ter ascertained by waiting for the proper estimates, 
and until Congress moved there, when as much 
as should appear necessary might be appropriated, 
since it was not to come into use until after 3d of 
March. : f 

Twenty-six members only rose in favor of this 
motion, so it was negatived,  — 

The bill being gone through, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading on Monday. 


Mownpay, April 7. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to whom were referred, on the fourth in- 
stant, the amendments proposed by the Senate to 
the bill, entitled “ An act to establish a General 
Stamp Office,” made a report, which was received, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. H., from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred, on the seventh ultimo, the memorial of 


| Matthew Patterson and others, made a report; 


which was received; and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

- The following bills- were. read a third time 
and passed, viz : ; 

An act to repeal the act laying duties on mills 
and implements employed in the manufacture of 
snuff; 

An act to continue in foree. the act entitled. an 
act to authorize the defence of the merchant ves- 
sels of the United States against French depreda- 
tion; and > 

An act to make further provision for the re- 
moval and accommodation of the Government of 
the United States—yeas 47, nays 32. 


CONNECTICUT WESTERN RESERVE. 


Mr. MarsuHatt called for the order of the day, 
on the bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to accept, for the United States, a cession 
of jurisdiction of territory lying west of Pennsyl- 
vania, commonly called the Western Reserve of 
Connecticut. 

Mr. Cooper moved that the further considera- 
tion of the bill be postponed till the first Monday 
in December next. 

Messrs. MARSHALL, Harrison, Harper, GRIS- 
woLp, Gauatin, Kirrera, C. Gooprics, and 
Dana, opposed this motion, and Messrs. COOPER, 
Birn, Ranvoupn, Part, and Macon, spoke in 
favor of it. 

The question was at length taken by yeas and 
nays, and stood yeas 30, nays 57, as follows: 


Yuas—Theodorus Bailey, John Bird, Samuel J. 
Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, William Cooper, 
John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas 
Elmendorf, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, 
David Holmes, Benjamin Huger, George Jackson, 
Aaron Kitchell, Nathaniel Macon, Anthony New, 
Joseph H. Nicholson, Jonas Platt, John Randolph, John 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, and Rob- 
ert Williams. 

Nays—Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bart- 
lett, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. 
Champlin, William Charles Cole Claiborne, John Con- 
dit, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, . Franklin 
Davenport, John Dennis, J oseph Dickson, William 
Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, 
“Albert Gallatin, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, 
William Gordon, Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, 
William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Robert Good- 
loe Harper, Thomas Hartley, William H. Hill, James 
Jones, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, 
Michael Leib, Samuel Lyman, James Linn, John Mar- 
shall, Lewis R. Morris, Peter Muhlenberg, John Nich- 
olas, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Tho- 
mas Pinckney, Leven Powell, John Reed, Samuel 
Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shepard, John Smilie, 
Benjamin Taliaferro, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert 
Wain, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


On motion of Mr. Gauuatin, the bill was then 
postponed till to-morrow—ayes 45. 
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A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that the Senate have passed 
the bill to continue in force an act concerning cer- 
tain fisheries of the United States, for the govern- 
ment of the fishermen employed therein, and for 
other purposes as therein mentioned, with an 
amendment. i ; 

The amendment, was taken into consideration, 
when, 

Mr. CLay moved a postponement of the ques- 
tion till the first Monday in December next, and 
called the yeas and nays upon it, which were 
after some debate taken, and stood: yeas 36, nays 
54, as follows: 

Yras—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Samuel 
J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, William 
Charles Cole Claiborne, John Dawson, George Dent, 
Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, 
John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew 
Gregg, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Joseph 
Heister, William H. Hill, David Holmes, George Jack- 
son, James Jones, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Nath- 
aniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, Joseph 
H. Nicholson, John Randolph, John Smilie, Richard 
Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, Phanuel Bishop, 
Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G, Champ- 
lin, John Condit, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, 
William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, William Gordon, Roger 
Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, 
Benjamin Huger, Aaron Kitchell, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, James Linn, 
John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, John Nicholas, Abra- 
ham Nott, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinck- 
ney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Samuel 
Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shepard, John Smith, 
Benjamin Taliaferro, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert 
Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


The amendment of the Senate was then con- 
curred in. 


Tuespay, April 8, 


Mr. Harrer, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, presented a bill to authorize the sale and 
conveyance of lands in certain cases, by the Mar- 
shals of the United States, and to confirm former 
sales; which was twice read and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House. 

- The report made, yesterday, from the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, to whom were referred. 
on the fourth instant, the amendments proposed 
by the Senate to the bill, entitled “ An act to es- 
tablish a General Stamp Office,” was read and con- 
sidered: Whereupon, 

. Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
first, and doth disagree to all the other amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the said bill. 

Resolved, That.a conference be requested with 
Senate on the subject-matter of the amendments 
disagreed to; and that Mr. Harrer, Mr. Gris- 


woup, and Mr. GALLATIN, be appointed managers 
at the same on the part of this House, jointly, with 
such committee as may be appointed for the pur- 
pose on the part of the Senate. 

The report made, yesterday, from the commit- 
tee to whom was referred, on the seventh ultimo, 
the memorial of Matthew Patterson and others, 
was read, and ordered to be committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


ILLINOIS COUNTRY. 


Mr. Harrison, from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of a number of the an- 
cient inhabitants of the Illinois country, made a 
report, recommending the agreement of the House 
to a bill therewith submitted, in addition to the 
act entitled an act for granting lands to the inhabit- 
ants and settlers of Vincennes, in the Illinois coun- 
try, in the Northwestern Territory, and for con- 
firming them in their possessions; which was read 
a first and second time, committed to a Committee 
of the whole House, and made the order of the day 
for to-morrow. 


VALUATION OF LANDS, &c. 


Mr. Harper said, he was instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to move that the 
House do come to the following resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
have leave to prepare and report a bill or bills, for au- 
thorizing the Commissioners under the act to provide 
for the valuation of lands and dwelling-houses, and the 
enumeration of slaves, within the United States, in those 
States whereof the valuations have not yet been complet- 
ed and returned, to revise, vary, and adjust the valua- 
tion of unseated lands, in the several assessment dis- 
tricts and sub-divisions, within their respective States ; 
so as that the relative valuations of different tracts of 
such lands, in the same sub-division, be not varied or 
affected. And also for enabling the Surveyors of the 
Revenue, under the said act, to add to the lists of valu. 
ations within their districts, respectively, all such lands 
or dwelling-houses therein, as shall from time to time 
appear to have been omitted, by the assessors or other- 
wise, in receiving, making, or returning such lists. And 
also for authorizing the said Surveyors to erase from the 
said lists, all lands and dwelling-houses wherefrom the per- 
sons interested in the said lists respectively shall have 
been ejected in the due course of law, or upon the title 
whereto there shall have been a decision in due course 
of law against such person. 


The resolution was agreed to, and Mr. HARPER 
accordingly brought in a bill to provide for equal- 
izing the valuation of unseated lands ; which was 


read a first and second time, and committed for 
to-morrow. 
.CONNECTICUT WESTERN RESERVE. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to authorize the President of 
the United States to accept, for the United States, 
a cession of jurisdiction of territory lying west of 
Pennsylvania, commonly called the Western Re- 
serve of Connecticut. 
_ Mr. Cooper moved to amend the bill by strik- 
Ing out that part which goes to conciliate and ad- 
just the right of Pennsylvania to some of the land 
in question; and thereby to defeat the bill. 
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Messrs. Marsa. and GaALcaTttn opposed this 
Motion, which was negatived—yeas 25. 

Mr. Buménporr then moved to strike out that 
part of the first section which provides for the ac- 
ceptance of the cession of a jurisdiction of soil by 
the United States from the State of Connecticut, 
and‘to‘amend the bill so as to accept: the cession 
of jurisdiction only. 

“After some debate, Mr. Gavatin called for a 
division of the question. 

Mr. MarsaaLLr then entered into a lengthy dis- 
cussion in favor of the bill,and against striking out. 

The Committee then rose, and the House ad- 
journed. 


Weonesnay, April 9. 


Mr. Nicuoxas, from the committee to whom 
was referred the resolution respecting the orphan 
children of Colonel Hardy and Major Trueman, 
after stating the circumstances of their death, re- 
ported “a bill making further provisions for the 
children of the late Colonel John Hardy, and Ma- 
jor Alexander Trueman, deceased.” 

Mr. Dwicnt Foster, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred, on the eighth of 
January last, the petition of William Nicholas, 
made a report; which was read, and ordered to be 
committed toa Committee of the whole House to- 
morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act to alter and to establish sundry post roads,” 
with several amendments; to which they desire 
the concurrence of this House. 


WILLIAM TAZEWELL. 
Mr. MarsHatt, from the committee to whom 


was referred the petition of William Tazewell, 
Esq., secretary to Elbridge Gerry, Esq., late Envoy 
to France, who prayed compensation for sundry 
extra services and expenses, together with losses 
on account of his capture in returning home, re- 
ported the following resolution : 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of ‘America in Congress assembled, 
That in settling the accounts of William Tazewell, sec- 
retary to Elbridge Gerry, one of the late Envoys to the 
French Republic, the Secretary of State be authorized 
to allow the expenses incurred by him in consequence 
of his being captured on his return to his country. 

The report was twice read and referred to a 


Committee of the whole House. 


CONNECTICUT WESTERN RESERVE, 


The House again resolved itself intoa Commit- 
tee on the bill to enable the Government to accept 
a cession of jurisdiction from Connecticut. 

Mr. Ranvotpn and Mr. Nicnouas spoke at 
length against the principle of the bill. Mr. Gris- 
woLp and Mr. S. Suir spoke in favor of it. 

Mr. GALLATIN moved a proviso which specially 
went to prevent the bill being construed to draw 


into question the conclusive settlement of the dis- 
pute between the States of Pennsylvania and Con- 
decree of the Federal Court at 
Trenton, or to impair the right of Pennsylvania. 


necticut, by the 


lengthy ; i t 
the claim of Connecticut to the land in question ; 
and against the passing of the bill, i 


This wasagreed to: Several other amendments 


were made, and, when the Committee rose, were 
concurred in by the House; and the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading to-morrow. 


THURSDAY, April 10. 
A message from the Senate informed the House 


that the Senate have passed the bill to extend the 
privilege of obtaining patents for useful discover- 
ies and inventions to certain persons therein men- 
tioned, and to enlarge and define the penalties for 
violating the rights of patentees, with several 
amendments, to which they desire the concurrence 
of this House. 


And then he withdrew. 
The Elouse proceeded to consider the said amend- 


ments; and the same being read, 


Ordered, That the said amendments be referred 


to Mr. Harper, Mr. Krrrera, and Mr. Burp. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 


ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to alter and to establish sundry post 
roads,” and the same being read, 


Ordered, That the said bill and amendments 


be referred to Mr. Tuatcuer, Mr. Woops, and 
Mr. CLAIBORNE. 


Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 


Means, presented a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, 
from the commissioners of valuation of houses 
aad lands in the State of New York; which were 
read, 
mittee of the Whole House to whom is committed 
the bill to provide for equalizing the valuations of 
unseated lands 


enclosing a copy of a letter to him 


and ordered to be committed to the Com- 


CONNECTICUT WESTERN RESERVE. 
The bill to authorize the President of the Uni- 


ted States to accept, for the United States, a ces- 
sion of jurisdiction of the territory westof Pennsyl- 
vania, commonly called the Western Reserve of 
Connecticut, was read the third time; and upon 
the question being put, 


Shall the bill pass ? 
Mr. Ecmenvorr proceeded to show, in a very 
discussion of the subject, the invalidity of 


He was followed by Messrs. Birp, and RAN- 
porn, on the same side, and Messrs. EDMOND, E. 
Goopricn, and Harper, in favor of it. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
and the bill passed—yeas 54, nays 36, as follows x 


Yras—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, Jonathan Brace, 
John Brown, Robert Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, 
William C. C. Claiborne, Samuel W. Dana, John Dav- 
enport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph 
Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Fos- 
ter, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, 
Chauncey Goodrich, William Gordon, Andrew Gregg, 
Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, Ben- 
jamin Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, 
Lewis R. Morris, Peter Muhlenberg, Abraham Nott, 
Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Leven 
Powell, John Reed, Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, Wil- 
liam Shepard, John Smilie, George Thatcher, John Chew 
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Thomas, Richard Thomas, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg | some time spent therein, the Committee rose and 

Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and | reported the bill without amendment. 

Henry Woods. , ; „Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed, and 

Nays-—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, John Bird, | read the third time on Monday next. 

Phanuel Bishop, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie,| The House resolved itself into a Committee of 

Matthew Clay, John Condit, William Cooper, Thomas | the Whole on the bill to incorporate a company 

T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, by the name and style of “ The Mine and Metal 

Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Henry Glen, Edwin | Company ;” and, after some time spent therein, 

Gray, William H. Hill, David Holmes, George Jackson, | the Committee rose and reported progress, and 

Aaron Kitchell, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Anthony had leave t0 sit.deain, ; 

New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Jonas Plait, gain. 

John Randolph, John Smith, Richard Stanford, David 
f 
i 


Stone, Thomas Sumter, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, 


John Trigg, and Robert Williams. Saturpay, April 12. 


The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a statement exhibiting the tonnage of the ship- 
ping of the United States at the close of the year 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight; 
| which were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee on the bill to support and repair certain light- 
on Monday next. d . houses at New London, &c.; which was agreed 

Mr. Griswoup, from the Committee of Revisal | to, and ordered to be engrossed 

; ; ; | to, grossed. 
and Unfinished Business, presented a bill for con-| “4 message from the Senate informed the House 
tinuing in force, for a limited time, an act entitled | that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
“ Ab act to prescribe the mode of taking evidence | act authorizing Seth Harding to locate certain 


in cases of contested elections for members of the | lands in the Territory of the United States North- 
House of Representatives of the United States, | west of the Ohio;” to which they desire the con- 


and to compel the attendance of witnesses;” which | currence of this House. 


was twice read, and ordered to be engrossed and Ordered, That the said bill be referred to the 
vead the third time on Monday next. : Committee who were instructed, on the twenty- 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of | fifth of February last, to prepare and report a bill 
the Whole on the bill making appropriations for | appropriating a tract of land sufficient to satisfy 
the support of Government, for the year one thou- | the claims of the Nova Scotia and Canada refu- 


pits Sighs Lane and, pote: re spent gees, and designating the mode in which their 
erein, the Committee rose and reported several | respective bounties in land shall be located. 


amendments thereto; which were severally twice | 
read, and agreed to by the House. MINE AND METAL COMPANY. 
Ordered, That the said bill and amendments | . The House again went into Committee on the 
be engrossed, and read the third time on Monday | bill to incorporate a company by the name and 
next, style of the Mine and Metal Company, when the 
The House resolved itself into Committee of | debate was continued. Messrs. Swati, CHAMP- 
the Whole on the bill to make appropriations for | Lin, WaLn, S. Smitu, PARKER, and J. Brown, 
the Navy of the United States, during the year | spoke in favor of the bill and against the motion 
one thousand eight bundred ; and, after some time | to strike out. Messrs, NicuoLas and Macon spoke 
spent therein, the Committee rose and reported | in favor of striking out the section. 
several amendments thereto; which were seve- Mr. Kitcuett moved for the Committee to 
rally twice read, and agreed to by the House. rise; he thought more information might be ob- 
Ordered, That the said bill and amendments | tained of the prospect of success attending this 
be engrossed, and read the third time on Monday | experiment. He said there was a gentleman of 
next. much respectability who had superintended the 
The House resolved itself into a Committee of | works before the war, to whose opinion he should 
the Whole on the bill to authorize the sale and | be willing to pay much deference, and which the 
conveyance of lands, in certain cases, by the Mar- | Committee might procure in two days. 
shals of the United States, and to confirm former | After some few observations, the Committee 
sales; and, after some time spent therein, the j rose, and on the question for leave to sit again, it 
Committee rose and reported several amendments | was carried—44 to 33, 
ae A Hane at twice read, and LOAN OFFICE CERTIFICATES. 
“Ordered, That the said bill and amendments | The House resolved itself into Committee on 
be engrossed, and read the third time on Monday | the report of the Committee of Claims, which 
next. was instructed to inquire whether any, and what, 
The House resolved itself into a Committee of | alterations would be necessary to be made in the 
the Whole on the bill to continue in force the act | act passed the 12th June, 1798, respecting loan 
in addition to the act for the punishment of cer- office and final settlement certificates, indents of 
tain crimes against the United States; and, after | interest, &e. 


Fripay, April 11. 
SUNDRY BILLS. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Waysand 
Means, presented a bill to enlarge the powers of 
Surveyors of the Revenue; which was twice read 
and committed to a Committee of the whole House 
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-The Committee of Claims entered in their re- 
port into a course of reasoning on the subject, and 
concluded:with an opinion that no alteration 
ought to:be- made in the law of June, 1798. - 

Mr..D.:Fosrer hoped the report would not be 
agreed, to: He argued the propriety of granting 
this species of claim, which was very ‘different 
from. claims in general, and in which no impo- 
sition-could be perpetrated. He thought it but 
just. to. continue the extension of the law fora 
longer period. 

Messrs. Harper, Gorpon, Dana, SHEPARD, 
Hix, and Reap, also supported the rights of this 
description of claim, and the justice of extending 
the bill to them. 

‘Messrs. Griswotp, Macon, S. Smitu, Ep- 
MUND, and Varnum, spoke in favor of the report. 
- The report was agreed to—yeas 40, nays 30. 

The committee also reported that the same de- 
cision (whatever it might be) ought to apply to 
the petitions of Henry and Sarah Waters, and of 
Lucas Ames; which was referred to the same 
Committee. This was:likewise agreed to: 

On the question for the House to concur in the 
report of the Committee of the Whole, it was 
carried. 


Monpay, April 14. 

Mr. Harper, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill- respecting patents, &c., and the 
amendments of the Senate thereto, reported their 
opinion that the House ought to agree with the 
said amendments. 

The House concurred. 

Mr. Davis laid on the table a resolution that 
the: next annual meeting of Congress should be 
on the first Monday in December next. 

The: following engrossed bills were read the 
third time, and passed, viz: 

-An act making appropriations for the support 
of Government for the year 1800; 

An act'to make appropriations for the Navy of 
the United States for the year 1800; 

An act to continue in force for a limited time 
an act entitled an act prescribing the mode of 
taking evidence in cases of contested elections of 
members of the House of Representatives of the 
United States, and to compel the attendance of 
witnesses; 

An act to authorize the sale and conveyance of 
lands, in certain cases, by the Marshals of the 
United States, and to confirm former sales; 

An act to continue in force an act in addition 
to an act for the punishment of certain crimes 
against the United States; 

An act to provide for rebuilding the light-house 
at New London, for the support of a light-house 
at Clark’s Point, and for the erection and support 
of the light-house at Wigwam Point, and for other 
purposes. , 

COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


On motion of Mr. Harrer, the Judiciary bill 
was called up; when Mr. KırcHeLL, after ob- 
serving that this bill, though in a different shape, 


had been before the House, by whom it.was refer- 
ted to a select committee, after, in his opinion, an 
expression of disapprobation of the principle, and 
a new bill having been reported, moved that the 
further consideration thereof be postponed to the 
first Monday in December next. ` 
A-warm and lengthy debate was had on the 
motion for postponement, on which the question: 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
48, nays 46, as follows : i 
Yzas—Wilis Alston, Theodorus: Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, William Charles Cole Claiborne, 
John Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 


:| George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, 


Dwight Foster, John Fowler, Jonathan Freeman, Al- 
bert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Thomas 
Hartley, David Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, 
Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James 
Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Ran- 
dolph, William Shepard, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stan- 
ford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Talia- 
ferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Jo- 
seph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 
Nays—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. 
Champlin, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, Frank- 
lin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William 
Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Henry. Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Gris- 
wold, William B. Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archi- 
bald Henderson, William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, 
James H. Imlay, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Ly- 
man, John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, 
Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas 
Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., 
Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, George Thatcher, John 
Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, 
Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


JAMES T. BISHOP. 


Mr. Warn presented a petition of James T. 
Bishop, who stated, that he came to this country 
in 1794; that he took the oath of allegiance agree- 
ably to the laws of Pennsylvania; that he went to 
Europe in 1796, with the intent of settling his af- 
fairs, so as to make his permanent residence in the 
United States, where he arrived in 1798; he then, 
supposing his former oath sufficient, neglected to 
make the application before the law precluded 
him. He prays that a law may be passed in his 
favor to admit him to become a citizen. 

Referred to a select committee. 

ADDITIONAL DUTY ON SALT. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee on 
the resolution reported by the Committee of Re- 
visal and Unfinished Business, that the said com- 
mittee have leave to bring in a bill to conti- 
nue in force an act laying an additional duty on 
salt. 

The Committee of the Whole agreed to the 
resolution, and rose and reported it. 

On the question for the House to concur, Mr. 
Cay observed it was a subject of very great im- 
portance to people who resided in the back coun- 
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tries, who used a considerable quantity of salt for 
their cattle; he moved for the yeas and nays. - 
Mr. RanpoLon spoke against agreeing with the 
reported resolution. 
The question was then taken. and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 54, nays 38, as follows: 


Yzas—George Baer, Theodorus Bailey, Bailey Bart- 
lett, James A. Bayard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, 
Christopher G. Champlin, William Cooper, Samuel W. 
Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John 
Dennis, George Dent, William Edmond, Thomas Ev- 
ans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Wil- 
liam Gordon, Edwin Gray, Roger Griswold, William 
Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, William H. Hill, 
Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, Aaron Kitchell, 
Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, James Linn, Lewis R. Mor- 
tis, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas 
Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John 
Rutledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William 
Shepard, John Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, and 
Lemuel Williams. 

WNays— Willis Alston, Phanuel Bishop, Rob’t Brown, 
Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
William Charles Cole Claiborne, Thomas T. Davis, 
John. Dawson, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggleston, 
Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, An- 
drew Gregg, Thomas Hartley, Archibald Henderson, 
David Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, Matthew 
Lyon, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Ran- 
dolph, John Smilie, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Robert Williams, and Henry Woods. 


STEPHEN SAYRE. 


The House resolved itself into Committee on 
the report of the Committee of Claims upon the 
petition of Stephen Sayre, who prayed compensa- 
tion as Secretary of Legation to Mr. Arthur Lee, 
and other services performed for the United States 
at Berlin, during the war. 

The report was very lengthy, and concludes 
with an opinion that after full consideration, the 
former determination of the House was proper; 
and that the petitioner ought again to have leave 
to withdraw his papers. 

Mr. Harper made a lengthy answer to the re- 
port; when the question was taken on agreeing 
therewith and carried—yeas 46, nays 27. The 
‘House concurred. 


Tuespay, April 15. 


The House took up the report of the Post Road 
Committee on the amendments proposed by the 
Senate to the biil to alter and establish certain 
post roads; several of which were agreed and 
some disagreed with. 

The House resolved itself into Committee on 
the bill for the regulation of public arsenals and 
magazines; which was amended and ordered to 
be engrossed for its third reading. 

Mr. D. Foster, from the committee appointed 
to inquire whether any and what alterations ought 


to be made in the law, entitled “An act to pro- 
hibit the carrying on the slave trade from the Uni- 
ted States to any foreign place or country,” report- 
ed an additional bill on that subject, which was 
twice read and committed to. the whole House. 

Mr. Griswo p from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, reported a bill to con- 
tinue in force an act entitled “an act laying ad- 
ditional duty on salt imported into the United 
States and for other purposes,” which was read 
and referred to a Committee of the whole House. 

A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that the Senate insist on their amendments, disa- 
greed to by this House, to the bill, entitled “ An 
act to establish a General Stamp Office,” in the 
fifth line of the sixth section thereof. The Senate 
also insist on their amendments disagreed to by 
this House, in the second and fourth lines of the 
seventh section; and do recede from their amend- 
ment in the ninth line of the sixth section of the 
said bill. ; 

Mr. Harper, from the managers appointed ‘on 

the part of this House, to confer with. the mana- 
gers appointed on the part of the Senate, on the 
subject-matter of the amendments depending be- 
tween the two Houses to the bill, entitled “ An 
act to establish a General Stamp Office,” made 
a report; which was read and considered: Where- 
upon. 
Resolved, That this House doth recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments insisted on 
by the Senate to the said bill; and doth agree to 
the same, with amendments. 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that they had passed the act 
to authorize the defence of our merchant vessels 
against French depredations; and an act for the 
preservation of peace with the Indians on the fron- 
tiers, with sundry amendments. Also that they 
had passed a bill entitled an act permitting the ex- 
portation of certain parcels of gunpowder, mus- 
kets, and cutlasses, to which they desire the con- 
currence of the House. 


VIRGINIA LAND WARRANTS, 


The House went into Committee on the report 
of the Committee of Claims on the petition of 
Temple Elliot, William Boyce, and Simon Som- 
ers, who prayed for patents of lands for sevices as 
officers in the Virginia line. 

It appeared that these officers had a legal claim 
upon the State of Virginia, which gave them war- 
rants, but, immediately subsequent, it appeared 
that the lands, now a part of Kentucky and a part 
of the Northwestern Territory, were ceded to the 
United States, but which on that account the pe- 
titioners were prevented from locating. They 
therefore preferred their petitions to the General 
Government to confirm the former grants, by a 
law in their favor. - 

Messrs. New, H. Lez, MarsHaLu, RANDOLPH, 
Eccresrton, Nicnoras, and Cuampuin, warmly 
supported the justice of the case, in favor of men 
who were active in the service of the United States, 
and the injustice of refusal. It was stated that a 
very liberal. cession of land, sufficient for a nation, 
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was ceded to the United States by Virginia, who 
reserved out of it only enough to satisfy the claim 
of her officers in the Continental troops. It there- 
fore to the United States became a claim from 
Virginia that the Government might enable her 
to fulfil her engagements to the officers of the 
Continental line. The amount of claims of this 
nature was supposed to amount to from 50 to 
100,000 acres, which, compared to the immense 
cession, was nothing to the Government, but much 
to the meritorious individuals. 

Messrs. D. Foster, Macon, and GALLATIN, Vin- 
dicated the report, on the ground that there was 
no legal claim against the Government, but that 
it stood in the same situation with many others 
which had been refused; and except alaw was 
passed to compensate all meritorious services 
which had been refused on various accounts, it 
would be improper to favor those individuals. It 
was adopting a principle, it was urged, to which 
no limits could be ascertained ; it might even ex- 
tend to the opening of commutation again. 

The report was at length disagreed to—yeas 21, 
nays 45, 


WEDNESDAY, April 16. 


An engrossed bill for the regulation of public 
arsenals was read the third time and passed. 
Mr. Brace, from the committee appointed on 


the petitions of several persons in the Northwest- | F 


ern Territory, respecting the lands purchased by 
Judge Symmes, having obtained leave, presented 
their report, and “A bill to provide for the disposi- 
tion of the lands between the Great and Little Mi- 
ami rivers,” which was twice read and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. S. Surru, from the Committee of Commerce, 
reported a bill to establish the district of Kenne- 
bunk, and to annex Lyme to New London; to al- 
ter the districts of Bermuda Hundred and City 
Point, and therein to amend the act entitled an act 
to regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage. 

` The bill was read twice and committed. 

The House took up the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the following bills, which they agreed to: 
An act authorizing the defence of the merchant 
vessels of the United States &c., and an act to 
regulate trade, and to preserve peace with the 
Indians. 

The House also took up the act permitting the 
exportation of certain arms and ammunition ; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee on the bill supplementary to the laws now in 
force, fixing the pay of the officers of the Senate, 
and House of Representatives. 

The blanks being filled the bills were ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading to-morrow. 

Mr. Lex called up his resolution for the appoint- 
ment of a committee to draw up rules and regula- 
tions respecting the District of Columbia. Five 


members were appointed. 


DISPUTED ELECTIONS FOR PRESIDENT, &c. 


The House went into a Committee on the bill. 
from the Senate prescribing the mode of deciding 
disputed elections for Presidentand Vice President. 

The bill having been read, and the first section 
being under consideration, ` 

Mr. MARSHALL, after speaking of the import- 
ance of the subject before the Committee, and the 
necessity of some salutary mode being adopted 
for this object, expressed his doubts of the propri- 
ety of two points in this first section of the bill, to 
wit: first, that the Senate were to name the Chair- 
man of the Grand. Committee and secondly that 
the opinion of this Grand Committee was to be 
final. He therefore moved to strike out of the sec- 
tion so much as related to those principles, and 
read what he wished to introduce for a substitute. 

Some debate was had on this motion, when Mr. 
NicHowas expressing a desire to acquire all the 
information that was necessary to digest the new 
principles, moved the Committee to rise; which 
was done accordingly, and it obtained leave to sit 
again. 

MILITARY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House then went into Committee on the 
bill making appropriations for the Military Es- 
tablishment for the year 1800. The several items 
were filled as follows : 


Pay of the Army - - - $1,018,620 
Subsistence  - 7 = - 787,786 

orage - - - - 36,672 
Clothing - - - - 257,955 
Horses, to replace deficiencies - 5,000 
Bounties and premiums - - 14,000 
Hospital department - - - 51,000 
Promoting civilization among the In- 

dians 5 - - - 15,000 
Running lines of demarcation - 4,000 
Defence of the frontiers, &c. - - 60,000 
Loss of horses and other contingencies 57,956 
Invalid pensions for one year - 93,000 
Quartermaster’s department - - 528,065 

Making a total appropriation of - 3,042,576 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read the third time to-morrow. 


VIRGINIA LAND WARRANTS. 


Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Alexander Spotswood, referred to them 
on the twenty-eighth of February last, and that 
the same be referred to the Committee of the 
whole House to whom was committed, on the 
twenty-fifth of February last, the report of the 
Committee of Claims on the several petitions of 
Temple Elliot, of William Boyce, and of Simon 
Sommers. 

The House again resolved itself intoa Commit- 
tee of the Whole cn the report of the Committee 
of Claims, made the twenty-fifth of February last, 
on the several petitions of Temple Elliot, of Wil- 
liam Boyce, and of Simon Sommers ; to which 
Committee of the Whole was also referred the 
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report of the Committee of Claims on the memo- 
rial of David Jones and William Rogers; and, 
after spending some time therein, the SPEAKER re- 
sumed the Chair, and Mr. RUTLEDGE reported that 
the Committee had, according to order, again had 
the said reports under consideration, and directed 
him to report to the House their disagreement to 
the report of the Committee of Claims on the 
several petitions of Temple Elliot, of William 
Boyce, and of Simon Sommers; and their agree- 
ment to the report on the memorial of David 
Jones and William Rogers. 

The said report on the several petitions of Tem- 
ple Elliot, of William Boyce, and of Simon Som- 
mers, being read in the words following, to wit: 


“ That the several petitioners seek for grants of land 
from the United States, in consideration of services per- 
formed in the Army of the United States, in the Vir- 
ginia line, during the Revolutionary war. A report on 
the said petition of Temple Elliot, was made upon the 
second of April, one thousand seven hundred and nine- 
ty-eight, and is herewith submitted. The committee 
are of opinion it would be proper for the House to 
agree to the said report, 

“The petitions of Mr. Boyce and of Mr. Sommers 
are grounded on the same principles with those of Mr. 
Elliot, and the committee report that the same decis- 
ion which shall be made on the petition of Mr. Elliot, 
should be applied to the others. 

“The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Temple Elliot, heir of Thomas Eliot, 
late Colonel in the Army of the United States, report: 
That the petitioner states that the said Thomas Elliot 
was a Colonel in the Virginia line of Continental 
troops, during the late war, and was induced to retire 
from service on account of ill health, at a period when 
he was not entitled to the bounty in lands engaged by 
law to certain officers and soldiers of the Continental 
Army; that, in consequence of his meritorious services, 
however, the State of Virginia, by a special resolve, on 
the sixteenth day of June, one thousand seven hun- 
dred and eighty-four, granted him a Colonel’s bounty 
in lands, which lands the petitioner has, at considera- 
ble expense, had surveyed, platted, and located, in the 
tract reserved from the cession made by the State of 
Virginia to the United States, for the purpose of satis- 
fying the grants of land made by said State to officers 
and soldiers of the Virginia line on Continental estab- 
lishment, but that he cannot obtain patents for the same 
from the President of the United States, without the 
special interposition of Congress. 

“ The committee find that, in the act of cession which 
passed in the State of Virginia, on the twentieth of Oc- 
tober, one thousand seven hundred and eighty-three, 
and which was accepted by Congress on the first day 
of March, one thousand seven hundred and eighty-four, 
there is the following clause : 

“< That, in case the quantity of good land on the 
southeast side of the Ohio, upon the waters of Cum- 
berland river, and between the Green river and T'en- 
nessee river, which have been reserved by law for 
the Virginia troops upon Continental establishment, 
should, from the North Carolina line bearing in further 
upon the Cumberland lands than was expected, prove 
insufficient for the legal bounties, the deficiency should 

be made up to the said troops in good lands, to be 
laid off between the rivers Scioto and Little-Miami, on 
the northwest side of the river Ohio, in such propor- 


tion as has been engaged to them by the laws of Vir- 
ginia.’ 

« As it then appears, by Mr. Elliots statement, that 
the deceased Colonel Elliot was not within the provis- 
ion contemplated by the act of cession, and the cession 
was in fact made to, and accepted by, Congress before 
any grant of lands was made to Colonel Elliot, the 
committee are of opinion that the petitioner has no le- 
gal or equitable claim to have the said grant of lands, 
made by the State of Virginia, satisfied out of lands of 
the United States; and, therefore, they recommend 
that he have leave to withdraw his petition.” 


The question was taken, that the House do 
agree with the Committee of the whole House 
in their disagreement to said report, and resolved 
in the affirmative—36 to 23. 

The report of the Committee of Claims on the 
memorial of David Jones and William Rogers, 
being then read, in the words following, to wit: 

“That they represent that they had the honor of 
serving the United States in the capacity of Brigade 
Chaplains, in the Pennsylvania line, during the Revo- 
lutionary war with Great Britain ; and that, as public 
servants, they think themselves entitled to all the favors 
and emoluments conferred on the other parts of the 
Army ; that, finding they were not entitled by the for- 
mer resolution of Congress to military bounty lands, 
and apprehending the omission was not intentional, 
they now, in their own behalf, and that of their absent 
brethren, solicit Congress to grant to the late Chaplains 
such quantities of land as they may be thought to merit. 

“It is understood that the Chaplains regularly ap- 
pointed to the several brigades of the late Continental 
Army, and who served until the close of the war, were 
entitled to, and did receive, the same pay and emolu- 
ments as were granted and paid to Lieutenant Colo- 
nels in the line of the Army, the right to military boun- 
ty lands only excepted. 

“ When the grants of land were promised by Con- 
gress to such officers and soldiers as should engage, and 
actually serve, in the Army till the close of the war, it 
does not appear that it was thought proper or expedi- 
ent to extend the promise of such grants to the Chap- 
lains, nor does it appear whether the question was or 
was not agitated. It is presumable that Congress then 
supposed the encouragement offered to gentlemen to 
serve in that capacity was sufficient. The committee 
are of opinion, at this late day, it would not be expedi- 
ent or advisable to go into a consideration of the subject ; 
and, therefore, recommend that the petitioners should 
have leave to withdraw their petition.” 

The question was taken, that the House do 
agree with the Committee of the whole House in 
their agreement to the said report, and resolved in 
the affirmative. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
prepare and report a bill authorizing the President 
of the United States to grant patents for the lands 
due to certain officers for their military services 
in the Continental Army, during the Revolution- 
ary war; which, by resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of Virginia, were granted to them,and which 
have hitherto been withheld from them in conse- 
quence of the act of cession made by the said 
State to the United States. 

Ordered, That Mr. Marsuatu, Mr. New, and 
Mr. Henry Leg, be appointed a committee, pur- 
suant to the said resolution. 
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“WILLIAM: TAZEWELL. 
` The House resolved itself into a Committee on 
the report of the select committee on the petition 
of William ‘Tazewell, secretary to Mr. Gerry; he 
remained in Paris, and performed other services at 
the Hague and at London, butin returning he was 
captured. The Committee reported a resolution 


that the ‘allowance in consequence of his capture}: 


should be granted. 

The subject caused some debate; after which the 
resolution was-agreed to—39 to 30. The House 
took up the report, and agreed to it, and a com- 


mittee was appointed to report a bill conformably. 


Tuurspay, April 17. 
The bill entitled an act waking appropriations 


for the Military Establishment of the United States |: 


for the year 1800, and the bill supplementary: to 
the laws now in force, fixing the compensation to 
the officers of the Senate. and. House of Represen- 
tatives, were respectively read a third time and 
passed... Sena 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that the Senate: had passed the 
bill supplemental to the act for an amicable settle- 
ment of limits with the State of Georgia, and au- 
thorizing the establishment of a Government in 
the Mississippi Territory, with amendments. 

The bill:and amendments were referred to ase- 
lect committee, and ordered to be printed. 


DISPUTED ELECTIONS OF PRESIDENT, &c. 


The House again resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill prescribing the mode 
of deciding disputed elections of President and 
Vice President, and Mr. MarsHaLi’s amendment 
being under consideration : 

Mr. Ranpotpa moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out that part which directs the Grand 
Committee to.be chosen by ballot, and inserting 
that they shall be chosen by lot., 

Mr. Nicwovas then rose, and after noticing the 
amendments which had been offered, and animad- 
verting at considerable length upon the unconsti- 
tutionality of the bill, moved to strike out the first 
section. 

He was followed by Mr. MARSHALL, in oppo- 
sition, and Mr. Ranvouruin support of the motion. 
The Committee then rose, and obtained leave to 
sit again. 

A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that they have ‘passed the following bills with 
amendments, viz: an act for the government of the 
Navy of the United States; an act to provide for 
the removal of the Government of the United States, 
~ andan act to fix the compensation of the Paymas- 
ter General, and the Assistant. to the Adjutant 
General. 


Fripay, April 18. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill to 
provide for the removal and accommodation of the 
Government of the United States, were referred 
to a select committee. The amendments to the 


6th Con. —22 


bill for the better government of the Navy. of the: 
United States, and to the bill fixing. the compen-) 
sation-of the Paymaster General and Assistant to 
he Sanson General were concurred in. by the 
House. 


DISPUTED ELECTIONS OF PRESIDENT, &ce. 


Mr. Nicuouson called for the order of the day 
on the bill prescribing the mode.of deciding dis- 
puted elections of President and Vice President of 
the United States. 

Mr. Harper. moved that it be postponed till 
Monday. : 

Mr. NicHo.son, after expressing his abhorrence 
of the principles contained in the bill, then moved. 
that it be postponed till the first Monday in: De- 
cember next. cite i , 

Messrs. Harrer, Dana, Ruruenar and Mar- 
SHALL, Opposed this motion; and Messrs; S, Smrra, 
GALLATIN, RANDOLPH, NicnoLson and NICHOLAS, 
supported it. i 

The question was taken: by yeas and nays, and 
decided in the negative—yeas 48, nays 52, as 
follows. 

Yzeas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanueł 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, William Charles Cole Claiborne, 
John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George 
Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fow’ 
ler, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John: 
A. Hanna, Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heister, Archibald 
Henderson, David Holmes, George Jackson, James 
Jones, Aaron. Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, 
Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, 
John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Randolph, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs 
Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sum- 
ter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B..Varnum, 
and Robert Williams. : , 

Nayxs—-George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, 
Franklin Davenport, John Davenport, John Dennis, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, ‘William 
Gordon, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, 
James H, Imlay, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, 
James Linn, John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham 
Nott, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, 
Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr. 
Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shepard, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg 
Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry 
Woods. 


Mr. Harper’s motion for postponement till 
Monday, was then agreed to—ayes 54. 


ADDITIONAL DUTY ON SALT. 


The bill to continue in force an act laying an 
additional duty on salt, imported into the United 
States, was taken up in Committee of the Whole; 
when : 

Mr. S. Smrra, with a view to make the tax 
perpetual, and the easier to be increased if neces- 
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sary hereafter, moved to-strike out that part of the 
bill which limits its duration to ten years. ` 

`- This motion caused a long debate, and was 
finally negatived—yeas 40, nays 48. 


Mr. Macon then moved to limit the operation 


of the law to two years, instead of ten, as the bill 
contemplates; which was also negatived—yeas 
44, nays 47.. The Committee then rose, and 

Mr. RANDOLPH renewed the motion for insert- 
ing two years; which was negatived—yeas 44 
nays 50, as follows: 

Ysas— Willis Alston, Phanuel Bishop, Rob’t Brown, 
Samuel. J. Cabell, Matthew Clay, William Charles Cole 
Claiborne, John Condit, John Dawson, Joseph Dick- 
son, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, 
Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. 
Hanna, Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heister, Archibald 
Henderson, David Holmes, Geo, Jackson, James Jones, 
Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Nathaniel 
Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicho- 
las, Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, John Ran- 
dolph, John Smith, John Smilie; Richard Stanford, 
David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. 
Varnum, Robert Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Nars—George Baer, Theodorus Bailey, Bailey Bart- 
lett, James A. Bayard, John Bird, Jonathan Brace, 
John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Coop- 
er, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Daven- 

ort, John Dennis, George Dent, William Edmond, 

homas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, William 
Gordon, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Wil- 
liom H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, Aaron 
Kitchell, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, John 
Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, 
Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John 
Reed, John Rutledge junior, Samuel Sewall, William 
Shepard, Samuel Smith, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Richard Thomas, Philip Van Cortlandt, Peleg 
Wadsworth, Robert Waln, and Lemuel Williams. 


The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time on Monday. 

A message was received from the Senate, noti- 
fying that the Senate have passed a bill to fix the 
rank and pay of the commanding officer of the 
Marine Corps; and also the resolution sent from 
this House, authorizing the President of the Sen- 
ate and Speaker of the House of Representatives 
to close the present session, by adjourning their 
respective Houses on the first Monday in May 
next, with an amendment. 

The amendment to the first named bill was 
concurred in by the House. 

To the resolution for adjournment, the Senate 
propose to strike out first, and insert second, which 
was concurred in by the House. 

Mr. Marsuatu brought ina bill to authorize 
the allowance of a credit to William Tazewell, 
and also a bill to authorize the issuing of certain 
patents; which were respectively read and com- 
mitted for Monday. 


Monpay, April 21. 
Mr. Parker, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill authorizing the purchase of tim- 
ber for naval purposes; which was read twice, and 


committed to a Committee of the whole House 
to-morrow. 

An engrossed bill to continue in force an act for 
laying an additional duty on salt imported into the 
United States, and for other purposes, was read 
and passed—yeas 37, nays 28. ; 

The House went into Committee on the bill to 
establish the districts of Kennebunk, Bermuda, and 
City Point, which was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading to-morrow. 

The House also went into a Committee on the 
report of the Committee of Claims in favor of the 
petition of Thomas Johnson, for pay, &c., to a 
company who went against the Indians in 1794. 
The report was agreed to, and a bill ordered to be 
brought in conformably thereto. 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that-they had agreed to the bill 
for the division of the Northwestern Territory into 
two separate governments, with amendments. 

A bill was received from the Senate entitled 
“ A bill in addition to the act entitled ‘An act.to 
prohibit the carrying on the slave trade from the 
United States to any foreign place or country ;” 
to which they desired concurrence. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole; to which was referred a bill of the same 
purport reported by a select committee. 

Mr. Rutiepce from the committee to whom 
was referred the amendment, of the Senate to the 
bill for settling the limits of the State of Georgia, 
and for establishing the Mississippi Government, 
made a report, which was referred to a Commit- 
tee of the whole House. 


ADMIRALS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. Parker, from the Naval Committee, re- 
ported a bill for the appointment of Admirals for 
the Navy. 

[This bill provides for the appointment of one 
Vice Admiral and four Rear Admirals, and ar- 
ranges the fleet into squadrons. | 

It was read a first time, and on the question for 
the second reading, it was carried—37 to 31. 
Having been read a second time, Mr. GALLATIN 
moved its postponement till the first Monday in 
December next. 

The SPEAKER said the question was, whether 
it should be committed or not? The question for 
commitment was carried, 37 to 32. The question 
was then to make it the order of the day for the first 
Monday in December next. 

Mr. Eaateston hoped it would be postponed. 
He said it would be agreed upon to suspend the 
building of the 74’s for the present year; in addi- 
tion to this our difference with France would most 
probably be soon adjusted. Another reason was, 
it would incur an addition of expense, which it 
would be improper to go into, having recently 
agreed to borrow $3,500,000. He was really sur- 
prised to hear such a bill proposed; he scarcely 
could think his colleague sincere. 

Mr. Parker said that the building of the 74’s 
was not suspended, but it was thought advisable 


‘not to hurry their building. -He stated a number 


of conveniences that would attend the new ar- 
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rangement; that the whole expense would not be | T. Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas El- 
more than $10,000, but owing to the advantages, | mendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, 


he believed it would be a real saving. He did 
not think there could be any certainty of a peace, 
from the revolutionary disposition of France; but 
even if it was certain that peace would be made 
with that nation, it was not certain that the com- 
bined Powers would not renew their hostilities. 
He wished this measure to be adopted, even if it 
was at the expense of the Army. The return of 
peace would render the Army nugatory, except 
just enough for the garrisons; the whole of the 
Army expenses, he said, was upwards of four mil- 
lions, but the whole sum expended on the Navy 
(really a more efficient defence and advantage) 
was little more than two millions. He wished 
our naval defence to be nurtured and rendered 
respectable, for which the squadron arrangements 
and appointments of suitable commanders was 
necessary. 

Mr. Cuamp.in also spoke in favor of the bill, 
and in favor of its commitment for an earlier day. 

Mr. Cratsorne could not think the gentleman 
(Mr. Parker) sincere in his professions that the 
Army was not necessary, when he perceived that 
every motion to reduce.the Army, which by other 
gentlemen was thought absolutely necessary, had 
as uniformly been opposed by that gentleman. 
Mr. C. said he did not look forward to a period 
when the Navy as well as the Army would be 
unnecessary. Thisappointment might take place 
at any time when there should be necessity of it; 
and, therefore, as it was not pretended the 74’s 
could be built before the next session, it would 
then be time enough to think of voting these 
officers. 

The Speaker said that it was unknown in the 
Parliamentary proceedings of any country that 
the merits of a bill were discussed on a motion 
for postponement; he must therefore say that any 
discussion on the bill was out of order, and that 
gentlemen must confine themselves merely on the 
question of the day this bill should be made the 
order for. 

Mr. Harper stated some of the inconveniences 
that must attend gentlemen who brought in, or 
would wish to support a bill being presented, re- 
commending its provision by a motion to post- 
pone; he conceived the bill a valuable one, and 
wished for an opportunity of endeavoring to con- 
vince the House of that fact, but he was precluded 
by the decision of the Chair, he must therefore 
beg leave to appeal from the decision. _ 

The question was put, “Is the decision of the 
Chair right ?” and carried—yeas 65. 

Mr. Srru said he should vote for this bill being 
the order for December next, but if the 74’s were 
then ordered to proceed, he should vote for this 
bill, if then proposed. : 

The yeas and nays were taken on the question, 
“Shall this bill be postponed until the first Mon- 
day in December next ?” and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 44, nays 45, as follows: 

Yeas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Matthew 
Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas 


William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, 
David. Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, Michael 
Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, 
Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Jo- 
seph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, John Randolph, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard 
Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas 
Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert 
Williams. 

Nays—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A, Bay- 
ard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. 
Champlin, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, John 
Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Free- 
man, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Good- 
rich, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Benja- 
min Huger, James H. Imlay, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, 
Samuel Lyman, Lewis R. Morris, Robert Page, Josiah 
Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, 
John Reed, John Rutledge, jun., Samuel Sewall, James 
Sheafe, William Shepard, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Richard Thomas, Robert Waln, Lemuel Wil- 
liams, and Henry Woods. 


The bill was then made the order for to-morrow. 

Mr. Harper, after again mentioning the incon- 
veniences that must attend the decision of the 
Speaker against the merits of a subject being en- 
tered into, moved that the following might be 
added to the standing rules and orders of the 
House: 

“ On a motion to postpone any bill, motion, or reso- 
lution, the merits of the said bill, motion, or resolution, 
may be discussed.” 


It was laid on the table. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT, &c. 


Mr. Harper moved that the Committee of the 
Whole should be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill from the Senate, respecting 
the election of President and Vice President, for 
the purpose of committing it toa select committee. 
He thought some essential alterations were want- 
ing, which could not be incorporated in the pres- 
ent bill in the House; he particularly referred to 
the powers of the Committee. 

Mr. MarsHaLt supported the motion. 

Messrs. GaLuatin and Nicnonas opposed the 
motion, and hoped, first, the principle would be 
decided whether there should be a committee at 
all or not, before its commitment. 

The motion was carried—yeas 54. Seven mem- 
bers were appointed. 


MINE AND METAL COMPANY. 


The House then went intoa Committee on the 
bill to incorporate a company by the name and ti- 
tle of the Mine and Metal Company. A motion 
to strike out the 3d section, which provides that 
when $150,000 in shares are subscribed, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall be empowered to sub- 
scribe $50,000 for the United States, was before 
the Committee. 
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A lengthy debate ensued upon the motion to 
strike out—at length the question was taken there- 
upon and was 46 to 31. i 

Mr. Warn then proposed a new section in the 
place of the one stricken out, which provided that 
the President of the United States might, when- 
ever the stock of the said company should amount 
to $150,000, cause the Secretary of the Treasury 
to lend to them a sum not exceeding $50,000, for 
the purpose of erecting a machine for rolling the 
copper into sheets, upon certain security being 
given for the payment thereof in ten years, at an 
interest of six per cent. 

This was carried, and the bill was ordered for 
a third reading to-morrow. 


Tuespay, April 22. 

An engrossed bill to incorporate a company by 
the name and style of the Mine and Metal Com- 
pany was read, and on the question for its passing, 
it was negatived—36 to 34. 

The bill to establish a district at Kennebunk, 
and annex Lyme to New London, was recommit- 
ted to the whole House; when, some amendment 
having been made, the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed. 

Mr. D. Foster, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill from the Senate for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Samuel 
Lapsley, deceased, and also on a number of peti- 
tions respecting lost and destroyed certificates, 
made a report, which was referred to a Commit- 
tee of the whole House. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill for 
the division of the Northwestern Territory were 
taken up, and referred to a committee of five mem- 
bers. 

Mr. Dennis, from the committee to whom were 
referred the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
for the removal and accommodation of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, reported their opin- 
ion that it was expedient for the House to accede 
thereto. The House took up the report and agreed 
toit. 

The House went into Committee on the bill to 
provide for equalizing the valuation of unseated 
lands. The bill was agreed to, and ordered to be 
engrossed. 

The House also resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee on the bill to enlarge the powers of the Survey- 
ors of the Revenue. 

Mr. Davis called up his resolution fixing the 
next annual meeting of Congress on the first Mon- 
day in November next; which, after a long de- 
bate, was negatived—yeas 27. 

Mr. Cooper proposed an amendment, which it 
appearing difficult to incorporate, and some ob- 
jections having been made, the Committee rose 
and obtained leave to sit again. 

Mr. Cuarsorne, from the committee appoint- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of continuin 
in force the law respecting trading houses wit 
the Indians, reported a resolution for reviving 
that'law for one year. It wasreferred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


LIMITS OF GEORGIA. 


The House went into Committee on the report 
of the select committee on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill for an amicable settlement of 
limits with the State of Georgia, and for the es- 
tablishment of a government in the Mississippi 
Territory. 

The report was, to agree to all the amendments 
except one. 

The Senate had stricken out that part of the 
bill which prevented the Governor of the Territo- 
ry from proroguing and dissolving the Legislature 
at his pleasure. 

Mr. Ranpotps hoped the measure would not 
be agreed to. 

Mr. Ruriepee spoke in favor of the measure, 
he believed it would be the saving of the bill, 
which held out many great advantages to these 
people, and, in fact,amounted to all they asked. He 
observed that the agent, from that country, who 
was in town, would rather give up this principle 
than in the least jeopardize the bill. 

Mr. Nicuotas spoke on the other side, 

The motion to agree with the Senate was 
carried—45 to 38. 

The Senate also introduced a new section re- 
specting the separate claim of the State of Geor- 
gia and of individual claimants; also respecting 
the extinguishment of an Indian claim to certain 
lands within the State. 

A motion by Mr. Jongs, to strike out, caused a 
lengthy debate; the Committee rose without a 
decision, and obtained leave to sit again. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. RUTLEDGE observed that great inconveni- 
ence attended the meeting of the House at ten 
o’clock, on account of the necessity of committees 


| meeting in the morning, whereby many gentle- 


men were prevented attending, while perhaps an 
engrossed bill (as was the case this morning) might 
be negatived, which had really a large majority 
of the House in its favor. He therefore moved 
that when the House adjourned, it should be till 
11 o’clock. 

This was carried—42 to 33. 


Wepnespay, April 23. 

An engrossed bill to provide for equalizing the 
valuations of unseated lands, was read the third 
time and passed. 

An engrossed bill to establish the district of 
Kennbunk, and to annex Lyme to New London. 
and to alter the district of Bermuda Hundred and 
City Point, and therein to amend the act, entitled 
“ An act to regulate the collection of duties on 
imports and tonnage,” was read the third time and 
passed. 

Mr. D. Foster, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a bill directing the payment of a detach- 
ment of Militia under the command of Major 
Thomas Johnson, in the year one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-four; which was read twice 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 
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A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “ An 
act to amend the act, entitled ‘An act providing 
for the’sale of the lands of the United States in 
the Territory Northwest of the Ohio, and above 
the mouth of Kentucky river,” with several amend- 
ments; to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The said amendments were read, and ordered 
to be referred to Mr. Harrison, Mr. Brace, Mr. 
Gorpon, Mr. Davis, Mr. Grove, Mr. Lyman, and 
Mr. GALLATIN. 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that they had passed the bill, 
entitled “ An act to authorize the President of the 
United States to accept, for the United States, a 
cession of jurisdiction of the territory west of 
Pennsylvania, commonly called the Western Re- 
serve of Connecticut,” with an amendment; to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The House proceeded to consider the said 
amendment: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment. 


MINE AND METAL COMPANY. 


Mr. S. Surru, after expressing an opinion of 
the importance of the bill which had been unfor- 
tunately lost yesterday, moved the following re- 
solution, to which he hoped there would be no 
objection, as the object was only to incorporate a 
company, without involving the Government of 
the United States: 

« Resolved, That a committee be appointed to bring 
in a bill to incorporate a company for the purpose of 
procuring sheet copper, to be manufactured within the 
United States.” 

Mr. Nichoutas wished to know if the motion 
was in order; and upon the Srpaxer’s wishing 
time to decide, it was ordered to lie on the table. 


LIMITS OF GEORGIA. 


The House, in Committee of the Whole, re- 
‘sumed the consideration of the report of the se- 
lect committee, to whom was referred the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill supplemental to 
the act for an amicable settlement of limits with 
the State of Georgia, and for the establishment of 
a government in the Mississippi Territory. 

Mr. Jongs’s motion to strike out the latter part 
of the section being under consideration, 

Mr. Harper called for a division of the ques- 
‘tion. That part which authorizes the commis- 
.sioners to settle those claims to the Georgia 
lands, which had been granted by one and re- 
eas by a subsequent Legislature, being first in 
order: ; 

Mr. Gauuatin opposed it, on the ground that it 
had not come regularly before the House; that 
the claimants had never applied for relief; and 
deprecated the manner in which it was introduced, 
as there could be but two votes on the most im- 
portant measure that ever came before the House. 

He was followed by Messrs. MARSHALL, and 
Jones, against the motion, and Messrs. RANDOLPH, 
Nicwotas, and Rurepes, in favor of it. 


The question was then taken, and the motion 
for striking out agreed to—yeas 54, nays 39. 

The Committee then rose, and had leave to sit 
again. 


Tuurspay, April 24. 


_ Mr. Smita called up his resolution for appoint- 
ing a committee to bring in a bill to incorporate 
a company for the manufacture of sheet copper; 
and upon the Speaxen’s declaring that. upon due 
investigation, he had no doubt the motion was in 
order, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. Smir, Mr. Marsnaty, and Mr. Wan, 
were appointed the committee. s 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that they have passed the bill 
in addition to the act fixing the compensation of 
the officers of both Houses of Congress, with 
amendments, to which they request a concur- 
rence. 

LIMITS OF GEORGIA. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill sapplemental to the act for an amicable 
settlement of limits with the State of Georgia ; 
and, after further amending the amendment, the 
Committee rose. 

Upon the question, whether the House should 
concur in the report of the Committee in their 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate, to 
strike out that part which abrogates the power of 
the Governor, given in the ordinance, to pro- 
rogue the General Assembly at his pleasure, it 
passed in the negative—yeas 42, nays 49, as fol- 
lows: 

Yxras—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. 
Champlin, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, Frank- 
lin Davenport, John Davenport, William Edmond, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan 
Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, 
James H. Imlay, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Ly- 
man, John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, Robert Page, 
Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John 
Reed, John Rutledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, 
William Shepard, George Thatcher, John Chew Thom- 
as, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Wala, 
Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Nays—wWillis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Matthew 
Clay, William Charles Cole Claiborne, John. Condit, 
Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, John Dennis, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas El- 
mendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, 
Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Thomas Hartley, Jo- 
seph Heister, William H. Hill, David Holmes, Benja- 
min Huger, George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron Kitch- 
ell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Na- 
thaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, Josiah 
Parker, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Richard Stanford, David Stone, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. 
Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

So the amendment of the Senate was rejected. 
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Upon the question to agree with the Commit- 
tee in their disagreement to that part of the new 
section proposed by the Senate, which gave the 
Commissioners power to settle the rights of claim- 
ants to parts of the lands about to be ceded by 
Georgia to the United States, 

Messrs. H. Les, RUTLEDGE, and BAYARD, spoke 
in favor of the amendment, and against concur- 
ring in the report of the Committee, and Messrs. 
GaLLaTIN and Jones in opposition. 

Mr. Smiure, after insinuating that he under- 
stood some members to be interested in this ques- 
tion, read the rule of the House, which declares, 
that no member who is particularly interested in 
any question shall have a right to vote. 

Mr. Sewa tu said, he wished the true interpre- 
tation of this order to be given by the Chair. In his 
opinion it was not applicable to the question under 
consideration, as it appeared to be a general one. 

After some observations from Mr. NICHOLAS, 

Mr. Nicnoison said, he hoped there would be 
no more debate until it was known that some 
member was actually interested. 

Mr. Sewa 1, in answer to this challenge, said 
that he was interested, having been a purchaser 
of these lands; and added that a number of his 
constituents were equally interested, and would 
feel much hurt at the rejection of his vote. He 
again called upon the Chair to decide as to the 
propriety of applying the rule to him upon this 
question. 

After some other observations as to the point of 
order, the business before the House was suspend- 
ed for fifteen minutes, and a resolution was sub- 
mitted by Mr. Sewatu, by which the House were 
to declare their sense upon the subject. Where- 
upon an adjournment was called for and carried 
—yeas 39, nays 38. 


Fripay April 25. 


The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, accompany- 
ing an estimate fot an appropriation of moneys for 
carrying into effect the act respecting quarantines 
and health laws; which were read, and ordered 
to lie on the table. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, accompany- 
ing a letter from the Comptroller, transmitting 
sundry statements, prepared in pursuance of the 
“ Act establishing a Mint, and regulating the coins 
of the United States;” which was read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MarsHa.t, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill sent from the Senate, entitled 
“ An act prescribing the mode of deciding disputed 
elections of President and Vice President of the 
United States,” made a report; which was read, 
and ordered to be committed to a Committee of 
the whole House on Monday next. 

The report of the select committee to whom 
was referred the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill to provide for the sale of the lands in the Ter- 
titory Northwest of the Ohio, and above the mouth 
of Kentucky river, was concurred in. 


Mr. S. Sarru brought in a bill to promote the 
manufacture of sheet copper within the United 
States, by the incorporation of a company under 
the name of the Passaick Copper Company}; which 
was committed for Monday. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill, sup- 
plementary to the laws now in force, fixing the 
compensation of the officers of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, were read and con- 
curred in. 

The bill to authorize the issuing of certain pat- 
ents was agreed to, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading to-morrow. 

The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill to provide for the disposition of the 
lands between the Great and Little Miami rivers; 
and after some time spent therein the Committee 
rose, and obtained leave to sit again. 

Mr. C. Goopricu, from the committee to whom 
was referred the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill to divide the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the Ohio into two separate govern- 
ments, made a report, that the House ought to 
disagree to the amendment, which proposes strik- 
ing out the whole bill, and inserting a new one. 

The report was concurred in. 

The bill directing the payment of a detachment 
of militia under the command of Major Johnson, 
in 1794, was also agreed to, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading to-morrow—as was the 
bill making further provision for the orphan chil- 
dren of Colonel John Harding and Major Alex- 
ander Trueman, deceased. 


CONGRESS LIBRARY. 


Mr. Dennis said that by the act passed the pre- 
sent session, further to provide for the removal and 
accommodation of the Government of the United 
States, a sum not exceeding $5,000 was appropri- 
ated for the purpose of procuring a Library. In 
order to carry that provision into execution, he 
would move the following resolution: 


“ Resolved, That be a committee, jointly with 
such committee as may be appointed on the part of the 
Senate, for the purpose of making out a catalogue of 
books, and adopting the best mode of procuring a Li- 
brary, at the City of Washington; and for adopting a 
system of rules and regulations relative thereto.” 

This motion was agreed to, and Messrs. WALN, 
Evans, and PoweLL, appointed. 


LIMITS OF GEORGIA. 


The House resumed the consideration of the re- 
port of the Committee of the Whole on the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill supplemental to an 
act for an amicable settlement of limits with the 
State of Georgia, and for the establishment of a 
government in the Mississippi Territory; when 

Mr. Speaker, having been called on to decide 
whether the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Sewari) had aright to vote upon the question 
before the House, after explaining the rule, and 
the cases to which it evidently applied, declared 
that it could not even be a question of order, that. 
the gentleman had an undoubted right to vote. 

Mr. Sewatt then said, from motives of delica- 
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ey, and to avoid that censure, which, influenced 
by party spirit, he might incur in exercising his 
legal right (for he never entertained a doubt on 
the subject) he would decline giving his vote 
upon the question. 

Immediately after Mr. S. had withdrawn from 
the House, the question was taken on agreeing 
with the committee in their resolution of non-con- 
currence to that part of the new section proposed 
by the Senate,which authorizes the Commissioners 
to settle individual claims, and carried in the affirm- 
ative, yeas 46, nays 34, as follows: 


Yeas—Willis Alston, Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, 
Samuel J. Cabell, John Condit, John Dennis, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmen- 
dorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, An- 
drew Gregg, William Barry Groye, John A. Hanna, 
Joseph Heister, William H. Hill, David Holmes, Ben- 
jamin Huger, George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron 
Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, 
Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, 
John Nicholas, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, Josiah 
Parker, John Randolph, John Smith, John Smilie, 
Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Ben- 
jamin Taliaferro, John Chew Thomas, Richard Tho- 
mas, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg and 
Robert Williams. 

Nays—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Brown, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, 
Franklin Davenport, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Gris- 
wold, Robert Goodloe Harper, James H. Imlay, Henry 
Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, Lewis 
R. Morris, Thomas Pinckney, Leven Powell, John 
Reed, John Rutledge, jr, James Sheafe, William 
Shepard, George Thatcher, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert 
Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


Mr. Varnum observed, that he thought some- 
thing ought to be done to bring about a compro- 
mise with these claimants, and therefore moved 
an amendment, in place of the words struck out, 
viz: that the said Commissioners, on the part of 
the United States, or any of them, be authorized 
to inquire into the claims which are or shall be 
made by the settlers, or any other person or per- 
sons, whatever, to any part of the aforesaid lands, 
which may be relinduished by the State of Geor- 
gia, and make report thereon to Congress, as soon 
as may be. 

This motion was agreed to, ayes49; and the 
amendment of the Senate, as amended, concur- 
red in. 


Sarurpay, April 26. 

The following engrossed bills were read and 
passed : 

An act to authorize the issuing certain patents ; 

An act directing the payment of a detachment 
of militia under the command of Major Thomas 
Johnson in the year 1794. 

An engrossed bill to make further provision for 
the orphan children of Col. J. Harding and Major 
Alexander Trueman, deceased, was read. Mr. D. 
Foster moved that the bill be recommitted to the 
same Committee of the Whole to whom were 


referred the report on the petition of the widow of 
Colonel Preston, and another on the same subject 
—his view was to include allin the same bill. Mr. 
NicHotas and Mr. J. C. Tuomas thought the 
a dissimilar. The motion was carried, 43 
to af. 

Mr. S. Surrn, from the Committee of Com- 
merce, reported a bill supplementary to the act, 
entitled “ An act to establish the compensation of 
the officers employed in the collection of the duties. 
on imports and tonnage, and for other purposes ;” 
which was read and committed for Monday. 

The House went into a Committee on the bill 
authorizing the allowance of a credit to William 
Tazewell; which was agreed to, and ordered to 
be engrossed. 

The House also went into a Committee on the 
bill providing for the disposition of the lands be- 
tween the Great and Little Miami rivers: which 
was ordered to be engrossed for its third reading. 


SLAVE TRADE. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee on 
the bill from the Senate, in addition to the act, 
entitled “ An act prohibiting the carrying on the 
slave trade from the United States to any foreign 
place or country.” 

Mr. J. Brown said, when the motion was first 
laid on the table, he thought it improper to pre- 
vent the citizens of the United States enjoying 
the benefits of a trade enjoyed by all the Euro- 
pean nations. He really was in hopes that the 
good sense of the select committee would have 
permitted them to have seen the policy of realiz- 
ing the act in question. Many members of the 
House, he observed, knew how the former act was 
passed ; they knew that Congress was drilled into 

| it by certain persons who would not take no for an 
answer. It was well known that the Abolition 
Society, otherwise the Society of Friends, as they 
were called, were very troublesome until they 
got that act passed. It was also well known that 
those people did not do much to support the Gov- 
ernment, but that they did as much as they could 
to stop the measures of the Government, and par- 
ticularly our defensive system, on which our na- 
tional security depended. 

Mr. NicnoLas asked whether it was in order to 
abuse any class of citizens in this manner, and 
particularly since no motion was before the Com- 
mittee ? 

The Cuarrman said he conceived the gentle- 
‘man to be in order, since he supposed he was about 
to make a motion affecting the principle of the 
bill. 

Mr. Brown resumed. He was only speaking, 
agreeably to his information, how this bill came 
originally intoexistence. He wascertain that this 
nation, having an act against the slave trade, 
did not prevent the exportation of a slave from 
Africa. He believed we might as well, therefore, 
enjoy that trade as to leave it wholly to others. 
It was the law of thatcountry to export those whom 
they held in slavery—who were as much slaves 
there as those who were slaves in this country— 
and with as much right. The very idea of mak- 
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ing a law against this trade, which all other na- 
tions enjoyed, and which was allowed to be very 
profitable, was ill policy. He would further say 
that it was wrong, when considered in a moral 
point of view, since, by the-operation of the trade, 
the very people themselves much. bettered their 
condition. It ought to be a matter of national pol- 
icy, since it would bringin a good revenue to our 
Treasury. It was not pleasing to him, Mr. B. said, 
to pay an interest of 8 per cent. for our loan: rather 
than borrow money, he would wish to be paying 
off some of our old standing debt, which could be 
done by increasing our commerce, or rendering 
it free. He wished it to be free as the wind that 
biew—from one end of the world to the other. As 
he observed before, he believed not one more slave 
would be exported from Africa, while our mer- 
chants and our revenue would enjoy the benefit. 

Mr. B. said, our distilleries and manufactories 
were all lying idle for want of an extended com- 
merce. He had been well informed that on those 
coasts New England rum was much preferred to 
the best Jamaica spirits, and would fetch a better 
price. Why then should it not be sent there, and 
a profitable return be made? Why should a heavy 
fine and imprisonment be made the penalty for 
carrying on a trade so advantageous? 

But, he observed, ifit was thought advisable that 
the old act should continue, he would wish it could 
be made to meet the purpose altogether, and pre- 
-vent the system of slavery entirely, so that equal 
advantages might be given to all the inhabitants of 
the Union; without this, it would, as it ever had 
‘been, remain a great disadvantage. He therefore 
‘moved that the Committee rise, in order to post- 
pone the bill. He believed the House would be 
better prepared to meet it in a few days. 

Mr. NicHo.as seconded the motion, not but that 
he was prepared to decide on it, but that there 
might be opportunity given to express an opinion. 
He really could not understand the gentleman, 
when he said that our people being employed in 
that trade would not add nor diminish the num- 
ber exported. This was certainly a wrong calcu- 
lation. These people were enslaved for their mas- 
ters, or to supply some foreign market. Certainly 
if the number of purchasers were increased, the 
number of slaves would be increased. Surely the 
gentleman would not wish them brought into the 
United States when he talked of their condition 
being improved; this was a fact, to be sure, but 
would it be policy so to do? 

But another and an important point was touched 
upon—that he would wish the law to be made to 
meet another object, if it was determined to pro- 
hibit the trade in this country. As a Southern 
man, Mr. N. said, he would observe that he was 
placed in a most unfortunate situation, indeed, in 
being obliged, in common with other people of 
those States, to keep men in a state of slavery : but 
he had the consolation to inform the House, that 
he believed the people of the Southern States were 
Wiping off the stain entailed upon them by their 
predecessors, in endeavoring to ameliorate the situ- 
ation of that race of people as much as possible. 
‘This appeared to bean increasing disposition. He 


hoped the gentleman would have an opportunity 
to produce all his arguments on this subject. in his 
endeavors. either to get the law repealed or to 
strengthen it, agreeably to his wish, in order that 
he might be satisfied that he would not find an ad- 
vocate in the House. 

Mr. D. Foster spoke against the Committee 
rising. 

Several sectious of the bill were then gone 
through with, when the Committee rose, and ob- 
tained leave to sit again. 


Monpay, April 28. 

An engrossed bill to provide for the sale of cer- 
tain lands between the Great and Little Miami 
rivers, was read and passed; also a bill author- 
Zing the allowance of a credit to Wiiliam Taze- 
well. 

The House went into a Committee on the bill 
to promote the manufacture of sheet copper in the 
United States; which was agreed to, and ordered 
to be engrossed accordingly. 

Mr. H. Lee called up the Militia bill, when Mr. 
Bayarp moved its postponementtill the first Mon- 
day in December next, which wascarried—yeas 50. 

Mr. Rutvepce proposed a resolution thata com- 
mittee be appointed to inquire whether any and 
what alterations are necessary to be made in the 
act respecting fugitives from justice and persons 
escaping from their masters. This was negatived 
—38 to 34, 

THE SLAVE TRADE. 


Mr. RUTLEDGE moved that the Committee of 
the Whole, to whom were referred the bill for 
preventing the carrying on the slave trade, &e., 
be discharged from the further consideration there- 


of. He conceived it to be one of the most defec- 


tive bills that ever was before Congress, because 


the object intended was in no wise provided for, 
or utterly impracticable. 


Mr. Bayard was of the same opinion. He had 
taken some pains to examine the bill, but was 


obliged to conclude it extremely imperfect. The 
objects of the former bill, and which was intended 
to be improved, were, to prevent the citizens of 
the United States having any right in vessels so 
employed; and also to prevent the citizens of the 
United States being employed on board any such 
vessels, 
members of the House would be in favor of those 
principles, and effectually promote them. It would 
indeed be extremely dishonorable, in a country 
like this, to affirm such a trade, so contrary to all 
those principles held dear in the United States, 
and which ought to be promoted. His desire was, 
that a bill should be constructed upon the true 
principles of the intent of Congress: so far he 
thought they might go, but no farther. To be sure, 


He trusted that a great majority of the 


as the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. J. 


Brown) observed, the Government could derive 


revenue from the encouragement of this trade, but 
he thought a more dishonorable item of revenue 
could not be established. 

The Committee was discharged. 
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Mr. Bayarp then moved that the bill should 
be referred to a select committee. 

Mr. Rurrepes hoped this would not be agreed 
to; he was not disposed at this late day of the ses- 
sion to take up any new business that was not of ur- 
gency. He thought it was perfectly unnecessary to 
make anew act upon the subject; he believed the 
former act did everything that was necessary or 
practicable to be done. What more could be 
wanted than that persons engaged in this traffic 
should forfeit their ships and pay a fine, besides, 
in many instances, imprisonment of the person of- 
fending? Surely that wasall the occasion requir- 
ed. The different States which had heretofore im- 
ported those people intothe United States had esta- 
blished the policy not to import any more; butin 
addition to this willing restriction, the Federal 
Government thought proper to prevent the trade 
being carried on, by our ships, to those countries 
which did suffer their importation.. This was go- 
ing very far indeed, but so far it was thought pro- 
per to go, to furnish a peace offering to those phi- 
lanthropists whose urgency was greatto accomplish 
the general destruction of the trade. However, 
the activity of the people of the four New England 
States e a them in this profitable traflic ; 
their produce would bring a good price on the 
African coast, and why they might not enjoy the 
profit of it as wellas the English he could not con- 
ceive. He believed it to be impossible effectually 
to prevent it. Some gentlemen, indeed, had talk- 
ed of authorizing our cruisers to seize vessels of 
this kind, but, suppose they were confiscated, what 
was to be done with their cargoes? ` They could 
not be brought into the United ‘States. Where 
could they be carried? It was not consistent with 
the policy of the West India islands to suffer them 
to land there, since it was their practice to keep 
these people in bondage, and they did not want, 
nor could they suffer free men to inundate those 
colonies. He knew of no place where they could 
be landed but St. Domingo, and as these people 
would not have been of those who had procured 
the freedom of slaves there—were not of those 
who had spread devastation and murder through- 
out that island, it was probable they would spurn 
them from their shores. What then was to be 
done with them? Surely no gentleman would 
wish them to be drowned, and it would be as ab- 
surd to think of sending them back to Sierra Leone! 
These difficulties he thought insuperable. 

Mr. Watw hoped the bill would be committed, 
and that the provisions of it would be made effec- 
tual to its object. As for the people of Pennsyl- 
vania, he believed he could say they were unan- 
imously in favor of the trade being put an end to 
most completely ; which was in nowise done by 
the law now in force, nor by the bill now propos- 
ed. He said it was well known, that great griev- 
ances did exist for want of the due execution of 
the law, and much greater than were generally 
known, and hence it was that no more was heard 
of it from the people on this subject. He had been 
well informed that great evasions had taken place, 
and that this unlawful trade was becoming more 
and more in use. In the Jast year he believed 


that near forty vessels entered the West Indies 
with this illicit species of commerce. In some 
parts of the United States, he had been well in- 
formed, it was become so popular, that if a vessel 
was seized and‘sold, it was impossible to get any 
person to bid for her, and therefore the owner was 
enabled to repurchase her ata very low price in- 
deed. It would be much better to repeal the old 
law, and open the trade, than to suffer the law to 
continue when nearly a nullity. But this he be- 
lieved was not the disposition of the House 3 he 
believed the House could carry the principle into 
effect, and he was sure that a very great majority 
of the American people would wish them to do it. 

The motion for recommitment was carried by a 
very large majority, and three members appointed. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 


Mr. Stone made a report from the committee 
to whom was referred the petition of Lawrence 
Erb and others, imprisoned at the suit of the Uni- 
ted States for disabilities in the payment of mo- 
neys received by them. The committee saw no 
necessity of a special interference in these cases, 
and, in order to try the principle, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

“ Resolved, That provision ought to be made by law 
for the personal discharge from prison of the insolvent 
debtors of the United States.” 


It was agreed to, and the committee appointed 
to carry it into effect. 


MILITARY ACADEMY, &c. 


Mr. EceLeEsTON said, since he found the House 
so much disposed to prepare for the close of the 
session by postponing unnecessary business, he 
would move that the bill for establishing a Mili- 
tary Academy, and for the better organization 
of the corps of Artillerists and Engineers, be post- 
poned till the first Monday in December next. 

After some observations against the motion, by 
Messrs. PARKER, Cuampuin, and H. Les, and in 
favor of it by Messrs. EGGLESTON and SHEPARD, 
it was carried—yeas 64, nays 23, as follows: 


Yeas— Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, Phanuel Bishop, 
Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Robert Brown, Samuel J. 
Cabell, Matthew Clay, William ©. C. Claiborne, John 
Condit, William Cooper, John Davenport, Thomas T. 
Davis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggles- 
ton, Lucas Elmendorf, Dwight Foster, John Fowler, 
Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Edwin Gray, 
Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, 
John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas 
Hartley, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, James Jones, 
Aaron Kitchell, Samuel Lyman, Matthew Lyon, James 
Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, Abraham Nott, John Randolph, 
John Reed, James Sheafe, William’ Shepard, John 
Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, 
David Stone, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
Richard Thomas, John Thompson, John Trigg, Joseph 
B. Varnum, Robert Williams, Lemuel Williams, and 
Henry Woods. j 

Naxs—C. G. Champlin, S. W. Dana, Franklin Da- 
venport, John Dennis, Wiliam Edmond, Thomas 
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Evans, Abiel Foster, William H. Hill, Benjamin Hu- 
ger, James H. Imlay, Henry Lee, John Marshall, Lewis 
R. Morris, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinck- 
ney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Rutledge, jun., 
George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Peleg Wads- 
worth, and Robert Waln. 


DIVISION OF NORTHWESTERN TERRITORY. 


A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that they insisted on the 
amendments to the bill for the division of the 
Northwestern Territory, and for establishing lim- 
its to the State of Georgia; and that they asked 
a conference on the bill providing for the sale of 
the lands above the mouth of Kentucky river, 
having appointed managers on their part. Mana- 
gers were appointed on the part of the House. 

It was resolved that a conference be requested 
on the bill for dividing the Northwestern Ter- 
ritory. 

TREATY WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 

The House went into a Committee on the bill 
for the execution of the 27th article of the Treaty 
with Great Britain. 

A motion of Mr. NichoLas was under con- 
sideration, that no person whose case was cog- 
nizable in any of our courts should be delivered 
up. This caused a lengthy debate; it was advo- 
cated by Messrs. S. Smrru, NicHOLSON, and GaL- 
LATIN, and opposed by Messrs. BAYARD, Dana, 
and Dennis. It was negatived 45 to 42. After 
which the Committee rose, obtained leave to sit 
again, and the House adjourned. 


Turspay, April 29. 


An engrossed bill to promote the manufacture 
of sheet copper within the United States, by in- 
corporating a company for carrying on the same, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The House resolved itself into Committee on 
the bill to provide for carrying into effect the 27th 
article of the British Treaty. An amendment of 
Mr. Nicnowas was under consideration, to which 
Mr. MarsHaLt proposed someamendments; which 
being somewhat opposed, the Committee rose in 
order to have the amendments printed, and ob- 
tained leave to sit again. 

A message was received from the Senate re- 
questing concurrence to a bill which they had 
passed, entitled An act supplementary to the act 
to suspend part of an act entitled an act to aug- 
ment the Army of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 


DISPUTED ELECTIONS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee on 
the bill prescribing the mode of deciding disputed 
elections of President and Vice President of the 
United States. 

The bill, as amended by the select committee, 
provided for the appointment of a joint commit- 
tee, with certain defined, but no decisive, powers. 

Mr. Nicuoxas, saw no use for this committee, 
whose only business was to examine testimony, 
which, being next to nothing for them to do, 
would enable them the better to design mischief, 


if they were so inclined; and the great inconve- 
nience that would attend their being empowered 
to send for testimony, even from the most distant 
part of the United States, made him think that all 
the provisions with which this committee are 
connected ought to be stricken out; he there- 
fore moved to strike out the first section of the 
bill. 

This was negatived—43 to 39. 

Mr. GALLATIN afterwards moved to amend a 
section which provided the means of ascertaining 
the votes. Mr. MarsHALi answered. The Com- 
mittee rose without a decision. 


Wepnespay, April 30. 


The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “ An act 
supplementary to the act to suspend part of an act 
entitled ‘An act to augment the Army of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” was read 
twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, made a report on the subject of further re~ 
venue ; which was read, and ordered to be com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole on Monday 
next. 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that they had passed an act to 
amend an act entitled an act to establish the Judi- 
cial Courts of the United States. 


DISPUTED ELECTIONS OF PRESIDENT, &c. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee on the bill prescribing the mode of deciding 
disputed elections of President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

A motion of Mr. Gattatin was under con- 
sideration, to insert, instead of the principle that 
in cases of doubt the Houses should divide to their 
respective chambers to consider the qualification 
or disqualification of a vote or votes, from their 
joint meeting, if such question should arise at 
counting the votes, the following words: “and 
the question of the exception shall immediately, 
and without debate, be taken by yeas and nays, 
and decided by a majority of the members of both 
Houses then present.” 

This motion called forth a long debate, and on 
the division was negatived, 46 to 44. 

The Committee having gone through the bill, 
rose and reported. 


Tuorspay, May 1. 


The bill from the Senate to amend the act en- 
titled “ An act to establish the Judicial Courts of 
the United States,” was twice read and com- 
mitted. 
Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made a report on the subject of fur- 
ther revenue; which was read, and ordered to be 
committed to a Committee of the whole House 
on Monday next. 

Mr. Sewaxt, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the thirteenth of January last, the pe- 
tition of Cato West and others, made a further 
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report; which was read and considered: Where- 
upon, , 

Resolved, That the Governor of the Mississippi 
Territory be authorized by law, for the term of 
one year, to permit by his special license, to be 
granted after examination of each case in which 
it shall be requested, any slave or slaves, bona fide 
the property of a citizen of the United States, or 
owned by any person resident within the Missis- 
sippi Territory, at the period when the Govern- 
ment of the United States was established over 
the same, to be brought by such proprietor into 
the said Territory. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, 
pursuant to the said resolution; and that Mr. Sew- 
ALL, Mr. Cuauncey Goopricu, Mr. Waun, Mr. 
Evans, and Mr. Hitz, do prepare and bring in 
the same. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the whole House on the report of the committee 
to whom was referred, on the seventh of March last, 
the petition of William Hill and others, and, after 
some time spent therein, the Committee rose and 
reported two resolutions thereupon; which were 
severally twice read, and agreed to by the House, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the sum of —— dollars ought to 
be appropriated: by law to defray the expenses of 
such treaty or treaties as the President of the 
United States may deem it expedient to hold with 
any nation or nations of Indians southwest of the 
river Ohio. 

Resolved, That provision ought to be made by 
law, authorizing and enabling all persons who, 
under the laws of North Carolina, and in con- 
formity to the regulations and provisions thereof, 
have entered, surveyed, located, or obtained, grants 
of any of the lands ceded by the said State to the 
United States, in such manner as would have 
vested a good title under the said State of North 
Carolina, if such cession had not been made, to 
enter upon, occupy, and possess, the same, or to 
remove thereto their location from such lands, the 
titles whereto shall not be extinguished, whenever, 
and as soon as the Indian title or claim to a suffi- 
cient portion of the said land shall be extinguished, 
under the authority of the United States; and to 
possess and enjoy the same in as full and ample 
manner as if the same had been derived from, or 
under, the United States. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the first resolution; and that Mr. Pincx- 
NEY, Mr. Coauncey Goonricu, Mr. HENDERSON, 
Mr. Nicnouas, and Mr. THATCHER, do prepare 
and bring in the same. 

On the motion of Mr. CLAIBORNE, the report of 
the select committee respecting the continuation 
of the acts for establishing trading houses with 
the Indians, was taken up and agreed to, and the 
committee directed to bring in a bill. 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that they had agreed to a bill 
to authorize the sale and conveyance of lands by 
the Marshals of the United States, with an amend- 
ment. The House concurred. 

Also, requesting a conference on the bill respect- 


ing the Mississippi Territory. Three managers 
were appointed on the part of the House. 

Mr. Harper, instructed by the committee to 
whom were referred so much of the President’s 
Speech as related to the revision and amendment 
of the judicary system, reported a bill to provide 
for the more convenient and effectual administra- 
tion of justice in the Circuit Courts of the United 
States. It was ordered to be printed. 


The House resolved ‘itself into Committee on 
the bill to establish the compensation of the offi- 
cers employed in the collection of the duties on 
imports and tonnage; and after some time spent 
therein, the Committee rose and obtained leave 
to sit again. 


DISPUTED ELECTIONS OF PRESIDENT, &c. 


The House proceeded to consider the amendment 
reported, yesterday, from the Committee of the 
Whole House to whom was committed the report 
of the committee to whom was referred the bill 
sent from the Senate, entitled “ An act prescribing 
the mode of deciding disputed elections of Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States;” 
and the same being read, 

A motion was made and seconded to amend the 
said amendment, by striking out, in the first sec- 
tion thereof, the words following: 


“That, on the —— next following the day when a 
President and Vice President shall have been voted for by 
Electors, it shall be the duty of the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States to choose, by 
ballot, in each House, four members thereof: and the 
persons thus chosen shall form a Joint Committee, and 
shall have power to examine into all disputes relative to 
the election of President and Vice President of the 
United States, other than such as may relate to the 
number of votes by which Electors may have been 
appointed :” 


And the question being taken, thereupon it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 41, nays 47, as fol- 
lows: 


Yzeas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John 
Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Eg- 
gleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gal- 
latin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, 
David Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, Aaron 
Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, 
Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, 
John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Randolph, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Richard Stanford, David 
Stone, Thomas Sumter, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams, 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. 
Champlin, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, Frank- 
lin Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, Joseph 
Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Fos- 
ter, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, William H. Hill, Benjamin 
Huger, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Samuel Lyman, John 
Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, 
Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven 
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Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, 


James Sheafe, William Shepard, George Thatcher, John | 


C. Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Ro- 
bert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. ~ 


A motion was then made and seconded to amend 
the said amendment, by striking out of the eighth 
section thereof, the following: 


« And sign his name thereto, and if it be founded on 
any circumstance appearing in the report of the Joint 
Committee, and the exception be seconded by one mem- 
ber from the Senate, and one from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, each of whom shall sign the said exception, 
as having seconded the same, then each House shall im- 
mediately retire, without question or debate, to its own 
apartment, and shall take the question on the exception, 
without debate, by ayes and noes. So soon as the ques- 
tion shall be taken in either House, a message shall be 
sent to the other, informing them that the House sending 
the message is prepared to resume the count; and when 
such message shall have been reccived by both Houses, 
they shall again assemble in the same apartment as he- 
fore, and the count shall be resumed. And if the two 
Houses have concurred. in rejecting the vote or votes 
objected to, such vote or votes shall not be counted; 
but, unless both Houses concur, such vote or votes shall 
be counted. If the objection taken as aforementioned, 
shall arise on the face of the papers opened by the 
President of the Senate, in the presence of both Houses, 
and shall not have been noticed in the report of the 
Joint Committee, such objection may be referred to the 
Joint Committee, to be examined and reported on by 
them, in the same manner, and on the same principles, 
as their first report was made ; but, if both Houses do 
not concur in referring the same to the committee, then 
such objection shall be decided on in the like manner 
as if it had been founded on any circumstance appear- 
ing in the report of the committee :” 


And insert, in lieu thereof, the following : 


“ And the question on the exception shall immedi- 
ately, and without debate, be taken by ayes and noes, 
and decided by a majority of the members of both 
Houses then present.” 


And, the question being taken thereupon, it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 43, nays 46, as 
follows: 


Yeas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Con- 
dit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, 
Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Al- 
bert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Han- 
na, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, 
James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew 
Lyon, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, 
John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Richard 
Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, John Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, John Trigg Joseph B. Varnum, and 
Robert Williams. . 

Narys—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. 
Champlin, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, Frank- 
‘lin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William 


Edmond; Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster,’ 


‘Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Har- 


per, William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, Henry Lee, Silas 
Lee, Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, Lewis R. Morris, 
Abraham Nott, Robert Page, Josiah‘ Parker, Thomas 
Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John 
Rutledge, jr, Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William 
Shepard, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard 
Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel 
Williams, and Henry Woods. 


Another motion was then made and seconded 
to amend the said amendment; and the question 
being taken thereupon it was resolved in the affir- 
mative. 

Ordered, That the said amendment, as amend- 
ed, be recommitted to a Committee of the whole 
House immediately. 

The House accordingly, resolved itself into the 
said committee; and, after some time spent there- 
in, Mr Speaxer resumed the Chair, and Mr. Rut- 
LEDGE reported that the committee had had the 
said amendment under consideration, and made 
one amendment thereto; which was twice read, 
and agreed to by the House. 

And then the main question being taken, that 
the House do agree to the said amendment as 
amended, it was resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, Thatthe said bill, with the amendment 
be read the third time to-morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate request a conference on the subject- 
matter of their amendments, disagreed to by this 
House, to the bill, entitled “An act supplementary 
to the act entitled ‘An act for an amicable settle- 
ment of limits with the State of Georgia, and au- 
thorizing the establishment of a government in the 
Mississippi Territory ;” and have appointed mem- 
bers at the same on their part. The Senate have 
passed the bill, entitled “An act to continue in force 
an act laying additional duty on salt imported into 
the United States, and for other purposes.” The 
Senate have passed the bill, entitled ‘An act to 
authorize the sale and conveyance of lands, in cer- 
tain cases, by the Marshals of the United States, 
and to confirm former sales,” with an amendment; 
to which they desire the concurrence of this House. 


The House proceeded to consider the said mes- 
sage: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
conference proposed by the Senate on the subject- 
matter of the first mentioned bill; and that Mr. 
Pace, Mr. Norr, and Mr. Varnum, be appointed 
managers at the same on the part of this House. 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
amendment proposed by the Senate to the last 
mentioned bill. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do ac- 
quaint the Senate therewith. 

Ona motion made and seconded that the House 
do come to the following resolution: 


“ Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed 
to deliver to the members, such volumes of the Journals 
of the old Congress as may now be in his possession for 


“distribution” 


Ordered, That the said motion be referred to 
Mr. New, Mr. Nicuouas, and Mr. Varnum. 
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Frivay, May 2. 


Mr. D. Foster, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill from the Senate in addition 
to the act, entitled an act to prohibit the carrying 
on the slave trade from the United States to. any 
foreign place or country, made a report, recom- 
mending the adoption of sundry amendments to 
The report was read a second time, and 


said bill. 
committed for to-morrow. 


Mr. Rurtepes moved that the Committee of 
the Whole, to whom was referred the bill supple- 
mentary to the act to fix the compensation of the 
officers employed in the collection of duties on 
imports and tonnage, be discharged from the further 


consideration thereof. - 

This motion, after considerable debate, was ne- 
gatived—yeas 41, nays 44. 

Mr. Griswo tp, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, made a further report, 
recommending the adoption of a resolution mak- 
ing additional allowance to the clerks of the De- 
partment of State, Navy, &c., which was read a 
first and second time; and, upon the question will 
the House adopt the same, it passed in the nega- 
tive—yeas 32, nays 36. 


DISPUTED ELECTIONS OF PRESIDENT, &c. 


The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
prescribing the mode of deciding disputed elec- 
tions of President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States,” together with the amendment agreed 
to yesterday, was read a third time; and on the 
question that the same do pass, it was resolved in 
the affirmative—yeas 52, nays 37, as follows: 

Yuas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Christopher G. 
Champlin, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Frank- 
lin Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dennis, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thos. Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robt. Goodloe Harper, 
William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, 
Henry Lee, Silas Lec, Samuel Lyman, John Marshall, 
Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, Josiah 
Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, 
John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, James 
Sheafe, William Shepard, Samuel Smith, Geo. Thatcher, 
John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Wil- 
liams, and Henry Woods. 

Nays—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, 
John Condit, John Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas 
Elmendorf, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew 
Gregg, John A. Hanna, Thomas Hartley, Joseph 
Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, 
Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, James Linn, Nathaniel 
Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nich- 
olas, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Rich- 
ard Stanford, David Stone, John Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, John Trigg, and Robert Williams. 

COMPENSATION OF COLLECTORS. 

The House went into Committee of the Whole 


on the bill supplementary to the act to fix the | 


compensation of the officers employed in the col- 
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lection of duties on imports and tonnage; and: 
after making some. other amendments, reducing 
the salaries of sundry collectors, the Committee 
rose, and the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the report; when , 

Mr. Warn moved tostrike out from the amend- 
ment for reducing the Collectors of Boston, Balti- 
more,’ Philadelphia, and Charleston, the word 
“Philadelphia,” which was negatived—yeas 30. 
_ Mr. PARKER moved to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out the reduction proposed with respect to the 
Collector of Norfolk. Negatived—yeas. 25. 

Mr. Cuampuin moved a reduction of the per- 
centage allowed the Collector of the port of New- 
London, to one and a half per quarter per cent. 
Negatived—yeas 12. 

Mr. SewaLL wished to make the allowance of 
the Collector of Boston 7-16ths of 1 per cent., in- 
stead of 3-8ths—and made a motion to that effect. 
Negatived. ; 

The further consideration of the report was 
postponed till to-morrow. 


Saturpay, May 3. 


Mr. Pinckney, from a select committee, re- 
ported a bill to appropriate a certain sum of money 
to defray the expense of holding a treaty or treaties 
with the Indians. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE reported a bill to revive and 
continue in force an act entitled an act for estab- 
lishing trading-houses with the Indians. 

A message was received from the Senate re- 
questing concurrence to a bill passed in that 
House, supplementary to the act entitled an act 
to establish the Treasury Department. 

These three acts were severally twice read, and 
committed to Committees of the whole House. 

An amendment was also proposed to the bill 
for the support of Government for the year 1800; 
to which the House concurred. 

Mr. NicHotas, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the first instant, a motion relative 
to the distribution of the Journals of the old Con- 
gress, made a report; which was read, and ordered 
to lie on the table. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill for fixing the compensation to the Collec- 
tors of the Revenue, upon which some further de- 
bate occurred, which was principally confined to 
the efforts of several gentlemen to prevent any re- 
duction of the per centage heretofore allowed to 
those officers. 

The bill at last was passed through, and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading—yeas 44. 


DIVISION OF NORTH WESTERN TERRITORY. 


Mr. C. Goopricz made a report from the man- 
agers on the part of this House appointed to con- 
fer with the Sonate on the bill to divide the North- 
western Territory; the-report.was, that it would 
be expedient for the House to. recede from their 
‘amendments and to agree to a farther amendment 
that was proposed. 

Mr; Jackson: moved: that:the further considera- 
‘tion. of this: bill might. be postponed till the first 
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Monday in December next. He ‘stated this mo- 
tion to be grounded on a belief that many of the 
people of that Territory had no knowledge or de- 
sire that this division should take place; he had 
been informed by a respectable gentleman who 
resided there, that the people were not generally 
informed that such a measure was in contempla- 
tion. Mr. J. said he had doubts whether it would 
he for their interest or not, and doubting, he wished 
to act with caution and information, since it was 
an important thing to them. 

Mr. Harrison hoped the motion would not 
take place; the information the gentleman had 
stated came from a person who was interested, re- 
siding near Cincinnati, which, although now the 
seat of Government, would not continue so in case 
of a division. He knew the information to be in- 
accurate; he believed nine-tenths of the people 
were in favor of it, among whom were a great 
number of the Legislature. He confessed that 
the Senate had amended this bill in a manner 
very injurious to the general interests of the people 
there, but knowing as he did the great importance 
of the bill, and the general wish of the people, ex- 
pressed to the House by petitions, he would rather 
submit to almost anything than postpone the sub- 
ject till another session. He was sorry the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, or any other gentleman, 
should suppose him to be so void of a wish or en- 
deavor to promote the interests of his constituents 
as to propose a measure that was not generally 
approved of; he knew it to be so, or, Mr. H. said, 
he should not have encouraged it. Indeed every 
gentleman must know that his interests were in- 
terwoven with those of his constituents. 

Mr. Gooprich mentioned the present great in- 
“convenience in the due administration of justice 
in that extensive Government, and the great in- 
convenience generally in all the matters where 
business with the seat of Government was ne- 
cessary. 

Mr. Rutepes also spoke against its postpone- 
ment; and, on the question, it was negatived with- 
out a division. 

The House then receded from its amendment 
and agreed to the one proposed. 


SLAVE TRADE. 

The House went into Committee on the bill to 
prohibit carrying on the slave trade to any foreign 
country. The Committee rose and reported the 
bill. On the question when it should be read a 
third time, it was carried for to-day. On the 
question for its passing, a long and warm debate 
ensued. 

Several attempts were made to postpone its 
passing, but to no effect. At length the question 
was taken—yeas 67, nays 5, as follows: 


Yzas— Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, Phanuel Bishop, 
Jonathan Brace, «Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, 
Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, 
William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, 
Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, William Edmond, 
Joseph Eggleston, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, D. 
Foster, Albert Gallatin, Henry Glen, Chauncey Good- 
rich, Elizur Goodrich, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, 


Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, JohnA. Hanna, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heis- 
ter, William H. Hill, David Holmes, James H. Imlay, 
Aaron Kitchell, Silas Lee, Michael Leib, Samuel Ly- 
man, Nathanicl Macon, Lewis R. Morris, Peter Muh- 
lenberg, John Nicholas, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, 
Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John 
Reed, Samuel Sewall, William Shepard, John Smilie, 
John Smith, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, John Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wads- 
worth, Robert Waln, and Robert Williams. 

Nays—John Brown, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, 
Benjamin Huger, and John Rutledge, jr. 


And the House adjourned. 


Monpay, May 5. 


Mr. Sewatt brought in a bill to permit, in cer- 
tain cases, the bringing slaves into the Mississippi 
Territory; and Mr. Srons,a bill making further 
provision for the relief of persons imprisoned for 
debts due the United States; which were respec- 
tively read and committed for to-morrow. 

Mr. Harper, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the two following bills, which 
were read a first and second time, and committed 
toa Committee of the Whole, viz: a bill to author- 
ize certain expenditures, and to make certain ad- 
ditional appropriations for the year 1800; and a 
bill to make provisions relative to rations for In- 
dians, and for their visits to the seat of Govern- 
ment. 

The bill entitled “ An act supplementary to an 
act entitled ‘ An act to establish the compensation 
of the officers employed in the collection of the 
duties on imports and tonnage, and for other pur- 
poses,” was read a third time; and the question 
being put, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. Cuampiin moved that the bill be recom- 
mitted for the purpose of reducing the per cent- 
age allowed the Collectors of New London and 
Wilmington, (Delaware,) which was negatived. 

The bill was then passed. 

The bill in addition to the act granting lands 
to the inhabitants and settlers of Vincennes, in 
the Hlinois country, in the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the Ohio, and for confirming 
them in their possessions, was agreed to in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading to-morrow. 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that they receded from their 
amendment, disagreed to by this House, to the bill 
to divide the Territory of the United States North- 
west of the river Ohio. : 

The bill to appropriate a certain sum of money 
to defray the expense of holding a treaty or trea- 
ties with the Indians, was taken up in Committee 
of the Whole, agreed to without debate, and the 
bill ordered to be read a third time to-morrow. 

The bill to provide for the means of intercourse 
between the United States and foreign nations 
was taken up in Committee of the Whole, when 
Mr. NicHotas moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion, which made the appropriation for the pur- 
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permanent;:..which,. after some debate, was car- 
tied—yeas 37, nays 34. The bill was then fur- 
ther amended, the Committee rose, and-it was or- 
dered: to'be read a third time to-morrow. 

Mr: GäLLaTtIN, on behalf of the managers ap- 
pointed to confer with managers on the part of 
the Senate of their amendments, disagreed to by 
this House, to the bill to amend the act entitled 
an act to provide for the sale of the lands of the 
United States in the Territory Northwest of the 
Ohio, and above the mouth of Kentucky river, 
made-a report, which was read and concurred in. 
A message from the Senate informed the House 
that they also concurred in said report. 

Mr. Nicuo.as, from the committee to whom 
was referred.so much of the President’s Speech, 
at the opening of the present session, as relates to 
the defence of the United States, made report, 
recommending the adoption of a resolution for ap- 
propriating the sum of $100,000 for the support 
and erection of fortifications; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


SURVEYORS OF THE REVENUE. 


The bill to enlarge the powers of Surveyors of 

` the Revenue, was taken up, in Committee of the 

Whole, when Mr. E:menporr moved to adda 

new-section ‘to the bill, giving the surveyors pow- 

er to alter’ the assessment rates, where patented 

lands have been returned by two or three officers. 

. . Mr. Harper opposed the motion, on the ground 

that it gave too unlimited power to an individ- 

ual, and which ought alone to be vested in the 
commissioners. . 

Mr. Puatr also opposed it; and Mr. ELMEN- 
DORF spoke in reply—when the question was ta- 
ken and negatived. 

The Committee then rose, and the bill was or- 
dered to be read a third time to-morrow. 


INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE, 


Mr. Parker, after noticing the change of con- 
duct in the French Government, and their dispo- 
sition to liberate American property, said he wished 
provision to be made for such of our citizens in 
France whose vessels have not been condemned, 
and whose commanders, acting without informa- 
tion or instruction, have conceived themselves au- 
thorized to return with cargoes to this country, 
not having knowledge of the act recently passed, 
by which both vessel and cargo are forfeited ; and 
therefore moved the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be instructed to inquire whether any, and 
what, further amendments are necessary to the act fur- 
ther to suspend the commercial intercourse between the 
United States and France, and the dependencies there- 
of, and report their opinion thereon by bill or other- 
wise.” 

Mr. P. wished this resolution to be immediately 
acted upon. One vessel had arrived at Norfolk 
under the circumstances mentioned, and it was 
probable there would be many more in a few days. 

Mr. Nicnouas wished the resolution to lie on 
the table. He was unwilling to act in this partial 


proposition was made to repeal the whole law, it 
would meet with his hearty approbation. 
The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 


Tuespay, May 6. 


The House proceeded to consider the report, 
made the third instant, from the committee to 
whom was referred a motion relative to the distri- 
bution of the Journals of the old Congress: 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be di- 
rected to distribute among the members such vol- 
umes of the Journals of the former Congress as 
have been received by him under a resolution of 
the last session, or were before in his possession, 
and the volumes necessary to complete the sets 
as they may come to his hands. 

The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: 

An act, in addition to an act granting lands to 
the inhabitants and settlers of Vincennes, in the 
Illinois country, in the Territory of Ohio, and for 
confirming them in their possessions ; 

An act to enlarge the powers of Surveyors of 
the Revenue; 

An act to appropriate a certain sum of money 
to defray the expenses of holding a treaty or trea- 
ties with the Indians ; 

An act providing the means of intercourse be- 
tween the United States and foreign nations—the 
title of which was altered to read, “An act to 
ascertain the compensation of public Ministers.” 


INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. Parker called up the resolution which he 
laid on the table yesterday, instructing the Com- 
mittee of Commerce and Manufactures to inquire 
whether any, and what, further amendments are 
necessary to the non-intercourse law ; which hav- 
ing been taken into consideration, Mr. P. again 
contended for the propriety of its adoption. 

Mr. Macon moved to amend the resolution by 
instructing the committee to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of bringing in a bill to repeal the law 
altogether; which was agreed to by Mr. PARKER, 
and incorporated in his resolutions, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be instructed to inquire whether it be 
expedient to repeal or amend the act further to suspend 
the commercial intercourse betwcen the United States 
and France, and the dependencies thereof, and report 
their opinion thereon by bill or otherwise.” 


Mr. Nicnotas moved to amend the resolution 
by striking out the word in italic, in the third line. 

A long debate took place on this motion, in which 
it was frequently observed that the change of con- 
duct on the part of the French Government, which 
was manifest, ought to produce an equal change 
on our part; but that we should not touch our sys- 
tem of defence, without connecting withit another; 
that the power for ceasing hostilities, which was 
lodged with the Executive, would no doubt be 
justly exercised, and. whenever circumstances 
would warrant the measure—which no doubt 
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would happen upon the receipt of the first des- 
patches from our Ministers at Paris. 
The motion to strike out was negatived—yeas 
23. ; : 
Mr. GaLLaTin then opposed the resolution, on 
the ground that it would be highly improper to 
take any measure, at the present time, which would 
change our defensive system. He had no wish 
even to see the bill amended. Persons who may 
have suffered could obtain relief by petitioning 
Congress, who no doubt would grant it, wherever 
there was no fraud or collusion. 

The question on the original resolution was put 
and negatived—yeas 40, nays 43. 


SENATE BILLS. 


A message was received from the Senate inform- 
ing the House that the Senate have passed the 
two following bills, viz: 

“An act supplementary to the act establishing 
the Mint, and regulating the coins of the United 
States ;” to which they request the concurrence of 
this House. 

Also, the following bill, with amendments: “An 
act to establish the district of Kennebunk, and to 
annex Lyme to New London; to alter the district 
of Bermuda Hundred and City Point, and therein 
to amend the act entitled ‘ An act to regulate the 
collection of duties on imports and tonnage.” 

The amendments to this bill were read and con- 
curred in. 

The bill relative to the Mint was read a first and 
second time, and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House. 

ADDITIONAL REVENUE. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the further report of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, on the subject of the revenue; 
when the first resolution, laying an additional duty 
of twenty per centum on wines, after being amend- 
ed, on motion of Mr. GriswoLp, to read as follows, 
was adopted: 

« Resolved, That it is expedient to lay an additional 
duty of twenty per centum on the amount of the present 
duty upon wines imported into the United States, and 
to vary the scale of duties in such manner as to com- 
port with the plan of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

The second resolution was agreed to without 
debate as follows: 

«“ Resolved, That it is expedient to lay an additional 
duty of two and-a-half per centum ad valorem on such 
goods, wares, and merchandise, imported into the Uni- 
ted States, as are now subject to a duty of ten per cen- 
tum ad valorem.” 

The third resolution was opposed by Messrs. 
Harperand S. Smiru, and supported by Mr. Gris- 
woup; after which the Committee rose, and ob- 
tained leave to sit again. 


Weopnespay, May 7. 


Mr. Davis; from the select committee to whom 
was committed the hill from the Senate for the 
relief of Ithamer Canfield, made a report, that said 
bill ought:to pass. The bill was then ordered to 
be read a third time to morrow. : 


A message from the Senate informed the House, 
that they have concurred in the amendments of 
this House to the bill relative to the slave trade 
with several amendments to which they desire 
the concurrence of the House; also that the Se- 
nate insist on some of their amendments disa- 
greed to by this House, to the bill supplementary to 
an act for an amicable settlement of limits within 
the State of Georgia, and for establishing a gov- 
ernment in the Mississippi Territory. 


ADDITIONAL ARMY. 


Mr. Harper said, that by the terms of enlist- 
ment of the additional army, they were engaged 
to serve for three years, or until an amicable ad- 
justment of the differences existing between the 
United States and France; from which circum- 
stance, the President was precluded, even if he 
knew the preliminaries of peace to be adjusted, 
from disbanding it until a treaty should be actually 
concluded and ratified by the two Governments— 
whereby the troops would be kept for perhaps six 
months in service unnecessarily. The Navy and 
other parts of our defensive system, were upon a 
different footing. He wished the Army to be 
placed on a similar ene, and therefore moved the 
following resolution : 


“ Resolved, That it is expedient to authorize the Pre- 
sident of the United States to discharge the additional 
army thereof, as soon as the state of things between 
the United States and the French Republic will war- 
rant the measure.” 


The resolution was agreed to, and referred to the 
Committee of the whole House to whom was com- 
mitted the bill from the Senate to suspend part of 
the act entitled “ An act to augment the Army of 
the United States.” 


ADDITIONAL REVENUE. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the further report of the 
Committee of Ways and Means on the subject of 
revenue; and the tax on drawbacks being under 
consideration, Mr. Griswotp and Mr. Harper 
again spoke for and against the motion. Mr. 
Nicuotas, Mr. Huger, and Mr. RANDOLPH, also 
spoke against the motion; after which the ques- 
tion was taken and negatived, only 23 votes being 
in favor of it. 

The third resolution, to lay an additional duty 
of one half per cent. per pound on brown sugar 
and coffee imported into the United States, was 
opposed by Mr. Griswo.p, who. doubted much 
the propriety of laying an additional duty on cof- 
fee, and therefore moved to strike out that article. 
The motion was opposed by Mr. Harper, and 
advocated by Mr. SewaLL, who was of opinion that 
this article was frequently smuggled, and was ap- 
prehensive it would be more so, if an additional 
duty were laid, and therefore would injure the 
revenue. 

The motion was carried—yeas 38, nays 21. 

The question on the resolution as amended 
was, after some debate, put and carried—yeas 45, 
nays 28, 
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The fourth resolution reported, to retain two- 
and-a-half per centum on all drawbacks allowed 
for goods re-exported from the United States, in 
addition to the sums heretofore directed to be- re- 
tained by law, and also on the whole of the addi- 
tional duty on goods imported in fureign ships or 
vessels, was agreed to without debate. The Com- 
mittee then rose, and, upon the question, Will the 
House concur with the Committee in their agree- 
ment to the resolution laying an additional duty 
on sugar? the yeas and nays were called for, and 
taken, as follows: 

Yeas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Bailey 
Bartlett, James A. Bayard, Jonathan Brace, John 
Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William ©. C. Clai- 
borne, William Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, John Daven- 
port, Franklin Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John 
Dennis, George Dent, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, 
Dwight Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chaun- 
cey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Edwin Gray, Roger 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Har- 
per, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, Aaron Kitchell, 
John Wilkes Kittera, Samuel. Lyman, Matthew Lyon, 
Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, Josiah 
Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, 
John Reed, John Rutledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, James 
Sheafe, William Shepard, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
David Stone, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Robert Williams, 
Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods.—54. 

Navs—Phanuel Bishop, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, John Condit, John Dawson, 
Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, 
Albert Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, John A Hanna, Joseph 
Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, James Jones, 
Michael Leib, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, John Randolph, John Smilie, 
Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Abram Trigg, John 
Trigg, and Joseph B. Varnum.—28. 

The other resolutions, as amended, were also 
agreed to, and the Committee of Ways and Means 
directed to bring in a bill or bills conformable 


thereto. 
HEIRS OF HARDING AND TRUEMAN. 


The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill making provision for the or- 
phan children of Colonel Harding and Major 
Trueman; when the unfavorable report of the 
Committee of Claims on the petition of Mrs. El- 
liot, which was referred to this Committee, was 
taken into consideration, and, after some debate, 
agreed to—yeas 36, nays 28. 

The unfavorable reports on the petition of Mrs. 
Wooster, and on the petition of Mrs. Lynch, were 
also agreed to. 

The bill for the relief of the orphan children 
was next taken up, and agreed to. The Commit- 
tee then rose, and the House proceeded to the 
consideration of the report; when 

Mr. Harrison moved that the decision on the 
petition of Mrs. Elliot be postponed till the first 
Monday in December next; which was carried— 
yeas 40. s 

On motion of Mr. D. Fosrsr, the decision of 
Mrs. Wooster’s case was also postponed until that 


day. 
6th Con.— 23 


Mr. Macon then moved that the further con- 
sideration of the bill be also postponed to that 
day ; which was negatived, only 24 members vò- 
ting in favor of it ;-and the bill was ordered to be 
read a third time to-morrow. 

The report on the petition of Mrs. Lynch-was 
concurred in. 


Tuurspay, May 8. 


The bill entitled an act to make further pro- 
vision for the orphan children of Colonel John 
Harding, and the orphan daughter of Major Al- 
exander Trueman, deceased, was read a third 
time, and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Ithamer Canfield was 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. Harper brought in a bill to retain a fur- 
ther sum on drawbacks, for the expenses incident 
to the allowance and payment thereof, and in lieu 
of the stamp duties on debentures; and a bill 
to lay additional duties on certain articles import- 
ed; which were, respectively, read a first and sec- 
ond time, and ordered to the third reading. The 
bills were then engrossed, read a third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. Griswoup, from the committee appointed, 
on the twentieth of March last, to examine the 
accounts of the United States relating to the pub- 
lic debt, and to report the amount respectivel 
incurred and extinguished, and ATA suc 
facts as relate to the increase and diminution of 
the same, since the establishment of the Govern- 
ment of the United States under the present Con- 
stitution, made a report; which was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table. i 

Mr. Saurru, from the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, to whom was referred the bill 
from the Senate, to permit the exportation of cer- 
tain parcels of gunpowder, muskets, and cutlassess, 
made a report, that the said bill ought not to pass. 
The question was then put, “ Shall the bill pass ?” 
and resolved in the negative. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
enclosing a report from James McHenry, Oliver 
Wolcott, and James Steele, Esqs., on the subject 
of the Canadian and Nova Scotia refugees. 

The report was referred to the select committee 
heretofore appointed on this subject, on the part 
of whom, Mr. GaLLaTIN immediately brought in 
a bill regulating the grants of land appropriated 
for the refugees from the Provinces of Canada 
and Nova Scotia; which was read a first and 
second time, and committed for Friday. 

The House proceeded to consider the report, 
made yesterday, from the managers appointed to 
attend a conference with the Senate, on the sub- 
ject-matter of the amendments depending be- 
tween the two Houses to the bill, entitled “ An 
act supplemental to the act, entitled ‘An act for 
an amicable settlement of limits with the State 
of Georgia, and authorizing the establishment of 
a Government in the Mississippi Territory ;” 
when the report was concurred in as follows: 

Resolved, That this House do recede from their 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to 
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the first section of the bill above mentioned, and do 
agree to the said amendment, with an amendment. 
- Resolved, That this House dorecede from their 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to 
the ninth section of the said bill; and do agree to 
the-amendment of the Senate to the first amend- 
ment of this House to the tenth section, proposed 
to be inserted by the Senate. 

Mr. Rotvepes laid on the table the following 
resolution : 
~- Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire‘and report, whether any and what additional al- 
lowances ought to be made to the salaries of the dis- 
trict: Judges‘ of the several district Courts of the United 
States.” 


The bill to permit, in certain cases, the bring- 
ing of slaves into the Mississippi Territory, was 
taken up in Committee, agreed to without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be read a third time to- 
motrow. ` 

‘Mr. CLAIBORNE, from the committee to whom 
‘was referred the laws passed by the Governor 
and Judges of the Mississippi Territory, made a 
report, recommending the adoption of a joint res- 
olution for repealing two of said laws—the one 
relating to granting licenses to tavern keepers, 
the other fixing the fees to be exacted in certain 
eases by the Judges of that Territory. 

The resolution was read a firstand second time, 
and ordered toa third reading to-morrow. 
~The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill relative to making provision for allow- 
ing rations to Indians on visiting the seat of Gov- 
ernment; when the bill was agreed to without 
amendment, and ordered to be read a third time 
to-morrow. $ 


ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill: making certain additional appropria- 
tions for the year 1800; when the resolution re- 
ferred to this Committee, making certain addi- 
tional appropriations for fortifications, was agreed 
to, and:a section for that purpose added to the 
bill. . By this bill $32,000 are appropriated for de- 


fraying the expenses incurred by both Houses in | 


doing honor to the memory of General Wash- 
ington; to the Choctaw nation of Indians, $2,000; 
for the reimbursement of moneys advanced by 
Consuls of the United States. in defending cap- 
tured property of citizens of the United States in 
foreign countries, $5,000 ; for defraying costs of 

rosecution before the Court of Appeals in Eng- 
and, $44,000 ; for expenses of Indians visiting the 
seat of Government, $7,500; additional compen- 
sation toofficers of both Houses of Congress, $1,500; 
for expenses incidentt o the establishment of the 
general stamp office, and salary of superintendent, 
&c., $400; for expenses incident to the establish- 
ment. of the Indiana Territory, including salary of 
Governor, Judges, &c., thereof, $4,000; for ex- 
ploring. copper mines on Lake Superior, $1,500 ; 
and. for fortifications, $100,000. l 

Mr.. CLAIBORNE moved a new section to the 
bill; authorizing the grant of $1,925 to John Piteh- 
yn; as: compensation as interpreter on the part 


of the United States to the Choctaw nation of 
Indians, at the treaty of Hopewell, authorized by 
the old Confederation. 

The section, after some debate, was agreed to. 
The Committee then rose, the House concurred, 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading to-morrow. 


MEMORY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. H. Les from the select committee appoint- 
ed to consider what measures it would be proper 
for Congress to adopt for paying suitable respect 
to the memory of the man first in peace, first. in 
war, and first in the hearts of his countrymen— 
the deceased General WasHincron—made are: 
port, recommending the adoption of the following 
resolutions : 

“ Resolved, That the resolution of Congress passed in 
the year 1783, respecting an equestrian statue of Gen- 
eral Wasuineron, be carried into immediate execution, 
and that the statue be placed in the centre of an area 
to be formed in front of the Capitol. f 

“ Resolved, That a marble monument be erected by 
the United States in the Capitol at the city of Washing- 
ton, in. honor of General Wasaincron to commemorate 
his services, and to express the regrets of the American 
people for their irreparable loss. 

“ Resolved, That the President of the United: States 
be requested to give such directions as may appear to 
him proper to carry the. preceding resolutions into ef- 
fect; and that for the present the sum of $100,000 be 
appropriated for these purposes.” 

The resolutions were referred to a Committee 
of the whole House, and immediately taken into 
consideration; when 

Mr. Harper moved toamend the first resolution, 
by inserting thata mausoleum be erected for Gen- 
eral WasuincTon, in the city of Washington, in- 
stead of the statue proposed, which was carried; 
the other resolutions were negatived, of course. 

The Committee then rose, and the resolution, 
as amended by Mr. Harrer, was agreed to by the 
House, and a bill ordered to be brought in pursu- 
ant thereto. 


COMPENSATION OF COLLECTORS, 


A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that they have passed the bill 
supplementary to the act entitled an act to estab- 
lish the compensation of the officers employed in 
the collection of duties on imports and tonnage, 
with amendments. 

The Senate proposed to add a new section ma- 
king it the duty of the collectors of the respective 
ports of Philadelphia, Baltimore, New York, Bos- 
ton, and Charleston, to deposit in the Bank of the 
United States, or one of the banks of deposit, all 
bonds by them received, for payment of duties; 
which bonds are to be collected by and at the risk 
of said banks, with the usual per centage. 

This was agreed to. 


Fripay, May 9. 
The following engrossed bills were read and 
passed, viz: 
An act to make provision relative to rations for 
Indians and their visits to the seat of Government; 
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An act to permit, in certain cases. the bringing 
of slaves. into the Mississippi Territory ; 

An act to authorize certain expenditures, and to 

make certain appropriations for the year 1800. 
‘A resolution yesterday reported, by Mr. Crat- 
BORNE, from a select committee, respecting so much 
of the laws passed by the Governor and the two 
Judges of the Mississippi Territory as granted 
eight dollars for every tavern license to the Gov- 
ernor; and so much of the laws of the said Terri- 
tory as gave to the Judges certain fees.in the Courts 
thereof, was taken up, The resolution was to re- 
peal and nullify the aforesaid laws. The House 
unanimously: concurred. 

The amendments to the act respecting survey- 
ors, were agreed.to, except one, which: was nega- 
tived.. The amendments to the other bills were 
concurred. in. 

‘The House went into Committee on the bill to 
revive and continue in force an act entitled “An 
act for establishing trading houses with the In- 
dian tribes.” 

This bill was ordered for a third reading which 
it subsequently had, and was passed. 


THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The House-went into a Committee on the act 
supplementary to the act entitled “An act to es- 
tablish the Treasury Department.” 

The Committee rose and reported the bill— 
which provided that the Secretary of the Treasury 
should fay before Congress, at the commencement 
of every session, a report on the subject of finance, 
together with such plans for improving the revenue 
as may occur to him. 

Mr. Gauatin and Mr. Nicuoxas opposed the 
passing of the bill, on Constitutional principles. 
They observed, that as all money bills were to 
originate in the House of Representatives, the 
Senate had no right to propose any bill by which 
that provision was changed; nor could the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury, upon the same ground, pro- 

ose anything that should originate any money bill. 
Heretofore, it had been usual, when information 
was wanting by the House, to, call for it from that 
Department, and the same could be done again. 

It was contended by Mr. Griswoup and Mr. 
Harper, that it was not a power to report a bill, 
but merely the state of our finances, which, for 
want of due notice, had heretofore been delayed, 
so as to throw all the most important business up- 
on the close of the session, whereas, by a leisurely 
and mature examination, the Secretary of Treas- 
ury would be enabled to make a timely and com- 
plete report. 

“The bill passed to its third reading—43 to 39. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Amendments were proposed by the Senate to 
` the following bills: 

An act to ascertain the compensation to public 
Ministers ; : 

An act to enlarge the powers of Surveyors of 
the Revenue ; 

An act making appropriations for the Navy of 
the United States during.the year 1800; 

An act prescribing the mode of counting the 


call, John Smilie, 


votes in the-election of President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States. ae 

One of the amendments to the bill respectin 
the election of President, was, instead of the wor 
“rejecting” (in the bill) any vote or votes by a 
coneurrent vote of the two Houses, the word 
“admitting” was proposed by the Senate. 

Mr. Harper and Mr. Bavard hoped the House 
would not concur, as this amendment very mate- 
rially changed the principle of the bill, inasmuch 
as it would put it in the power of one or two mem- 
bers of either House to require the majority of 
both Houses to admit a vote or votes; in default 
of which, the whole votes of a State might be 
tolally rejected. This was contrary to the former 
will of the House, after a mature deliberation. 

The yeas and nays were called by Mr. Nicno- 
Las, on the question “Shall the amendments of 
the Senate be concurred in?” and. decided in the 
negative—yeas 15, nays 73, as follows: 

Yeas—John Brown, Samuel W. Dana, Franklin 
Davenport, Dwight Foster, Chauncey Goodrich, Roger 
Griswold, James H.Imlay, Samuel Lyman, Jonas Platt, 
James Sheate, William Shepard, George Thatcher, Ro- 
bert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Nays— Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, Phanuel Bishop, 
Jonathan Brace, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Ga- 
briel Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, 
John Condit, William Cooper, William Craik, John 
Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas El- 
mendorf, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, John Fowler, 
Jonathan Freeman, Albert Gallatin, Henry Glen, Elizur 
Goodrich, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Thomas Hartley, Joseph Heis- 
ter, William H. Hill, David Holmes, George Jackson, 
James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Edward 
Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, An- 
thony New, John Nicholas, Abraham Nott, Robert 
Page, Thomas Pinckney, Leven Powell, John Ran- 
dolph, John Reed, John Rutledge, jun., Samuel Sew- 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard 
Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas 
Sumter, John Chew Fhomas, Richard Thomas, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, and 
Robert Williams. 

SALT SPRINGS. 


The House went into Committee on the bill to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to lease 
certain salt springs, the property of the United 
States, in the Territory Northwest of the Ohio. 

Mr. Harrison moved to strike out the whole 
bill, for the purpose of inserting another. 

The Speaker moved that, for the true under- 
standing of a bill. new in its principles, the Com- 
mittee rise, which was accordingly done. Leave 
was refused to sit again, when Mr. CLAIBORNE 
moved that the bill be postponed till the first 
Monday in December next. This was carried. 


CANADIAN REFUGEES. 


Mr. Gatuatin, from the committee to whom 
was referred the report of the Secretary of War 


and the Secretary and Comptroller of the Treasu- 
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ry, on the subject of Canadian and Nova Scotia 
refugees, made a report, which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole, to whom was refer- 
red the bill regulating grants of land appropriated 
for the refugees of the British provinces of Canada 
and Nova Scotia. The House then went into a 
Committee on the said bill, and it was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, which was sub- 
sequently done, and the bill passed. 


MEMORY OF WASHINGTON.. 


Mr. Evans, from the committee appointed for 
that purpose, reported a bill for erecting a mau- 
soleum for Grorcs WasutneTon, in the city of 
Washington. 

The bill provided that it should be one hundred 
feet square at the base, and of a proportionate 
height. 
` Mr. Eaateston wished to hear the estimated 

rice, 
Mr. Harrer said he had an estimate from Mr. 
Latrobe, of Philadelphia, who was the architect 
employed on the Pennsylvania Bank, the estimate 
of which had rather been over the actual expense ; 
the estimate was, that a pyramid of one hundred 
feet at the bottom, with nineteen steps, having a 
chamber thirty feet square, made of granite, to 
be taken from the Potomac, with a marble sar- 
cophagus in the centre, and four marble pillars 
on the outside, besides other proportionate orna- 
ments, would amount to $62,500. He hoped no 
objection would be made to the price, since it 
could not occur on any future occasion, as an- 
other Wasuincron would never die. 

Mr. Nicwoxas thought every sense of respect 
would be as well signified by a building of less 
dimensions, and it would be considerable less ex- 
pense ; he moved to strike out one hundred and 
insert sixty. After some debate, this was nega- 
tived. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
its third reading. . 


MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


A bill was received from the Senate appointing 
the time and directing the place of the next meet- 
ing of Congress, which provided that the two 
Houses should meet at the city of Washington on 
the third Monday in November next. 

The House went into Committee thereupon, 
which was reported. On the question for its third 
reading, it was carried—yeas 32, nays 32. The 
Speaker voted in the affirmative, and it was or- 
dered to a third reading to-morrow. 


Satrurpay, May 10. 
MEMORY OF WASHINGTON. | 

The bill for erecting a mausoleum for GEORGE 
WasHINGTON, in the city of Washington, was 
read a third time; and upon the question, Shall 
the bill pass ? 

Mr. Krrensut called the yeas and nays upon 
it;and proceeded to give his reasons why he would 
vote against the bill. He was followed by Mr. 
Harper in favor of it,and Mr. RANDOLPH against 


it; when the question was taken, and the bill 
passed—yeas 54, nays 19, as follows: 


Yzas— Willis Alston, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Gabriel Christie, 
William C. C. Claiborne, William Craik, Samuel W. 
Dana, Franklin Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John 
Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Albert Gallatin, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Edwin Gray, Roger Gris- 
wold, John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, David 
Holmes, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, James 
Jones, John Wilkes: Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, 
Edward Livingston, Lewis R. Morris, Peter Muhlen- 
berg, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, Jonas Platt, Leven 
Powell, John Reed, John Rutledge, jun., Samuel Sew- 
all, James Sheafe, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard 
Dobbs Spaight, George Thatcher, John C. Thomas, 
Richard Thomas, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, 
and Henry Woods. i f 

Naxs—Theodorus Bailey, Robert Brown, Matthew 
Clay, John Condit, John Davenport, George Jackson, 
Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, James Linn, Nathaniel 
Macon, Anthony New, John Nicholas, John Randolph, 
William Shepard, John Smilie, Thomas Sumter, John 
Thompson, John Trigg, and Joseph B. Varnum. 


à NEXT MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


The bill from the Senate appointing the time 
and directing the place of the next meeting of Con- 
gress, was read a third time; when 

Mr. Bayard moved that it be recommitted toa 
Committee of the whole House, for the purpose 
of altering the time of commencing the session. 
After some debate, the motion was negatived. 

The question was then put, Shall the bill pass ? 
and resolved in the affirmative—yeas 41, nays 35. 
The next meeting of Congress will of course take 
place on the third Monday in November next. 


THE MINT. 


The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill from the Senate supplementary to the 
act establishing the Mint, and regulating the coins 
of the United States. 

The object of this bill, which is to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to contract with the 
Bank of the United States for the disposal of the 
right əf coinage for ten years, was objected to by 
Mr. GaLLatin, who wished the bill to be post- 
poned till next session ; or that the coinage should 
be discontinued, and the implements sold; and not 
that it should be placed in the power of the bank. 

Mr. C. Goopricu said, that some arrangement 
should be made on the subject. By the existin 
law the Mint was to be removed to the seat o 
Government, at the city of Washington—and it 
was highly questionable whether the removal 
would not conduce to the destruction of the insti- 
tution; the project of the Senate, therefore, ap- 
peared to him the best we could adopt; it would 
relieve us from the coinage, and expense attend- 
ing the business, at the same time that it would af- 
ford a reasonable profit to the bank, who, at first, 
would incur very great expense, as the dies were 
extremely defective, and new ones would have 
to be procured. 
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‘Mr. Gattatin moved to strike out the twelfth 
section of the bill, and insert that the Mint shall 
be continued at Philadelphia until 5th March, 1801. 
This would leave it in the power of Congtess to 
take the subject into mature consideration next 
session. 

The motion was carried, yeas 40, noes. 31; the 
Committee rose,and the House concurred. 

The bill was then ordered to be read a third time; 
and having received its third reading, was passed 
as amended. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that they disagreed to this amendment; also, 
also, that they have passed the bill authorizing the 
issuing of certain patents, and a bill directing the 
payment of a detachment of militia under the com- 
mand of Major Thomas Johnson, in 1794, each 
with amendment. 

. Also, that they disagree to the amendment pro- 
posed by this House to their amendment to the bill, 
entitled “ An act to enlarge the powers of Survey- 
ors of the Revenue.” 

The House proceeded to consider the latter bill, 


and 

Resolved, That a conference be requested with 
the Senate on the subject-matter of the said amend- 
ment disagreed to by the Senate; and that Mr. 
GriswoLp, Mr. Harper, and Mr. Nort, be ap- 

jointed managers at the same, on the part of this 
ouse. 

[Subsequently the Senate agreed to the confer- 
ence proposed. ] 

IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 

The bill making further provision for the relief of 
persons imprisoned for debts duethe United States, 
was taken up in Committee, agreed to, and upon 
the question shall the bill be engrossed for a third 
reading, it passed in the ci ae age 36, nays 
25, The bill was subsequently read the third time 
and passed—yeas 39, nays 27, 

[By this bill no person indebted to the United 
States can be discharged from prison, unless he 
shall have suffered two years imprisonment. ] 


ELECTIONS OF PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the Senate inform- 
ing the House that the Senate adhere to their dis- 
agreement to the amendments to the bill preseri- 
bing the mode of deciding disputed elections of 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
made by this House, and subsequently insisted on 
Whereupon, 

Mr. Harrer moved that this House do also ad- 
here to their disagreement to recede; which was 
carried, and the bill, consequently, is lost. 


SUPPLEMENTARY ARMY BILL. 


The House went into the Committee of the 
Whole on the bill from the Senate supplementary 
to the act to augment the Army of the United 
States; when 

Mr. Harper, in pursuance of his motion refer- 
red to this Committee, moved an additional sec- 
tion, authorizing the President, whenever in his 
opinion the negotiations with France will warrant 
the measure, to discharge the additional army, ex- 


cept the engineers, raised in pursuance of the act 
to which this is a supplement. 

Mr. S. Smiru thought the measure warrantable 
at present, and moved to strike out the responsi- 
bility imposed on the President of waiting till the 
preliminaries of peace were signed. 

Mr. Ruriepesr opposed this motion; as did Mr. 
H. Les, and Mr. Sepewicx. j 

Mr. S. SmıTu spoke in reply, and said he had 
been the original mover of this army, had voted 
for retaining it; but was now of opinion it: was 
totally unnecessary, and was sorry it was ever 
adopted; he thought it of no use, whether this 
country accommodated her differences or not with 
the French Republic, so little was the danger of 
invasion. / 

The motion was negatived—yeas 38, nays 41. 

The section was then agreed to. i 

Mr. SEwaLL moved a new section, for allowing 
one month’s pay, in addition to the allowance now 
made by law, as a compensation for their services, 
and expenses in returning home; which was 
adopted—yeas 42, nays 27. The Committee then 
rose, and 

Mr. S. Smrrx renewed his motion for striking 
out part of the new section added on motion of 
Mr. Harper, and called the yeas and nays upon 
it, which were taken and stood—yeas 38, nays 42, 
as follows: 

Yuas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Robert 
Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, William ©. ©. 
Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Daw- 
son, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, 
John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George 
Jackson, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Matthew Lyon, 
James Linn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, 
Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Abra- 
ham Nott, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas 
Sumter, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, 
Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, William Cooper, 
William Craik, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, 
George Dent, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Good- 
rich, Edwin Gray, Roger Griswold, William Barry 
Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, William H. Hill, Ben- 
jamin Huger, James H. Imlay; John Wilkes Kittera, 
Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Robert Page, Thomas Pinck- 
ney, Jonas Platt, Levin Powell, John Reed, John Rut- 
ledge, jr., Samuel Sewall, James Sheafe, William Shep- 
ard, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard 
Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel 
Williams, and Henry Woods. i 


On the question for concurring with the Com- 
mittee in adding the new section. proposed by Mr. 
SewaLL, Mr. Ranpotpu spoke at considerable 
length against it, and called the yeas and nays upon 
it; which were taken and the section adopted, yeas . 
47, nays 27, as follows. 

Yras—Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Bailey Bartlett, Jonathan Brace, John Brown, Ga- 
briel Christie, William Charles Cole Claiborne, Wil- 
liam Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W, Dana, John 
Davenport, Franklin Davenport, George Dent, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Dwight Foster, J ohn Fowler, 


TAS 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


716 


H. or R. 


Mississippi Laws: 


May, 1800. 


Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Ro- 
ger Griswold, William B. Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, 
Wm. H. Hil, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, John 
Wilkes Kittera, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Peter Muh- 
lenberg, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, Jonas Platt, Le- 
ven Powell, John: Reed, John Rutledge, jr., Samuel 
Séwall, James. Sheafe, William Shepard, George That- 
cher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Joseph B. 
Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, and Lem- 
ael Williams. g 

Naxs-—Robert Brown, Matthew Clay, John Condit, 
Thomas T. Davis, Albert Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, John 
A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George Jack- 
son, James Jones, Aaron Kitchell, Matthew Lyon, Jas. 
Linn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, John Randolph, John Smilie, John 
Smith, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, and John Trigg, 


The bill was then read the third time and passed. 


Monpay, May 12. 


On motion of Mr. Nicuo.as, the House rescind- 
ed a resolution to adjourn the two Houses this 
day, and a resolution was adopted that the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
should adjrurn both Houses to-morrow. The 
Senate amended it by proposing Wednesday. On 
the question of concurrence, it was carried, 40 to 24. 

The House resolved itself into Committee on 
the bill from the Senate, to amend an act entitled 
an act to establish the Judicial Courts of the Uni- 
ted States. 


This bill provides that jurors in the Courts of 


the United States shall be designated by lot, or 
otherwise, according to the mode now practised 
in the highest courts of the several States. 

The bill was agreed to, read a third time and 
passed. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. from the managers of the con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes to the bill to en- 
large the powers of surveyors of the revenue, made 
areport, to which the House agreed. The Senate 
also concurred. 

The Senate’s amendments to the bill authoriz- 
ing the payment of a detachment of militia, under 
the command of Thomas Johnson, and to the bill 
to authorize the issuing of certain patents, were 
taken up and concurred in. 

A joint committee of conference was appoint- 
ed on the bill respecting the Mint establishment. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act authorizing the issuing certain patents.” 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment. 

A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that the Senate agree to the resolution for post- 
poning the time of adjournment of the two Houses, 
with an amendment; to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- | 


ment proposed by the Senate to the resolution for 
postponing the time of adjournment: Whereupon, 

Resolved; That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment. 


Tusspay, May 13. 
Mr. C. Goopricn, from the managers on the 


‘part of this House to confer with the conferees of 


the Senate, on the subject of the disagreement of 
the two Houses to the bill respecting the Mint 
Establishment ` reported their opinion, that it 
would be proper for this House to recede from 
their amendment to the said bill, which he mov- 
ed; but, on the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined to adhere, 35 to 22. A message was af- 
terwards received from the Senate, notifying the 
House that they recede from their opposition to 
the same; so that the bill passed with the amend- 
ment of the House. which was that the Mint should 
remain at Philadelphia, upon the present plan, till 
4th of March, 1801. 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that they had agreed to the 
following bills with sundry amendments, to which 
they desired the concurrence of the House: An 
act to authorize certain expenditures, and to make 
certain additional appropriations for the year 1800; 
An act authorizing the payment of a certain sum 
of money for holding a treaty or treaties with the 
Indians; An act to make further provision for the 
orphan children of Colonel John Harding and 
Major Alexander Trueman, deceased. ; 

he House concurred in the amendments to thé 

same. 

On motion of Mr. Dent, it was 

Resolved, That the third engrossing clerk in 
the office of the Clerk of the House, be kept in the 
service of the House during the recess, on account 
of the removal of the office to the future seat of 
Government. 


Wepnespay, May 14, 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that the Senate have resolved 
that the resolution for repealing two of the laws 
passed by the Governor and Judges of the Missis- 
sippi Territory, be postponed till next session of 
Congress; that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of this House to the bill supplementary to 
the act to augment the Army of the United States, 
with amendments. i 

The amendments having been taken into con- 
sideration, the first, which was to fix the day of 
disbanding the army on or before the 15th June 
next, was concurred in. ; 

The second amendment, which was to insert a 
proviso, that nothing in the act contained should 
be construed to authorize a deduction of the first. 
four regiments of infantry, two regiments of en- 
gineers, and two companies of light dragoons, or 
of the general and other officers of the staff, ap- 
pertaining thereto, was also agreed to. 

The third amendment was to allow three months 
additional pay, instead of two, as proposed by this. 


‘House; which was carried—yeas 35. 


MISSISSIPPI LAWS. 
Mr. Davis, after observing that the Senate had 


postponed, till the next session of Congress, the 


resolution unanimously adopted by this, for the 
repeal of two laws obnoxious to the people of the 
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Mississippi Térritory, moved the following reso- 


lution, witha recital, viz: 
"Whereas, the extensive Territories of the United 


States, exclusive of the particular States, have render- 
ed subordinate governments indispensable for local and 


“temporary objects, and a system of this nature, caleu- 

“lated for the Northwest Territory, has been applied-to 
that of the Mississippi, and now pervades the whole by 
separate jurisdictions, the number of which it is pro- 
posed to increase ; and ‘in each a Governor, appointed 
by the General Government, and removed from office 
at the pleasure of the President of the United States, is 
made the first. and» most important official character; 
whence it is of high concern to. the internal quiet and 
prosperity of the people in those Territories, as well as 
of much moment to the. political interests of the United 
States, and to. the confidence reposed in the President, 
to continue in office such Governors only as shall have 
conducted themselves with propriety, and especially 
within the limits of legal authority; since the experi- 
ence of all times, and the evidence of all history, prove 
that Governors, responsible only to those at a distance, 
are prone to disregard the good of the governed ; to 
usurp authority, and to abuse the trust confided to 
them, and that connivance and impurity forever be- 
come the prolific parents of crime and oppression. 

And whereas. it is in particular represented to Con- 
gress, by the people of the Mississippi Territory, that 
Winthrop Sargent, the present Governor thereof, has 
acted under the influence of a faction, and pursued the 
principles of despotism, by excluding from his confi- 
dence a majority of the well-disposed citizens; by in- 


dulging an unwarrantable distrust of the great body of 


the people ; and by appointing to offices, civil and mili- 
tary, over them, many persons who were obnoxious for 
their intrigues and foreign connexions. : 
That he has practised an avarice hateful to a liberal 
people, and an extortion odious and oppressive to free 
citizens, by exacting and receiving fees for passports, 


and for marriage licenses; and that he has, with others, 


exercised the most dangerous assumption of power, by 
enacting new laws for the Territory, instead of adopt- 
ing laws from the original States, and by annexing to 
a breach of them the most rigorous penalties of forfeit- 
ure and confiscation. 

And whereas it appears to this House, that the said 
Winthrop Sargent did acknowledge that he had devia- 
ted from the ordinance for the government of the Ter- 
ritories, whereby it is enacted, “ that the Governor and 
Judges, or a majority of them, shall adopt and publish 
in the district, such laws of the original States, crimi- 
nal and civil, as may be necessary, and best suited to the 
circumstances of the district,” inasmuch as, in his let- 
ter of the 5th of October, 1799, directed by him and 
two of the Judges to a committee of the inhabitants of 
the Territory, he declares, “that there are few laws of 
this Territory, either of a civil or a criminal nature, but 
what are derived from some one ofthe State codes, and 
where we have ventured to depart from them, ithas been 
in favor of our citizens, by lessening of fines and penal- 
ties ; but when it has so happened that evils actually ex- 
isted among us, for the remedy of which no provision 
could be found in the laws to which we had access,we have 
not so far distrusted our authority, as not to take imme- 
diate steps to prevent their growth and continuance.” 

That, by the authenticated transcript of the laws 
thus enacted, which have been officially transmitted to 
Congress, it does not appear whether the said laws have 
been taken from the code of laws of any of the States. 


That, by one-of the aforesaid laws, entitled. “a law 
authorizing the Governor to establish. public. ferries,” 
after declaring in the preamble of. the same, that-no 
law concerning ferries can be found for adoption, itis 
enacted, that the Governor be authorized to declare, by 
proclamation or otherwise, from. time. to. time, what’ | 
ferries shall be established, and by whom to be kept; 
and that if any person, without authority as aforesaid, 
shall keep a ferry, he shall forfeit, to ‘the use of: the 
country, the sum of fifty dollars. l 

That by another of the aforesaid laws entitled “A. law 
respecting crimes and punishments,” it is enacted “that 
any person or persons guilty of treason, shall, upon 
conviction thereof, suffer the pains of death, and ‘shall 
moreover forfeit all his; her, or their estate real ‘and 
personal to the Territory,” although the Constitution 
of the United States declares “ that no attainder of treg- 
son shall work corruption of blood or. forfeiture except 
during the life of the person attainted.” — ; 

That by another law passed by the. said Governor 
and Judges, entitled “ A law to regulate taverns,” jt 
is enacted that the Governor should have and receive: 
for every license by him granted pursuant to this law, 
to sell wine and other liquors, the sum of eight dollars ; 
although the Governor receives, as such, the sum of 
$2,000 per annum from the United States. 

And that by another law thus passed by the Gov- 
ernor and Judges, entitled “A law establishing and 
regulating fees,” &c., it is enacted “that the Judges 
of the Supreme Court shall be entitled to: receive 
fees for allowing writs of errors and supersedeas, &c., 
for taking bail, filing bail, &c., for the first motion 
in every civil cause, taxing bills of costs, signing judg- 
ment,” and for a variety of other services, particularly 
enumerated in the aforesaid law, although each of the 
said Judges receive as such a salary of $800 per an- 
num from the United States. 

From whence it is evident, that the said Winthrop 
Sargent, being, in conjunction with the Judges, en- 
trusted with the important power of adopting for the 
Territory such laws of the individual States as might 
be suited to the circumstances of the said Territory, 
has, in conjunction with the Judges, abused the power 
thus delegated, by usurping an authority of making 
new laws, not to be found amongst the laws of the 
individual States, by prescribing penalties inconsistent 
with the Constitution of the United States, and by 
combining with the said Judges in enacting laws for 
the purpose of exacting sums of money from the in- 
habitants of said Territory, for his and the said Judges’ 
private use and emolument: Therefore 

Resolved, That the laws passed by the Governor and 
Judges of the Mississippi Territory, and the petition of 
Cato West and others, together with all the documents 
relative thereto, be transmitted to the President of the 
United States.” 

Upon the question, Will the House now take 
the preceding resolution into consideration? a 
very warm debate ensued; it was finally deter- 
mined in the negative—only 21 members voting 
in favor of it; and it was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

CANADIAN REFUGEES. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill regulating the 
grants of land to the Canada and Nova Scotia 
refugees, with amendments. 

The amendments were taken into consideration, 
and opposed by Mr. Gatuatin, who said the ob- 
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jeet of the Senate was to give the refugees land 
worth ten cents an acre, instead of good land 
‘worth one dollar per acre; as proposed by this 
House; rather than do this, he would give them 
nothing. i , 

Mr. LivinesTon was of the same opinion, and 
hoped the House would not concur. These people 
had waited eighteen years, and he thought it ex- 
tremely hard they should now be put off in this 
manner. 

The amendments were unanimously rejected. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
‘that they adhered to the amendment; whereupon, 

Mr. GaLiatin moved that the further considera- 
tion of the bill be postponed till the third Monday 
in’ November next; which was carried. 

After receiving several messages from the Presi- 
dent, notifying the signing of various bills, there 
appearing no further business before the House, 
on motion of Mr. C. Goonricu, a resolution for 


the appointment of a joint committee to wait on 
the President, and inform him of the proposed recess 
was adopted, and was concurred in by the Senate. 

Mr. C. Goopricu, from the Joint Committee, 
reported that they had performed that service, 
and that the President informed them he had no 
other communication to make, except his good 
wishes for their health and happiness, and that he 
wished thema pleasant journey to their respective 
homes. 

A message having been sent to the Senate to 
inform them this House was ready to adjourn, 
after a few minutes a motion was made for that 
purpose, and carried; when 

The SPEAKER, after taking an affectionate fare- 
well of the members, and expressing his wish for 
their safe return and happiness, during the recess, 
adjourned the House till the third Monday in No- 
vember next, to meet in the city of Washington, 
in the District of Columbia. . 


PROCEEDINGS 


OF 


THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE SECOND SESSION OF THE SIX 


TH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 


WASHINGTON, NOVEMBER 17, 1800. 


Monpay, November 17, 1800. 


In pursuance of the law of last session, the sec- 
ond session of the sixth Congress commenced this 
day, at the-city of Washington, and the Senate 
assembled, in their Chamber, at the Capitol. 


PRESENT: 


Joun LANGDON and SAMUEL Livermore, from 
New Hampshire; 

‘Dwicut Fosver, from Massachusetts ; 

James Hittwouse and Urian Tracy, from 
Connecticut ; 

TueEopore Foster, from Rhode Island ; 

Natuante. Carpman, from Vermont; 

James Scuuneman, from New Jersey ; 

Wituam Hitt Wexts, from Delaware ; 

Joun E. Howarp, from Maryland; 

Srspaens Tuomrson Mason, from Virginia; 

Joun Brown, from Kentucky; 

Josera ANvERsoN and Wiiitam Cocke, from 
Tennessee ; 

ABRAHAM Bauowin, from Georgia. 
. The number of members present not being suffi- 
cient to constitute a quorum, the Senate adjourned 
to 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 


Turspay, November 18. 
The number of members present not being 
sufficient to constitute a quorum, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


Wepnespay, November 19. 
There being no quorum, the Senate adjourned. 


Trurspay, November 20. 


There being no quorum present, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


Frinay, November 21. 

Timotuy Bioopwortu, from theState of North 
Carolina; Humparey MARSHALL, from the State 
of Kentucky ; and Gouverneur Morris, from the 
State of New York, severally attended. 

The credentials of Dwiaur Foster, appointed 
a Senator by the State of Massachusetts, in place 
of Samuel Dexter, resigned, were read, and he 
took his seat in the Senate. 


The Vice Presipent being absent, the Senate 
proceeded to the election of a President pro tem- 
pore, as the Constitution provides, and Joun E. 
Howarp was chosen. ; 

The Prestpent administered the oath pre- 
scribed by law to Mr. Foster. 

Ordered, That the Secretary wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and acquaint him that 
a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that, in 
the absence of the Vice President, they have 
elected Jonn E. Howard President of the Senate 
pro tempore. 

Ordered, That the Secretary acquaint the House 
of Representatives that a quorum of the Senate is 
assembled and ready to proceed to business; and 
that, in the absence of the Vice President, they 
have elected Jonn E. Howarp President of the 
Senate pro tempore. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that a quorum of the House is 
assembled, and they have appointed a committee, 
on their part, together with such committee as 
the Senate may appoint, to wait on the President 
of the United States, and notify him that a quo- 
rum of the two Houses is assembled, and ready 
to receive any communications that he may be 
pleased to make to them. 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the reso- 
lution last recited. and that Messrs. We.us and 
Tracy be the committee on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WELLs reported, from the joint committee 
last mentioned, that they had waited on the Presi- 
dent of the United States; and that he acquainted 
the committee that he would meet the two Houses 
of Congress, at 12 o’clock to-morrow, in the Sen- 
ate Chamber. 


Saturpay, November 22. 


Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House 
of Representatives, that the Senate are ready to 
meet them in their Chamber, for the purpose of 
receiving the communications from the President 
of the United States. 

The House of Representatives having accord- 

| ingly taken the seats assigned them, the Presi- 

DENT oF THE Untrep States came into the Sen- 
| ate Chamber, and addressed both Houses of Con- 
| gress as follows: 
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Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen. of the House of Representatives : 

Immediately after the adjournment of Congress at 
their last session in Philadelphia, I gave directions, in 
compliance with the laws, for the removal of the pub- 
lic offices, records, and property. These directions 
have been executed, and the public officers have since 
resided and conducted the ordinary business of the 
Government in this place. 

I congratulate the people of the United States on 
the assembling of Congress at the permanent seat of 
their Government ; and I congratulate you, gentlemen, 
on the prospect of a residence not to be changed. Al- 
though there is cause to apprehend that accommoda- 
tions are not now so complete as might be wished, yet 
there is great reason to believe that this inconvenience 
will cease with the present session. 

It would be unbecoming the Representatives of this 
nation to assemble, for the first time, in this solemn 
temple, without looking up to the Supreme Ruler of 
the Universe, and imploring his blessing. i 

May this Territory be theresidence of virtue and hap- 
piness! In this city may that piety and virtue, that 
wisdom and magnanimity, that constancy and self- 
government which adorned the great character whose 
name it bears, be forever held in veneration! Here, and 
throughout our country, may simple manners, pure 
morals, and true religion, flourish forever ! 

It is with you, gentlemen, to consider whether the 
local powers over the District of Columbia, vested by 
the Constitution in the Congress of the United States, 
shall be immediately exercised. If, in your opinion, 
this important trust ought now to be executed, you 
cannot fail, while performing it, to take into view the 
future probable situation of the Territory for the happi- 
ness of which you are about to provide. You will con- 
sider it asthe Capital of a great nation, advancing, with 
unexampled rapidity, in arts, in commerce, in wealth, 
and in population ; and possessing, within itself, those 
energies and resources which, if not thrown away, or 
lamentably misdirected, will secure to it a long course 
of prosperity and self-government. 

In compliance with a law of the last session of Con- 
gress, the officers and soldiers of the temporary arm 
have been discharged. It affords real pleasure to recol- 
lect the honorable testimony they gave of the patriotic 
motives which brought them into the service of their 
country, by the readiness and regularity with which 
they returned to the station of private citizens. 

It is, in every point of view, of such primary import- 
ance to carry the laws into prompt and faithful execu- 
tion, and to render that part of the administration of 
justice which the Constitution and laws devolve on the 


| nations to adjust this difference with good faith, I in- 

| dulge confidently the expectation that the sincere en- 
deavors of the Government ofthe United States to bring 
it to an amicable termination will not be disappointed. 

The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipo- 
tentiary from the United States to France were received 
by the First Consul with the respect due to their charac- 
ter; and three persons, with equal powers, were ap- 
pointed to treat with them. Although, at the date of 
the last official intelligence, the negotiation had not 
terminated, yet it is to be hoped that our efforts to effect 
an accommodation will at length meet with a success 
proportioned to the sincerity with which they have been 

! so often repeated. 

While our best endeavors for the preservation of har- 
mony with all nations will continue to be used, the ex- 
perience of the world, our own experience, admonish us 
of the insecurity of trusting too confidently to their suc- 
cess. We cannot, without committing a dangerous 1m- 
prudence, abandon those measures of self protection 
which are adapted to our situation, and to which, not- 
withstanding our pacific policy, the violence and injus- 
tice of others may again compel us to resort. While 
our vast extent of seacoast, the commercial and agri- 

| cultural habits of our people, the great capital they will 
| continue to trust on the ocean, suggest. the system of 
! defence which will be most beneficial to ourselves, our 
| distance from Europe, and our resources for maritime 
strength, will enable us to employ it with effect. Sea- 
sonable and systematic arrangements, so far as our re- 
sources will justify, for a navy, adapted to defensive war, 
| and which may, in case of necessity, be quickly brought 
; into use, seem to be as much recommended by a wise 
and true economy as by a just regard for our future 
tranquillity, for the safety of our shores, and for the pro- 
! tection of our property committed to the ocean. 
| The present Navy of the United States, called sud- 
denly into existence by a great national exigency, has 
| raised us in our own esteem; and, by the protection 
i afforded to our commerce, has effected, to the extent of 
| our expectations, the objects for which it was created. 
In connexion with a navy ought to be contemplated 
the fortification of some of our principal seaports and 
i harbors. A variety of considerations, which will read- 
| ily suggest themselves, urge an attention to this mea- 
| sure of precaution. To give security to our principal 
| ports, considerable sums have already been expended, 
‘but the works remain incomplete. Jt is for Congress 
to determine whether additional appropriations shall be 
made, in order to render competent to the intended pur- 
poses the fortifications which have been commenced. 
The manufacture of arms within the United States 
| still invites the attention of the national Legislature. 
| At a considerable expense to the public this manufac- 


federal courts, as convenient to the people as may con- | ture has been brought to such a state of maturity as 
sist with their present circumstances, that I cannot omit | with continued encouragement, will supersede the kece 


once more to recommend to your serious consideration | 
the judiciary system of the United States. No subject | 
is more interesting than this to the public happiness, and ; 
to none can those improvements which may have been | 
suggested by experience be more beneficially applied. 

A Treaty of Amity and Commerce with the King of 
Prussia has been concluded and ratified. The ratifica- 
tions have been exchanged, and I have directed the 
treaty to be promulgated by proclamation. 

The difficulties which suspended the execution of the 
sixth article of our Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and 
Navigation, with Great Britain, have not yet been re- 
moved. The negotiation on this subject is still pend- 
ing. As it must be for the interest and honor of both 


sity of future importations from foreign countries. 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 
I shall direct the estimates of the appropriations ne- 


| cessary for the ensuing year, together with an account 


of the public revenue and expenditure, to a late period, 
to be laid before you. I observe, with much satisfac- 
tion, the product of the revenue during the present year 
has been more considerable than during any former 
equal period. This result affords conclusive evidence 
of the great resources of this country, and of the wis- 
dom and efficiency of the measures which have been 
adopted by Congress for the protection of commerce 
and preservation of public credit. 
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Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: . - 

As one of the grand community of nations; our atten- 
tion is irresistibly drawn to the important scenes which 
surrotnd us. ` If they have exhibited an uncommon por- 
tion of calamity, it is the province of humanity to de- 
plore; and of wisdom’ to avoid, the causes which may 
have produced it. If, turning our eyes homeward, we 
find reason’ to. rejoice at the prospect which presents 
itself; if we perceive the interior of our country prosper- 
ous, free, and happy; if all enjoy in ‘safety, under. the 
protection of laws emanating only from the general will, 
the fruits of their own labor, we ought to fortify and 
cling to those institutions which have been the source 
of such real felicity; and resist, with unabating per- 
severance, the progress of those dangerous innovations 
which may diminish their influence. f 

To your patrotism, gentlemen, has been confided the 
honorable duty of guarding the public interests; and, 
while the past is to your country a sure pledge that it 
will be faithfully discharged, permit me to assure you 
that your labors to promote the general happiness will 
receive from: me the most zealous co-operation. 

JOHN ADAMS. 
Unxrren Staves, Nov. 22, 1800. 


The Preswent or THE Unrrep Srares having 
retired, the two Houses separated. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Tracy, Morris, and 
Bauowin, be a committee to report the draught of 
an Address to the President of the United States, 
in answer to his Speech this day to both Houses. 

It was further ordered that the Speech be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 

Resolved, That two Chaplains of different de- 

. hominations, be appointed to Congress for the pre- 
sent session, one by each House, who shall inter- 
change weekly. 

“Resolved, That each Senator be supplied, dur- 
ing the present session, with three such newspa- 
pers, printed in any of the States, as he may choose, 
provided that the same be furnished at the rate 
usual for the annual charge of such papers. 


The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee of the draught of an Address in 
answer to the Speech of the President of the Uni- 
ted States to both Houses of Congress, at the 
opening of the session; which, being read in 
paragraphs, and amended, was adopted, as fol- 
lows: 

To the President of the United States: 

Sır: Impressed with the important truth that the 
hearts of rulers and people are in the hand of the Al- 
mighty, the Senate of the United States most cordially 
join in your invocations for appropriate blessings upon 
the Government and people of this Union. 

We meet you, sir, and the other branch of the nation- 
al Legislature in the city which is honored by the name 
of our late hero and sage, the illustrious WASHINGTON; 
with sensations and emotions whieli exceed our power 
of description. : 

While we congratulate ourselves on the convention 
of the Legislature at the permanent seat of Government, 
and ardently hope that permanence and stability may 
be communicated as well to the Government itself as to 
its seat, our minds are irresistibly led to deplore the death 
of him who bore so honorable and efficient a part in the 
establishment of both. Great indeed would have been 
our gratification ifhis sum of earthly happiness had been 
completed by seeing the Government thus peaceably 
convened at this place ; but we derive consolation from 
a belief that the moment in which we were destined to 
experience the loss we deplore, was fixed by that Being 
whose counsels cannot err; and from a hope that, sincé 
in this seat of Government, which bears his name, his 
earthly remains will be deposited, the members of Con- 
gress, and all who inhabit the city, with these memorials 
before them, will retain his virtues in lively recollection, 
and make his patriotism, morals, and piety, models for 
imitation. And permit us to add,’sir, that it is not among 
the least of our consolations that you, who have been 
his companion and friend from the dawning of our na- 
tional existence, and trained in the same school of ex- 
ertion to effect our independence, are still preserved by 
a gracious Providence in health and activity to exercise 
the functions of Chief Magistrate. 

The question whether the legal powers over the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, vested by the Constitution in the 
Congress of the United States, shall be immediately ex- 
ercised, is of great importance, and in deliberating upon 
it, we shall naturally be led to weigh the attending cir- 
cumstances and every probable consequence of the mea- 
sures which may be proposed. 

The several subjects for Legislative consideration, 
contained in your Speech to both Houses of Congress, 
shall receive from the Senate all the attention which 
they can give, when contemplating those objects, both 
in respect to their national importance, and the ad- 
ditional weight that is given them by your recommen- 
dation. : 

We deprecate, with you, sir, all spirit of innovation, 
from whatever quarter it may arise, which may impair 
the sacred bond that connects the different parts of this 
empire; and we trust, that, under the protection of 
Divine Providence, the wisdom and virtue of the citizens 
of the United States will deliver our national compact 
unimpaired to a grateful posterity. 

From past experience, it is impossible for the Senate 
of the United States to doubt of our zealous co-opera- 
tion with the Legislature in every effort to promote the 
general happiness and tranquillity of the Union. 


Monpay, November 24. 


JonaTHan Dayton, from the State of New 
Jersey, attended. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee appointed to 
draught an Address in answer to the Speech of the 
President of the United States to both Houses of 
Congress, at the opening of the session, made a 
report, which was read, and ordered to lie for con- 
sideration. 

Resolved, That James Maruers, Sergeant-at- 
Arms and Doorkeeper to the Senate, be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to employ one additional assist- 
ant and two horses, for the purpose of performing 
such services as are usually required of the Door- 
keeper to the Senate; and that the sum of twenty- 
eight dollars be allowed him weekly for that pur- 
pose, during the session, and for twenty days after- 
wards. 


Turspay, November 25. 


Wiuson Cary Nicuoras, from the State of 
Virginia, attended. 
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Accept, sir, our warmest wishes for your health and 


happiness. 
JOHN E. HOWARD, 


President of the Senate, pro tempore. 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
wait on the President of the United States, and 
desire him to acquaint the Senate at what: time 
and place it will be convenient for him that the 
Address of the Senate, in answer to his Speech 
to both Houses of Congress at the opening of the 
session, shall be presented; and that Messrs. TRra- 
cy, Morris, and Batpwtn, be this committee. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have resolved, 
that two Chaplains be appointed to Congress, for 
the present session, one by each House, to inter- 
change weekly; in which they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion last mentioned; and, 

Resolved, That they do concur therein with the 
following amendment: after the word “ Chap- 
lains,” insert “of different denominations.” 


Wenpnespay, November 26. 


Mr. Tracy reported, from the committee yes- 
terday appointed for the purpose, that they had 
waited on the President of the United States, and 
that he would receive the Address of the Senate 
this day, at 12 o’clock, at his own house. 


Whereupon, the Senate. waited on the President. 
of the United States accordingly: and the President 
of the Senate, in their name, presented the Address 


yesterday agreed to. 


To which the Present made the following 


reply: 
Mr. President and Gentlemen of the Senate: 


For this excellent Address, so respectful to the mem- 


of Divine Providence, the wisdom and virtue of our cit- 
izens will deliver our national compact unimpaired toa 


free, prosperous, happy and grateful posterity. To this 


end it is my fervent prayer, that, in this city, the foun- 


tains of wisdom may be always open, and the streams 


of eloquence forever flow. Here may the youth of this 
extensive country forever look up without disappoint- 


ment, not only to the monuments and memorials of the 
dead, butto the examples of the living, in the members of 
Congress and officers of Government, for finished models 
of all those virtues, graces, talents, and accomplishments, 
which constitute the dignity of human nature, and lay 
the only foundation for the prosperity or duration of 


empires. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Crry or Wasaincton Nov. 26, 1800. 
The Senate returned to their own Chamber; and, 
the reply of the President of the United States hav- 
ing been read, adjourned. 


Tuurspay, November 27. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to the 
amendment of the Senate to the resolution for 
the appointment of Chaplains to Congress for the 
present session. Whereupon, 

The Senate proceeded to the appointment of 
a Chaplain to Congress on their part, and the 
Right Reverend Bishop CLaccert was elected. 


Fray, November 28. 


Tuomas Jerrerson, Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States, and President of the Senate, attended. 

The Vice Prestpent laid before the Senate a 
report from the Commissioners of the Sinking 
Fund; which was read, and ordered to be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have elected 
the Rev. Tuomas LYELL, a Chaplain to Congress, 


ory of my illustrious predecessor, which I receive from 
the Senate of the United States, at this time, and in this 
place, with peculiar satisfaction, I pray you to accept of 
my unfeigned acknowledgments. With you, I ardent- 
ly hope, that permanence and stability will be commu- 


on their part, for the present session. 


Monpay, December 1. 


nicated as well to the Government itself, as to its beau- 
tiful and commodious seat. With you I deplore the 
death of that hero and sage who bore so honorable and 
efficient a part in the establishment of both. Great in- 


deed would have been my gratification, if his sum of 


earthly happiness had been completed by seeing the 
Government thus peaceably convened at this place, him- 
self at its head. But, while we submit to the decision 
of Heaven, whose councils are inscrutable to us, we 
cannot but hope, that the members of Congress, the offi- 
cers of Government, and all who inhabit the city or the 
country, will retain his virtues in lively recollection, and 
make his patriotism, morals, and piety, models for im- 
itation. 

I thank you, gentlemen, for your assurance that the 
several subjects for legislative consideration, recommen- 
ded in my communication to both Houses, shall receive 
from the Senate a deliberate and candid attention. 

With you, gentlemen, I sincerely deprecate all spirit 
of innovation which may weaken the sacred bond that 
connects the different parts of this nation and Govern- 
ment; and with you I trust, that, under the protection 


Jesse Frank iin, from the State of North Caro- 
lina, attended. , 

The Vice PresipenT communicated a letter 
from James LLoyn, a Senator from the State of 
Maryland, resigning his seat in the Senate; which 
was read, and 

Resolved, That the Vice Presipenr be request- 
ed to notify the Executive of the State of Mary- 
land of this resignation. 


Turspay, December 2. 


Jacos Reap, from the State of South Carolina 
and James Gunn, from the State of Georgia sev- 
erally attended. , 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill to authorize the Delegate from the Territory 
Northwest of the Ohio to frank letters, and ma- 
king provision for his compensation, in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 
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The bill was read and passed to the second 
_ Teading. : 


` Wepnespay, December 3. 

The bill extending to the Delegate from the 
Territory Northwest of the Ohio the privilege 
of franking letters, was read the second time, and 
committed to Messrs Tracy, ANDERSON, and 
Reap, to consider and report thereon. 


Tuurspay, December 4. 


Ray Greene, from the State of Rhode Island, 
and Ernan Parne, from the State of Vermont, 
severally attended. 

The Vice PresipentT communicated a note 
from the Commissioners of the Federal Buildings, 
with á plan of the City of Washington, for the 
inspection of the Senate. 

On motion, that so much of the. Speech of the 
President of the United States, as relates to the 
exercise of the local powers over the District of 
Columbia, vested by the Constitution in the Con- 
gress of the United States, be referred to a select 
committee, and that they be authorized to report 
by bill or otherwise, it was agreed, that the mo- 
tion should lie on the table. 


Frripay, December 5. 


Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
‘referred the bill, entitled “An act extending the 
privilege of franking letters to the Delegate from 
the Territory of the United States Northwest of 
the river Ohio, and making provision for his 
compensation,” reported an amendment; which 
being agreed to and the rule dispensed with, 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment. 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made yesterday, for the appointment of a com- 
mittee on that part of the Speech of the President 
of the United States, which relates to the exer- 


cise of the local powers over the District of Co- | 


lumbia; and the motion was adopted, and Messrs 
Cuipman, Dayron, and Morris, were appointed 
the committee, 


Monpay, December 8. 


The Vios PresipenT communicated a letter 
from the Treasurer of the United States, with his 


accounts, as follow: His general account ending | 


31st March and 30th June; War ditto, 30th June 
and 30th September; Navy ditto, 30th June and 
30th September; which were read, and ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. ANDERSON presented the petition of Paul 
McDermott, praying Congress to authorize the 
settlement of his accounts, as paymaster toa part 
of the troops who served in the year 1794, against 
the insurgents, the loss of his vouchers notwith- 
standing; and the petition was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs ANDER- 
son, Tracy, and D. Fosrer, to consider and re- 
port thereon. 


Mr. Anverson, also, presented the petition of 
Shadrach Inman, praying compensation for prop- 
erty stated to have been taken from him for pub- 
lie service, in the State of North Carolina, in the 
year 1780; and the petition was read, and referred 
to Messrs. ANDERSON, D. Foster, and Tracy, to 
consider and report thereon. 


Turspay, December 9. 

The Vice Presmenr communicated a note 
from the Commissioners of the city of Washing- 
ton, with a plan thereof, for the members of the 
Senate, respectively. . 


Wepsespay, December 10. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have appointed a 
committee, on their part, for enrolled bills, and 
desire the appointment of a committee on the part 
of the Senate. 

Ordered, That Mr. D. Foster be the com- 
mittee for enrolled bills, on the part of the Senate. 


Tuurspay, December 11. 


Mr. Lanepon presented the memorial of Peter 
Charles L’Enfant, Major of Engineers, in the 
[Revolutionary war, stating his services in plan- 
| ning the city of Washington, and supervising the 
public buildings, and praying compensation ; and 
ee petition was read and ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Fripay, December 12. 


The Vice Presipent laid before the Senate a 
report from the Secretary for the Department of 
| State, in pursuance of the “Act to revive and 
| continue in force certain parts of the act for the 
relief and protection of American seamen, and to 
amend the same;” and the report was read, and 
| ordered to lie for consideration, and that in the 
! mean time it be printed for the use of the Senate. 


i 

| Monpay, December 15. 

| Wium Hinpman, appointed a Senator by the 
| Legislature of the State of Maryland, for the re- 
| mainder of the term for which James Lloyd was 
‘elected, produced his credentials, was qualified, 


‘and took his seat in the Senate. 


| Turespay, December 16. 


| A message from the House of Representatives 
| informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
| bill for the relief of Robert Hooper, in which they 
| desire the concurrence of the Senate. 


| ‘The bill was read and passed to a second reading, 


Wenpnesvay, December 17. 

| The bill for the relief of Robert Hooper was read 
! the second time and referred to Messrs. D. Fos- 
| rer, Lanepon, and Tracy, to consider and report 
| thereon. 
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Ordered, That the Doorkeeper of the Senate. be 
directed to procure and put up two stoves, with 
suitable apparatus, in the Senate Chamber, and 
that the expense be defrayed out of the contin- 
gent fund. 

Mr. Cuipman, from the committee to whom 
the subject was referred, on the Sth instant, re- 
ported a bill concerning the District of Columbia; 
which was read, and ordered to the second reading. 


Tacrspay, December 18. 


The bill concerning the District of Columbia 
was read the second time, and the consideration 
thereof postponed. 

Mr. ANDERSON presented the petition of John 
Pitchlyn, by his attorney, Anthony Foster, praying 
compensation as an interpreter to the Choctaw 
nation of Indians; and the petition was read and 
referred to Messrs. ANDERSON, D. Foster, and 
Browny, to consider and report thereon. 


Fripay, December 19. 

JonatHan Mason, appointed a Senator by the 
Legislature of the State of Massachusetts, in place 
of Benzamin Goopnts, resigned, produced his 
credentials, was qualified and took his seat in the 
Senate. 


Mownpay, December 22. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business. 


Tcespay, December 23. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a resolution for the adjournment of the two 
Houses of Congress, until Tuesday, the 30th in- 
stant, in which they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate, 

The resolution was read, and it was Resolved 
That the Senate concur therein. 

The Senate adjourned to Tuesday, 30th inst. 


Tuespay, December 30. 


The Vick Presipent communicated a report 
from the Secretary for the Department of War, 
on the claims of certain Canadian refugees, which 
was read and ordered to lie on the table. 

Ordered, That the acts of cession by the States 
of Maryland and Virginia, to the United States, 
of the District of Columbia, together with the act 
of Congress accepting the same, be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 


Wepnespay, December 31. 


Mr. Batpwin presented an address and remon- 
strance of the Legislature of the State of Georgia, 
stating certain grievances resulting from the oper- 
ations of the law passed the 9th day of April,.1798; 
and the remonstrance was read. 


Tuurspay, January 1, 1801. 


The Senate assembled, but transacted no busi- 
ness to-day, and adjourned to Monday morning. 


Monpay, January 5. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
formed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill, entitled “An act to erect a mausoleum for 
Georce Wasuincron,” in which they desire the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill was read and ordered toa second reading. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I transmit to both Houses of Congress, for their in- 
formation and consideration, copies of laws enacted by 
the Governor and Judges of the Mississippi Territory, 
from the 30th of June until the 31st of December, 


A.D, 1799. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Uxitrep Srares, Jan. 1, 1801. 


The Message was read and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill concerning the District of Columbia, and, after 
debate, the further consideration thereof was post- 
poned until to-morrow. 


Tuzspay, January 6. 


The bill to erect a mausoleum for Grorce 
Wasuineton was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to Messrs. Nicuovas, D. Foster, and TRA- 
cy, to’consider and report thereon. 


Wepnespay, January 7. 


The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committee to whom was referred so much 
of the President’s Speech as relates to the exer- 
cise of the local powers over the District of Co- 
lumbia, vested by the Constitution in the Con- 
gress of the United States; which is, 


“ That, by the cession of the several States of Vir- 
ginia and Maryland, and the acceptance thereof by 
Congress, the said District has become the. permanent 
Seat of the Government of the United States. 

“That the powers of the said States to legislate with- 
in said District have wholly ceased ; 

“ And that the sole power of legislation over the same 
is thereupon exclusively vested in Congress.” 


And, on motion to agree thereto, a motion was 
made for the previous question, to wit: “Shall 
the main question be now put ?” and which pass- 
ed in the negative. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill concerning the District of Columbia; and, 
after debate, 

_ Ordered, That it be recommitted to the ori- 
ginal committee, further to consider and report 
thereon. 
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Taunrspay, January 8. | Hooper ;” and, on the question to agree to the 
Jonn AnmstRone, appointed a Senator by the | third reading thereof. it passed in the negative. So 
Legislature of the State of New York. in place of ; the bill was lost. 
John Laurance resigned, produced his credentials, | f 
was qualified, and took his seat in the Senate. | Tcespay, January 20. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
| Executive business. 


Frıpay, January 9. 


‘The Senate proceeded to the consideration of | 
Executive business. 


Wepnespay, January 21. 


‘ The Vice Praesipenr communicated a letter 
a rom the Commissioners of the City of Washing- 
Monpay, January 12. ton, addressed to both Houses of Congress, re- 
Wittiam Binenam and James Ross, from the | questing the assignment of a room in the Capitol 
State of Pennsylvania, severally attended. | | for the temporary accommodation of the Supreme 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | Judicial Court of the United States; which was 


of Executive business. | read. 
i Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to in- 
Tvespay, January 13. | form the Commissioners of the City of Washing- 


‘ton that the Senate consent to the accommoda- 
tion of the Supreme Court in one of the commit- 
tee rooms, as proposed in their letter. 
A message from the House of Representatives 
Wepnespay, January 14. informed the Senate that the House have passed 
A message from the House of Representatives | a bill for the more convenient organization of the 
informed the Senate that the House have passed | Courts of the United States; a bill for the erec- 
a resolution that. the Senate be notified that the | tion and support of a light-house on Cape Poge; 
funeral of James Jones,a member of their House, | a bill for the relief of Solomon Boston ; and a bill 
who died yesterday, will be attended this day at | to continue the acts laying duties on wines, spi- 
12 o’elock. Í rits, and refined sugar, and property sold at auc- 
The resolution was read: and, on motion, tion, and on carriages; in which bills they desire 
Resolved, That the Senate will attend the fu- | the concurrence of the Senate. 
neral of James Jones, late a member of the House! The bills were read, and severally passed to the 
of Representatives of the United States, this day | second reading. 


The Senate proceded to the consideration of 
Executive business. 


at 12 o'clock. | The following Message was received from the 
| PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 
t 
Tuurspay, January 15. Gentlemen of the Senate, and ; 
Mr. Nicnoxas, from the committee on the bill Gentlemen of the House of Representatives - 


to erect a mausoleum for Georce Wasuincron,| I have received from Elias Boudinot, Esq., Director 
reported amendments ; which were read, and or- | of the Mint of the United States, a report of the second 
dered to lie for consideration. of January instant, respecting the state of it, together 
with an abstract of the coins struck at the Mint from 
the first of January to the thirty-first of December, 
Fripay, January 16. 1800 ; an abstract of the expenditures of the Mint from 


Mr. D. Foster, from the committee to whom the first of January to the thirty-first of December, in- 
. D. ’ 


2 Paes _ | clusive ; a statement of gain on copper coined at the 
Me wike agony ae obert Hoop- | Mint from the first of J anuary, to the 31st of Decem- 
; = 


ber, 1800, inclusive ; and a certificate from Joseph Rich- 
Ordered, That the consideration thereof be post- ardson, Assayer of the Mint, ascertaining the value of 


poned. Spanish milled dollars in proportion to the gold coins 
of the United States to be no more than 84 cents and 

Monpay, January 19. 424-500 parts of a cent, for one pennyweight, or 2 
The following Message was received from the | grains and 24-84 : 256-848 parts of a grain, to one dol- 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: lar. These papers I transmit to Congress for their 


consideration. 
Gentlemen of the Senate, and 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives - 

I now transmit to both Houses of Congress, in con- 
formity to law, my annual account of the application of | 
grants for the contingent charges of Government for | 
the year one thousand eight hundred. 


JOHN ADAMS, 
Unyrrep Srates, Jan. 17, 1801. 


The Message and papers were read and order- 
ed to lie on the table. 


JOHN ADAMS. Tuurspay, January 22. 
Ustrep Sratzs, Jan. 16, 1801. : The bill for the erection and support ofa light- 
The Message was read, and ordered to lie on | house on Cape Poke was read the second time, 
the table. and referred to Messrs. D. Foster, Lanapon, and 


The Senate resumed the second reading of the | Batpwin, to consider and report thereon. 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Robert! The bill to continue the acts laying duties on 
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wines, spirits, and refined sugar; on property sold 
at auction, and carriages, was read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. Davros, Batpwin, and 
Tracy, to consider and report thereon. 

The bil! for the relief of Solomon Boston was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
We tts, Howarp, and Larimer, to consider and 
report thereon. 

The bill for the more convenient organization 
of the Courts of the United States, was read the 
second time, and referred to Messrs. Hitiaouss, 
Reap, Ross, Curpman, and J. Mason, to consider 
and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed the ‘consideration of the 
report of the committee on the bill to erect a mau- 
soleum for Georce Wasuineron; and on motion 
to agree to the report, and to strike out, after the 
word “That,” immediately following the enact- 
ing clause, the whole of the bill, for the purpose 
of inserting as follows: 


“In testimony of the respect and gratitude of the 
citizens of the United States to GEORGE WASHINGTON, 
and for carrying imto effect the resolution of Congress 
of the 24th day of December, 1799, to commemorate the 

- great events of his military and political life, there shall 
be and hereby is appropriated a sum not exceeding 
thousand dollars, to be paid out of any moneys in the 
pines of the United States, not otherwise appro- 

riated. 

k “ And beit further enacted, That — —- shall be, 
and hereby are, empowered, to fix on a plan and make 
all contracts and engagements for payment of moneys, 
not exceeding in the whole the aforesaid sum of 
dollars; and to adopt all other measures necessary and 
proper for the due execution of this act, as to them shall 
seem expedient.” 


And it was agreed to divide the motion, and 

that the question be taken on striking out, which 

assed in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 12, as fol- 
ows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, 
Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, Dayton, T. Foster, D. Fos- 
ter, Franklin, Hillhouse, Langdon, Marshall, S. T. Ma- 
son, Nicholas, and Schureman. 

Naxys—Messrs. Chipman, Greene, Hindman, How- 
ard, Latimer, Livermore, J. Mason, Mortis, Paine, Read, 
Tracy, and Wells. 


Fripay, January 23. 


Mr. Dayton presented the petition of the coun- 
ties of Randolph and St. Clair, in the Indiana 
Territory, praying Congress to pass some regula- 
tions in regard to the gradual abolition of slavery ; 
the extinction of certain Indian titles; the estab- 
lishing of garrisons; and opening roads and houses 
of entertainment for the accommodation of travel- 
lers to the seat of Government; and the petition 
was read and ordered to lie on the table. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a resolution for the appointment of a committee, 
on their part, with such as may be appointed on 
the part of the Senate, to asdertain and report a 
mode of examining the votes for President and 
Vice President, and of notifying the persons who 
shall be elected of their election; and to regulate 


the time, place, and manner, of administering the 
oath of office to the President; in which they de- 
sire the concurrence of the Senate. 

p message was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. : 


Monpay, January 26. 


The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill for erecting a mausoleum for Groner Wasu- 
INGTON; and having agreed to the amendment 
reported by the committee, and filled up one of the 
blanks, . 

Ordered, That this bill pass to third reading as 
amended. 


Tuurspay, January 27. 


Mr. We ts, from the committee on the bill for 
the relief of Solomon Boston, reported it without 
amendment; and it was agreed that the bill be 
read the third time. 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives of the 23d 
instant, for the appointment of a joint. committee, 
to ascertain and report the mode of examining 
the votes for President and Vice President of the 
United States; and 
. Resolved, That they do concur therein, and that 
Messrs. Morris, Tracy, and Binenam, be the 
committee on the part of the Senate. 

The bill for erecting a mausoleum for Grorcx 
WasuHincTon was read the third time; and, on 
motion to amend the bill, it was agreed that the 
bill and amendment be referred to Messrs. BING- 
uam, Dayton, and HiLLHOUse, to consider and 
report thereon. 


WeEpnEsDAY, January 28. 


The biil, sent from the House of Representa- 
tives, entitled “ An act for the relief of Solomon 
Boston,” was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. D. FosTER, from the committee on the bill 
sent from the House of Representatives, entitled 
“An act to provide for the erection and support 
ofa light-house on Cape Poge, at the northeasterly 
part of Martha’s Vineyard,” reported it without 
amendment; -and the report was adopted, and the 
bill was read the third time by unanimous con- 
sent, and passed. 


TuHurspay, January, 29. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill to discharge Samuel Lewis, senior, from his 
imprisonment; a bill regulating the grants of land 
for the refugees from the British provinces of 
Canada and Nova Scotia; anda bill to allow the 
transportation of goods to and from Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, by the way of Appoquinimink and 
Sassafras; in which bills they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate. ; 

The bills last sent up for concurrence were read, 
and severally passed to the second reading. 


737 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


738 


Fesrvary, 1801. 


Proceedings. 


SENATE. 


Mr. Caremay, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the bill concerning the District of 
Columbia, reported amendments, ~ 7 

Mr. Hitiuovss, from the committee on the bill 
forthe more convenient organization of the Courts 
of the United States; reported it without amend- 
ment. j 

Ordered,- That the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed until Tuesday next. ” 


Friday, January 30. 


The bill regulating the grants of land for the 
refugees from the British provinces of Canada and 
Nova Scotia, was read the second time, and’refer- 
red to Messrs. Brown, MARSHALL, and PAINE, to 
consider and report thereon. 

The bill to allow the transportation of goods to 
and ‘from Philadelphia, and Baltimore, by the way 
of Appoquinimink and Sassafras, was read the 
second time, and referred to Messrs. BINGHAM, 
Wers, and Howarp, to consider and report 
thereon. 

The bill to discharge Samuel Lewis, senior, from 
his imprisonment, was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. GREENE; Tracy, and BALDWIN, 
to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Bineuam, from the committee on the bill 
and amendment thereto, for erecting a mausoleum 
for Ggorce Wasuineron, reported a further 
amendment; which was read. 

Mr. Anperson presented the petition of Daniel 
Brent, and the other clerks in the Departments of 
State, Treasury, War, and Navy; also, of the 
clerks in the office of the Postmaster General; 
stating the inadequacy of their compensations, 
respectively, to their necessary expenses, and pray- 
ing an additional allowance; and the petition was 


read, and referred to Messrs. ANDERSON, HiL- |’ 


HOUSE, and GREENE, to considerand report thereon. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee, to whom was 
recommitted. the bill concerning the District of 
Columbia, and, after debate, the further consider- 
ation thereof was postponed. ` 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I transmit to Congress, for their consideration, a let- 
ter from William Thornton, Alexander White, and 
William Cranch, Esquires, Commissioners of the city 
of Washington, with a representation of the affairs of 
the city, made by them to the President of the United 
States, dated the 28th of January, 1801, accompanied 
with a series of documents marked from A to H, inclu- 
sively. JOHN ADAMS. 

Unrrep Sratss, Jan. 30, 1801. 


The Message and papers therein referred to 
were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


Mownpay, February 2. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported by the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill concerning the Distict 
of Columbia; and, after debate, 

6th Con.—24 


Ordered, That they be recommitted to the origi- 
nal committee, further to consider and report 
thereon. A a 

Mr. Greene presented the petition of Nathaniel. 
Waldron, and others, ship owners and merchants: 
of Bristol, in the district of Rhode Island, praying: 
that the ports of Bristol, Warren, and Barrington, 
and the waters around them, may be erected into an’ 
independent district; and the petition was read, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Tracy presented the petition of Joseph: 
Nourse, Register of the Treasury of the United 
States, praying allowance of a. commission as 
agent for defraying the incidental and contingent | 
Papan of the Treasury Department; which was 
read, 


Tuespay, February 3. 


The Senate took into consideration the petition 
of Joseph Nourse, Register of the Treasury, pre-- 
sented yesterday; and, ES 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Tra- 
cy, Ross, and Paine, to consider and report 
thereon. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a-bill to incorporate a mine and metal company ; 
and a bill making the ports of Biddeford and Pep- 
perelborough, and New Bedford, in Massachusetts, 
ports of entry for ships arriving from the Cape of 
Good Hope, and places beyond the same; in which: 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 


Wepnespay, February 4. 


The two bills yesterday sent up from the House 
of Representatives, for concurrence, were read, 
and severally passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Cutpman, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill concerning the District. 
of Columbia, reported further amendments, which 
were read, agreed to, and the bill passed to the 
third reading as amended. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, on the bill for 
erecting a mausoleum for GEoRGE WASHINGTON; 
which was agreed to. 

And on the final passage of the billas amended, 
the question was determined in the affirmative 
—yeas 20, nays 9, as follows: 


Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Chipman, Dayton, T. Foster, Dwight 
Foster, Franklin, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, 
Livermore, Marshall, S. T. Mason, Nicholas, Paine, and 
Schureman. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Cocke, Gunn, Hindman, 
Latimer, J. Mason, Morris, Read, and Ross. 

So it was, Resolved, That this bill pass with 
amendments. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the bill 
for the more convenient organization of the Courts 
of the United States; and, after progress, the fur-. 
ther consideration thereof was postponed, and the 
Senate adjourned. 
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Trurspay, February 5. 


The bill making the ports of Biddeford and Pep- 
perelborough. and New Bedford, in Massachusetts, 
ports of entry for ships arriving from the Cape of 
Good Hope, and places beyond the same, was read 
the second time and referred to Messrs. Dwicut 
Foster, Lanepon, and J. Mason, to consider and 
report thereon. 

Ordered, That the petition of Nathaniel Wal- 
dron and others, ship owners and merchants of 
Bristol, in the district of Rhode Island, be also re- 
ferred to the same committee, who are empower- 
ed to report by bill or otherwise. 

The bill to incorporate a mine and metal com- 
pany was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Tracy, Ross, and Morris, to consider 
and report thereo. 

The bill concerning the District of Columbia 
was read the third time. 

Resolved, ‘That this bill pass, that it be engrossed, 
and that the title thereof be “An act concerning 
the District of Columbia.” 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill providing for the more convenient organiza- 
tion of the Courts of the United States. 

On motion to strike out of section 41, line 5th, 
the following words: 


“Except the Judges of the sixth circuit, who shall 
‘be allowed the sum of fifteen hundred dollars each, to 
‘tbe paid in like manner; and that the salaries of the 
district Judges of Kentucky and Tennessee shall be, 
and hereby are, severally augmented to the like sum 
of fifteen hundred dollars annually, to he paid in like 
manner.” 

It passed in the negative—yeas 12, nays 17, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, 
Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, Dwight Foster, Franklin, 
Hillhouse, Langdon, Marshall, and Nicholas. 

Naxys—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Greene, 
Gunn, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, Livermore, J. 
Mason, Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, 
and Wells. 


Fripay, February 6. 


-A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
‘a bill giving a right of pre-emption to certain per- 
sons who have contracted with John Cleves 
Symmes; and a bill to add to the distriet of Mas- 
sac, on the Ohio, and amend the act to regulate 
the collection of duties on imports and tonnage; 
in which they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bills were read, and severally passed to the 
second reading. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill providing for the more convenient organiza- 
tion of the Courts of the United States. 

On motion to strike out of the 7th section, line 
48th, the following words: “twenty-fifth day of 
March and twenty-fifth day of September,” for 


Yras—Messrs.. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, Dwight Foster, Franklin, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Langdon, Livermore, S. T, Mason, 
and Nicholas. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Gunn, 
Hindman, Howard, Latimer, Marshall, J. Mason, Mor- 
ris, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, and Wells. 


On motion to amend the 4ist section, and to 
strike out the provision for the compensation to 
the circuit Judges “$2,000,” and to insert “$1,500:” 
it was agreed to divide the question, and that it 
be taken on striking out; and which passed in the 
negative—yeas 13, nays 16, as follows: 


Yxras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, D. Foster, Franklin, Hill- 
house, Langdon, Livermore, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Greene, 
Gunn, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, Marshall, J. Ma- 
son, Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Tracy and Wells. 


On motion to strike out the whole of the bill 
after the words “ fromand after the,” section first, 
line second, for the purpose of inserting as follows: 


“Passing of this act, there shall be four circuits in 
the United States; the first to consist of the district of 
Maine, the district of New Hampshire, the district of 
Massachusetts, and the district of Rhode Island; the 
second to consist of the district of Connecticut, the 
district of Vermont, the district of New York, and the 
district of New Jersey ; the third to consist of the dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, the district of Delaware, the dis- 
trict of Maryland, and the district of Virginia ; the 
fourth of the district of North Carolina, the district of 
South Carolina, and the district of Georgia. 

“ The Supreme Court of the United States shall con- 
sist of the Chief Justice and seven Associate Justices, 
any six of whom shall constitute a quorum. 

“That the Chief Justice and Associate Justices shall 
allot themselves among the said circuits as they shall 
think fit, so that there be not more than two allotted to 
any one circuit, and shall enter such allotment on re- 
cord, to be hereafter binding; and, in case no such al- 
lotment shall be made by themselves, it shall and may 
be lawful for the President of the United States to 
make an allotment, as to him shall seem proper, so that 
no more than two be allotted to any one circuit, and 
that in all appointments hereafter to be made of a Chief 
Justice, or Associate Justice, it shall be said to which 
circuit they shall belong, and such appointments shall be 
made so as to allot to each circuit two Justices. 

“ That it shall not be necessary for more than one of 
the Justices allotted to any circuit to attend the sitting 
of the courts within such circuit unless the Supreme 
Court for special cause shall direct the same; or unless 
in the preceding term the court shall have been divided 
on the final hearing of a cause, or on a plea to the ju- 
risdiction, in either of which cases it shall be the duty 
of both the Justices allotted to a circuit to attend, on no- 
tice of such division being given to the Justice who was 
not present. 

“That, from and after the present session of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, the said court shall 
be holden by the Justices thereof, or any six of them, 
at the city of Washington, on the first Monday of De- 
cember in each and every year thereafter; and that if 
six of the said Justices shall not attend within ten days 


the purpose of inserting “twenty-fifth day of | after the time hereby appointed for the commencement 
April and twenty-fifth day of October :” it passed | of the said session, the business of the said court shall 


in the negative—yeas 14, nays 16, as follows: 


be continued over till the next stated session thereof. 
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“That it shall be the duty of the Chief Justice, or | 
one of the Associate Justices, (to be allotted for that 
purpose at the preceding session of the Supreme Court,) 
to attend at the city of Washington, on the day 
of „who shall have power to make all necessary 
orders, touching any suit, action, appeal, writ of error, 
process, pleadings, or proceedings, returned to the said 
court, or depending therein, preparatory to the hearing, 
trial, or decision, of such. action, suit, appeal, writ of 
error, process, pleadings, or proceedings.” 

And, on the question to agree to this motion, 
it passed in the negative—yeas 13, nays 17, as 
follows : l 

Yxras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
‘Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, D. Foster, Franklin, Hill- 
house, Langdon, Livermore, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Greene, 
Gunn, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, Marshall, J. Ma- 
som Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and 

ells. 

On the question to agree to the third reading of 
the bill as amended, it passed in the afirmative— 
yeas 18, nays 12, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Greene, 
Gunn, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, Livermore, Mar- 
shall, J. Mason, Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, 
Tracy, and Wells. ; 

Nars~—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, D. Foster, Franklin, Hill- 
house, Langdon, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. 


The bill first brought up this day for concur- 
rence was again read by unanimous consent, and 
referred to Messrs. Brown, Ross, and Parne, to 
consider and report thereon. 

The other bill brought up this day for concur- 
rence was again read by unanimous consent, and 
referred to Messrs. Brown, ANDERSON, and Mar- 
SHALL, to consider and report thereon. 

The Vice PresipenT laid before the Senate a 
letter from the Treasurer of the United States, 
with his general account ending the 30th of Sep- 
tember, 1800; and the letter was read. 

The Vice Prestpenr also laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from Samuel Dexter, Secretary for the 
Department of the Treasury, with a statement of 
goods, wares, and merchandise, exported from the 
United States during one year from the Ist of 
October, 1800. 

The letter was read; and, after the considera- 
tion of Executive business, 

The Senate adjourned. 


Saturpay, February 7. 


The bill entitled “An act to provide for the 
more convenient organization of the Courts of 
the United States,” was read the third time. 

On motion, to amend the seventh section of the 
bill, line 50, by striking out “ Bairdstown,” and 
inserting “Frankfort,” in lieu thereof, it passed 
in the negative—yeas 9, nays 14, as follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Brown, Cocke, 
D. Foster, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, and Nicholas. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Greene, 
Hindman, Howard, Latimer, J. Mason, Morris, Read, 
Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 


On motion, the amendment agreed to in the 
second reading of the bill was struck out; and, 
on the final passage of the bill, the question was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 11, 
as follows: ; 

Yxas—Messts. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, Greene, 
Gunn, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, Marshall, J. Ma- 
son, Morris, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

` Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, Franklin, Hillhouse, Lang- 
don, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. ; 

So it was resolved that this bill pass. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee on the bill 
making appropriations of land for the refugees 
from the British provinces of Canada and Nova 
Scotia, reported an amendment; which was read, 
and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The Senate adjourned. 


Monpay, February 9. 


Mr. Dwicut Foster, from the committee on 
the bill making the ports of Biddeford and Pepper- 
elborough, and New Bedford, ia Massachusetts, 
ports of entry for ships arriving from the Cape of 
Good Hope, and places beyond the same, reported 
the bill without amendment. 

Mr. Morris, from the joint committee, ap- 
pointed the 27th of January last, to ascertain and 
report the mode of examining the votes for Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States, re- 
ported that the committee could come to no agree- - 
ment. 

A motion was made that it be 

“ Resolved, That, from and after the last day of March 
next, the towns of Kittery and Berwick, in the State of 
Massachusetts, shall be annexed to the district of Ports- 
mouth, in New Hampshire, as ports of delivery only ; 
provided that nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to prevent the master or commander of any ship 
or vessel having merchandise on board, destined for 
either of the said places, from making entry at his op- 
tion with the collector of the district of New York, and 
obtaining permits for the delivery thereof as heretofore.” 


And it was agreed that this motion be referred 
to the committee, appointed on the 5th instant, on 
the bill respecting the ports of Biddeford and Pep- 
perelborough, to report by bill or otherwise. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate will be ready to re- 
ceive the House of Representatives in the Senate 
Chamber on Wednesday next, at twelve o'clock, 
for the purpose of being present at the opening and 
counting the votes for President of the United 
States. That one person be appointed a teller on the 
part of the Senate, to make a list of the votes for 
President of the United States, as they shall be de- 
clared; that the result shall be delivered to the 
President of the Senate, who shall announce the 
state of the vote, which shall be entered on the 
Journals, and if it shall appear that a choice has 
been made, agreeably to the Constitution, such 
entry on the Journals shall be deemed a sufficient 
declaration thereof. 

Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House 
of Representatives of this resolution, 
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Tuespay, February 10. 


On motion that when the two Houses shall pro- 
ceed to opening and counting the votes for Presi- 
dent of the United States, no person shall be ad- 
mitted into the gallery, it passed in the affrma- 
tive—yeas 16, nays 10, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Brown, Chipman, Dayton, T. Foster, 
Dwight Foster, Hillhouse, Hindman, Latimer, J. Ma- 
son, Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and 
Wells. : 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Livermore, Marshall, S. T. 
Mason, and Nicholas. 


A message was received from the House. of 
Representatives informing the Senate that they 
have passed a resolution, which the Clerk was 
directed to bring to the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


“ Resolved, That this House will attend in the Cham- 
ber of the Senate on Wednesday next, at 12 o’clock, 
for the purpose of being present at the opening and 
counting of the votes for President and Vice President 
of the United States; that Messrs. Ruruzpes and 
Nicuoras be appointed tellers, to act jointly with the 
teller appointed on the part of the Senate, to make a 
list of the votes for President and Vice President of the 
United States, as they shall be declared ; that the result 
shall be delivered to the President of the Senate, who 
shall announce the state of the vote, which shall be en- 
tered on the Journals, and if it shall appear that a choice 
has been made, agreeably to the Constitution, such entry 
on the Journals shall be deemed a sufficient declaration 
thereof.” 

Ordered, That Mr. Wetts be a teller on the 
part of the Senate for the purpose expressed in 
the above resolution. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee on the bill making the 
ports of Biddeford,and Pepperelborough. and New 
Bedford, in the State of Massachusetts, ports of 
entry, for ships arriving from the Cape of Good 
Hope, and places beyond the same; and, having 
agreed to the report, the bill was ordered to the 
third reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment reported by the committee on the bill ma- 
king appropriation of lands for the refugees from 
the British provinces of Canada and Nova Scotia; 
and the report was disagreed to. 

Ordered, That the bill pass to the third reading. 


Wepnespay, February 11. 


Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House 
of Representatives that the Senate is ready to 
meet them in the Senate Chamber, for the pur- 
pose of being present at the opening and counting 
the votes for President of the United States. 

The two Houses of Congress accordingly as- 
sembled in the Senate Chamber, and the certifi- 
cates of the Electors of sixteen States were, by 
the Vick Presipent, opened and delivered to the 


tellers appointed for the purpose, who, having ex- | 


amined and ascertained the number of votes, pre- 
sented a list thereof to the Vice Presipent, which 
was read, as follows: 


STATES. 


I | Aaron Burr. 
| John Jay. 


New Hampshire - 
Massachusetts - 
Rhode Island 
Connecticut 
Vermont 

New York 
New Jersey 
Pennsylvania 
Delaware 
Maryland 
Virginia 
Kentucky 
North Carolina 
Tennessee 
South Carolina 
Georgia 


xX 
I 
ei 


en 


AOI eO | John Adams. 
S E N oe | Charles C. Pinckney. 


w 
POWwWoaPreni OINI) 


PoOwoORMaT oer rit | Thomas Jefferson. 


1 6 ee Fp ee 


73| 73|65|64/ r 


Whereupon, the Vice Presipenr declared that 
the result of the votes, as delivered by the tellers, 
was that 


Tuomas JEFFERSON, of Va. had - 73 
Aaron Burr, of N. Y. had - - 73 
Joun Apams, of Mass., had - - 65 
Cuas. C. Pinckney, of S. C., had - 64 


Joun Jay, of N. Y. had- - - 1 


The whole number of Electors who had voted: 
were one hundred and thirty-eight, of which num- 
ber Tuomas JEFFERSON and Aaron Burr had a 
majority ; but the number of those voting for them 
being equal, no choice was made by the people; 
and that, consequently, the remaining duties de- 
volve on the House of Representatives. 

On which, the House of Representatives ré- 
paired to their own Chamber; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


Tuurspay, February 12. 


The bill, entitled “ An act making the ports of 
Biddeford and Pepperelborough, and the port of 
New Bedford, in Massachusetts, ports of entry for 
ships or vessels arriving from the Cape of Good 
Hope, and from places beyond the same,” was réad 
the third time and passed. . 

The bill, entitled “ An act regulating the grants 
of land appropriated for the refugees from the Brit- 
ish provinces of Canada and Nova Scotia,” was 
read the third time and passed. 


Fripay, February 13. 


The Senate met to-day, but no business was 
transacted. 
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Monpay, February 16. 


The Vice Presipenr communicated a letter 
from Governor Sargent, of the Mississippi Terri- 
tory, enclosing sundry petitions of the inhabitants 
thereof, stating certain grievances, particularly 
from an act passed the last session of Congress, 
and praying redress; and. the letter and papers 
‘were read, 
> Mr. D. Foster, from the committee appointed 
the 5th instant on the petition of Nathaniel Wal- 
dron and others, and to whom was. also referred, 
on.the 9th instant, a motion respecting the ports 
of Kittery and Berwick, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, reported a bill, which was read and passed 
to the second reading. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT oF THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen.of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen. of the House of Representatives : 

I wish to know the pleasure of Congress, and request 
their direction, concerning the ‘disposition of the pro- 
-perty of the United States now in my possession ; whe- 
ther I shall deliver it into the hands of the Heads of 
Departments, or of the Commissioners of the city of 
‘Washington, or of a committee of Congress, or to any 
other persons. Congress. may appoint, to be delivered 
into the hands of my successor, or whether I shall pre- 
Sent it myself to the President of the United States on 
the 4th of March next. Any of these modes will be 


agreeable to me. . 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Unsiren Srares, Feb. 16, 1801. 


'-The Message was read and ordered to lie on the 
table. - 
> he Vice Presipenr communicated a letter 
‘from James Scuureman, a Senator from the State 
of New Jersey, resigning his seat; which was 
read. 

Resolved, That the Vicz PresinenrT be request- 
ed to notify the Executive of the State of New 
‘Jersey that James Scnursman hath resigned his 
seat in the Senate. 


Tuespay, February 17. 


The bill to establish the district of Bristol, and 
to annex the towns of Kittery and Berwick to the 
district of Portsmouth, was read the second time, 
amended, and passed to the third reading as 
-amended. 

Mr. Greens, from the committee on the bill to 
discharge Samuel Lewis, senior, from his impris- 
onment, reported it withoutamendment; and, after 
debate, the further consideration thereof was post- 
poned. 


Wenpnespay, February 18. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the re- 
port of the committee on the bill to discharge Sam- 
-uel Lewis, senior, from his imprisonment, and or- 
dered the bill to the third reading. 

The bill to establish the district of Bristol, and 
to annex the towns of Kittery and Berwick to the 

district of Portsmouth, was read the third time. 


` Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engrossed, 
and that the title thereof be “An act to. establish 
the district of Bristol, and to annex the towns 
of Kittery and Berwick to the district of Ports- 
mouth.” 

Ordered, That the Message of the President of 
the United States, of the 16th instant, relative to 
the public property in his possession, be referred 
to Messrs. Nicnotas, Tracy, and Baupwin, to 
consider and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have chosen 
Tuomas JEFFERSON, of Virginia, President of the 
United States, for the term commencing on the 4th 
of March next. 

On motion it was 

Resolved, That acommittee be appointed, to join 
such committee as may be appointed on the part 
of the House of Representatives, to consider whe- 
ther any, and, if any, what, measures ought to be 
adopted for the further accommodation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, for the term commen- 
cing the 4th day of March next, to report by bill, 
bills, or otherwise; and that Messrs. NICHOLAS, 
Tracy, and Batpwin, be the committee on the part 
of the Senate. i 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill extending the privilege of franking to Jonn 
Apams, now President of the United States, in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill was, by unanimous consent, read the 
first and second time, and passed to a third read- 
ing. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be transmitted to AARON 
Burg, Esq. of New York, Vice President elect of 
the United States, notification of his election to 
that office, and that the President of the Senate do 
make out and sign a certificate, in the words fol- 
lowing, viz: 

“Br ir known, That the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America, being con- 
vened at the city of Washington, on the second Wed- 
nesday in February, A. D. 1801, the underwritten, Vice 
President of the United States and President of the Se- 
nate, did, in presence of said Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, open all the certificates and count all the 
votes of the Electors for a President; whereupon it 
appeared that Tromas Jzrenson, of Virginiaand Aaron 
Burr, of New York, had a majority of the votes of the 
Electors, and an equal number of votes ; in consequence 
of which the House of Representatives proceeded to the 
choice of a President, and have this day notified to the 
Senate that Tuomas Jerrenson has by them been duly 
chosen President: by all of which it appears that Aarow 
Brrr, Esq. of New York, is duly elected, agreeably to 
the Constitution, Vice President of the United States 
of America. 

“In witness thereof I have hereunto set my hand and 
seal, this 18th day of February, 1801. 

“THOMAS JEFFERSON.” 
And that the President of the Senate do cause the 
certificate aforesaid to be laid before the President 
of the United States, with this resolution. 
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Tuurspay, February 19. 


The bill, entitled “An act to discharge Samuel 
Lewis, senior, from his imprisonment,” was read 
the third time and passed. Ea 

The bill, entitled “An act extending the privi- 
lege of franking to Joan Apams, now President 
of the United: States,” was read the third time, 
amended and passed. 


Frivay, February 20. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill 
making appropriations for the support of Govern- 
ment for the year 1801; a bill making appropria- 
tions for the Military Establishment of the United 
States for the year 1801; a bill to amend the act 
for the valuation of lands and dwelling-houses ; 
and a bill for the relief of Nathaniel Holmes: in 
which bills they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill making appropriations for the support of 
Government for the year 1801 was twice read by 
‘unanimous consent, and referred to Messrs. TRACY, 
Dayton, and Lancon, to consider and report 
thereon. 

The bill making appropriations for the Military 
Establishment for the year 1801, was, by unanimous 
consent, twice read, and referred to the last men- 
tioned committee, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill to amend the act for the valuation of 
lands and dwelling-houses was twice read, by 
unanimous consent, and referred to Messrs. Ross, 
Hit.uouss, and Nicnotas, to consider and report 
thereon; and 

The bill last mentioned in the message was twice 
read, by unanimous consent, and referred to Messrs. 
Dwicut Foster, Lanepon, and J. Mason, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

Mr. Dayron, from the committee on the bill to 
continue the acts laying duties on wines, spirits, 


and refined sugars, on property sold at auction, and | 


carriages, reported it without amendment, and the 
bill was ordered to the third reading. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 
Gentlemen of the Senate, and 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I transmit to Congress a report received this morn- 
ing from Elias Boudinot, Esq., Director of the Mint, 
dated February 13th, 1801, which will require the at- 


Monpay, February 23. 


Mr. Pinckney, a Senator for the State of 
South Carolina, attended. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES! 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: 

The enclosed report to me, made by the acting Sec- 
retary of War, on the 14th of this month, appears to 
be so well founded, in all respects, that I recommend 
it to the consideration of Congress. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unirep States, Feb. 20, 1801. 

The Message was read, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. Brown, from the committee on the bill, 
giving a right of pre-emption to certain persons 
who have contracted with John Cleves Symmes, 
reported amendments; which were read, and or- 
dered to lie for consideration. 

Mr. D. Foster, from the committee on the bill 
for the relief of Nathaniel Holmes, reported it 
without amendment; and the bill was ordered to 
the third reading. 

The bill, entitled “ An act to continue in force 
the acts laying duties on licenses for selling wines 
and foreign distilled spirits by retail ; and sp much 
of the act laying certain duties on snuff and re- 
fined sugar, as respects a duty on refined sugar, 
on property sold at auction, and on carriages for 
the conveyance of persons,” was read the third 
time, and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill directing the mode of estimating certain 
foreign coins and currencies; and a bill declaring 
the consent of Congress to an act of the State of 
Maryland for the appointment of a health officer ; 
in which bills they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bills this day brought up for concurrence 
were read, and severally passed to the second 
reading. 

Agreeably to notice given on the 20th instant, 
Mr. Greene had leave to bring in a bill for the 
relief of William Arnold; which was read, and 


| passed to the second reading. 


Tuespay, February 24. 
The bill declaring the consent of Congress to 


tention and decision of Congress before the close of the | an act of the State of Maryland for the appoint- 


session. 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Unirep Srares, Feb. 20, 1801. 


The Message was read, and ordered to lie on 
-the table. 


ment of a health officer was read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. Lanapon, Bineuam, and 
Tracy, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill declaring the mode of estimating for- 
eign coins and currencies was read the second 


Mr. Greene notified the Senate that he would, | time, and referred to Messrs. Bincuam, Dayton, 
at a future day, ask leave to bring in a bill for the | and Greens, to consider and report thereon. 


relief of William Arnold. 

Mr. Tracy notified the Senate that he would, 
at a future day, ask leave to bring in a bill pro- 
viding that the Secretary of the Navy of the 
United States shall not, during his continuance in 
said office, be concerned, directly or indirectly, in 
commerce, trade, or navigation. 


The bill for the relief of William Arnold was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Greene, Tracy, and Ross, to consider and re- 
port thereon. 

The bill, entitled “ An act for the relief of Na- 
thaniel Holmes,” was read the third time, and 
passed. 
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The Senate. took into consideration the amend- 
ments PPR by the committee, on the bill giv- 
ing a right-of pre-emption to certain persons who 
have contracted with John Cleves Symmes; and, 
having agreed thereto, - 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

« A message from the House of Representatives 
“informed the Senate that the House concur in the 
bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “ An act con- 
cerning the District of Columbia,” with amend- 
ments.” They have passed a bill making appro- 
riations for the Navy for the year 1801; anda 
bill for the relief of Arnold Henry Dohrman, or 
his representatives; in which. bills and amend- 
ments they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill making appropriation for the Navy for 
the year 1801, was twice read, by unanimous 
consent, and referred to the committee appointed 
the 20th instant, on the bills for the appropriations 
for the support of Government and Military Es- 
tablishment for the year 1801, to consider and re- 
port thereon. 


Mr. Bineuam, from the committee on the bitk 
to allow the transportation of goods to and from 
Philadelphia and Baltimore, by the way of Ap- 
poquinimink and Sassafras, reported: it without. 
amendment, and the bill was ordered to the third: 


| reading. 


Mr. Brown, from the committee on the bill to. 
add to the district of Massac, on the Ohio, and to. 
amend the act to regulate the collection of duties: 
on imports and tonnage, reported amendments. 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

The bill, entitled “An act to amend the. aet 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the valuation of 
lands and dwelling-houses, and the enumeration of 
slaves, within the United States; and to repeal 
the act, entitled ‘An act to enlarge the powers 
of the Surveyors of the Revenue,” was read the 
third time, and passed as amended. 

The bill, entitled “An act giving the right of 
pre-emption to certain pérsons who have con- 
tracted with John Cleves Symmes, or his asso- 


i ciates, for lands lying between the Miami rivers, 


The bill for the relief of Arnold Henry Dohrman | in the Territory of the United States Northwest 
was twice read by unanimous consent, and referred | of the Ohio, was read the third time, and passed 


to Messrs. Ross, Dwicut Foster, and J. Mason, 
to consider and report thereon. 
The amendments of the House of Representa- 


with amendments. 
A message from the House of Representatives 


j informed the Senate that the House have passed 


tives to the bill concerning the District of Colum- ! a bill supplementary to an act to divide the Terri- 
bia were read, and referred to Messrs. Cuipman, | tory of the United States Northwest of the Ohio 


Dayron, and Morris, the committee who origi- 
nated the bill, to consider and report thereon. 
Resolved, That.a committee be appointed to 
inquire whether any, and what, further measures 
‘it is expedient to adopt with respect to the balances 


reported by the Commissioners appointed to settle | Mr. 


into two governments; and a bill to alter and 
establish certain post roads; in which they desire 
the concurrence of the Senate. The bills were 
read, and passed to the second reading. 
Agreeably to notice given on the 20th instant, 
racy had leave to bring in a bill to prohibit 


the accounts. between the United States and the í the Secretary of the Navy from carrying on any 


several States; and that the said committee be 
authorized to report by bill or otherwise ; and that 
Messrs. BLoopwortu, WELLS, and Ross, be the 
committee. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee on the bill to 
amend the act for the valuation of lands and 
dwelling-houses, reported an amendment; which 
was agreed to, and the bill passed to the third 
reading as amended. 


WEDNESDAY, February 25. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
directed to purchase an eight-day clock, and cause 
it to be set up in the Senate Chamber; and that 
the expense be defrayed out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. Cutpman, from the committee to whom was 
referred the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill concerning the District of 
Columbia, made report; which was ordered to lie 
for consideration. 

Mr. Lanepon, from the committee on the bill 
declaring the consent of Congress to an act of the 
State of Maryland for the appointment of a health 
officer, reported the bill without amendment; and 
-the bill was ordered to the third reading. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee on the bill for 
the relief of Arnold Henry Dohrman, or his repre- 
sentatives, reported it without amendment, and the 
bill was ordered to the third reading. 


business of trade, commerce, or navigation; and 
the bill was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The bill supplementary to the act to divide the 
Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
Ohio into two governments, was, by unanimous 
consent, read a second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Ross, Anperson, and Brown, to consider and re- 
port thereon. 

The bill to alter and establish certain post roads 
was, by unanimous consent, read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. Parne, TRacy, and ANDER- 
son, to consider and report thereon. 


Tutrspay, February 26. 


The bill to prohibit the Secretary of the Navy 
from carrying on any business of trade, commerce, 
or navigation, was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to Messrs. Lanapon, Nicnouas, and Day- 
TON, to consider and report thereon. l 

The Senate took into consideration the report 
of the committeeon the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the bill concerning the Dis- 
trict of Columbia : 

On motion to insert, between the 13th and 14th 
sections, as follows: 

“ And that it shall be lawful for the sheriffs and col- 
lectors of the public dues for the counties of Montgom- 
ery and Prince George’s, in the State of Maryland, and 
for the sheriff of Fairfax county,in the Commonwealth 
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of Virginia, and they shall respectively have full powers And it passed in the negative—yeas 12, nays 16, 

and authority, to enter into those parts of the now Dis- | as follows: 

trict of Columbia, which were heretofore within the limits Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood. 
$ 2 > 3] ag 


of their respective bailiwicks, for the purpose of collecting, | worth, Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, Franklin, Langdon, S 
3 2 zae , 4 g Ne 


by distress or otherwise, as they were heretofore author- | T. Mason, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


‘ized to do, all officers’ fees, State taxes, county taxes, | Nars—Messrs. Dayton, Dwight Foster, Greene, 
levies and muster fines, at this time due, from per- | Gunn, Hillhouse, Hindman, Howard, Livermore, Mar- 


sons residing, or having property, subject to the pay- 5 : 7 
ment of stich officers’ fees, State taxes, and county | Sheil J Mason, Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Tracy and 


taxes, and levies; within the said District ; and all disputes 

or controversies that do or may arise between such sheriff; So the amendments were agreed to. 

or collector and the person or persons from whom he | A message from the House of Representatives 

or'they may claim such public dues, shall be cognizable | informed -the Senate that. the House have passed 

before and tried by the respective State courts to whom | a bill to amend the act altering the district of Ber- 

‘the trial of such controversies heretofore belonged, and | muda Hundred and City Point; and a resolution 

not before the District of Columbia. r respecting Theodosius Fowler; in which bill 
« And that it shall and may be lawful:for the sheriffs | and resolution they desire the concurrence of the 

of the said counties of Montgomery and Prince George’s, | Senate. 

in the State of Maryland, and for the sheriff of Fairfax, | The bill last brought up for concurrence was, 

in the Commonwealth of Virginia, and they shall, re- | hy unanimous consent, twice read, and referred 


spectively, have full power and authority, to enter into | tg Messrs. NicnoLas, LANGDON, snd ARMSTRONG, 
those parts of the now District of Columbia, which were | to consider and report thereon. | 


heretofore within the limits of their respective bailiwicks, The resolution last brought up for concurrence 
mere : D. 

for the purpose of arresting and conducting to the re-| was read, and referred to Messrs. Tracy, ARM- 

spective jails, under their keeping and care, as they | sprong, and Dwicar Foster, to consider and 

heretofore might have done had this law never passed, report th gredn 3 


each and every person within the limits of the District : 
of Columbia, upon whom such sheriff hath heretofore The bill, entitled “An act to allow the trans- 
portation of goods, wares, and merchandise, to and 


served a writ of capias ad satisfaciendum, capias ad re- : : ; 

spondendum, attachment, or other process, issuing from from Philadelphia and Baltimore, by the way of 

any State court, which commands and requires such Appoquinimink and Sassafras,” was read the third 
time and passed. 


sheriff to have the body of the persons before the court t c , A 
The bill, entitled “An act declaring the consent 


from which such writ or process hath issued. 

of Congress to an act of the State of Maryland, 
passed the 28th day of December, 1793, for the ap- 
pointment of a health officer,” was read the third 
time and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Ar- 
nold Henry Dohrman, or his legal representatives,” 
was read the third time and passed. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee on the bill to add 
to the district of Massac, on the Ohio; and to 
amend the act to regulate the collection of duties 
i l on imports and tonnage ; and, having agreed there- 
ryland aforesaid, he might have ordered the clerk of the | to, it was ordered to the third reading as amended. 
General Court, or any county court in the said State,to| “Ordered. That the committee on the petition 
issue; which process shall issue and be returnable to | of Joseph Nourse, Register of the Treasury of the 


the next county court to be held in the said county of | United States, be disch d we 
mota : ; i scharged, and that the petition- 
Washington; and shall, by the said court, be proceeded | er have leave to withdraw his petition. 


upon in the same manner, and subject to the same | 
rules and provisions in other respects, as is prescribed ! 
by the said act of Assembly of the State of Maryland, Fripay, February 27. 

entitled “An act to establish a bank in the District of | yyy. Tracy, from the committee on the bill mak- 


a £99 
Coluimbia: i _., | ing appropriations for the Military Establishment 
“And that the inspectors of tobacco and flour within | for the year 1801, reported it without amendment 
the towns of Georgetown and Alexandria, who are now | and the bill was ordered to the third reading. 3 
duly authorized to act as such under the laws ofthe! The bill, entitled “ An act to add to the district 
‘Tespective States by which they, or any of them, are so | of Massac, on the Ohio, and to discontinue the 
authorized, shall continue to hold the office or offices | districts of Louisville, in the State of Kentucky, 
which they now respectively fill, and to execute and and Palmyra, in the State of Tennessee. and 
3 3 


discharge the duties by law imposed upon them, as in- ; 4 i 
spectors of tobacco, until Congress shall otherwise pro- therein to amend the act, entitled ‘An act to regu- 


vide. And that the said inspectors shall, during the late, the collection of duties on imports and ton- 
time of their continuance as such, be entitled to the | nage,” was read the third time, amended, and 
compensation, governed by the rules, and subject to the passed. : , 

.same penalties, provided, prescribed, and imposed by | Mr. Binamam, from the committee on the bill 
the laws of the State under which they have been re- | directing the mode of estimating foreign coins 
spectively appointed and now act.” and currencies, reported that the bill pass without 


And that wheresoever, by the act of Assembly of the 
State of Maryland, entitled “An act to establish a bank 
in the District of Columbia,” the President of the said 
bank is authorized to write to the clerk of the General 
Court, or any county court in the State of Maryland, 
and to order such clerk to issue any process against a 
debtor of the said bank, it shall be lawful for the said 
President, where the debtor or debtors against whom 
he means to proceed resides within the limits of the 
county of Washington aforesaid, or has property with- 
in the limits of the same, to write to the clerk of the 
said county to issue such process, as, by the law of Ma- 
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amendment; and the bill being amended, on mo- 
tion, passed to the third reading as amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill to amend the act to retain a further sum on 
drawbacks, and a bill providing for a Naval Peace 
Establishment; in which they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The bill first mentioned, for concurrence, was 
twice read, by unanimous consent, and referred to 
Messrs. Ross, J. Mason, and Bincuam, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The bill last mentioned in the message was 
twice read. by unanimous consent, and referred to 
Messrs. Nicuouas, Tracy, and Lanepon, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

Mr. Binguam presented the petition of Philip 
Sloan, late a captive in Algiers, for adjustment 
of his account for ransom; and the petition was 
read and referred to the Secretary for the Depart- 
ment of Treasury, to report thereon 

Mr. Paine, from the committee on the bill fur- 
ther to alter and establish certain post roads, re- 
ported amendments, which were read and ordered 
to lie for consideration. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee on the bill sup- 
plementary to the act to divide the Territory of 
the United States Northwest of the Ohio into two 
governments, reported an amendment, which was 
agreed to, and the bill passed to the third reading 
as amended. 

Mr. Nicwouas, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed on the i8th inst. on the Message of the 
President of the United States, of the 16th, rela- 
tive to the public property in his possession, made 
report; which was read and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 

Mr. Dwicut Foster presented the petition of 
James Mathers, Thomas Claxton, and Thomas 
Dunn, praying leave to continue in the houses on 
Capitol Square, of which they obtained possession 
from the city commissioners; and the petition 
was read. 


Saturpay, February 28. 

The Vice Presipent addressed the Senate as 
follows: 

Gentlemen of the Senate : 

To give the usual opportunity of appointing a Pres- 
ident, pro tempore, I now propose to retire from the 
Chair of the Senate ; and, as the time is near at hand 
when the relations will cease which have for some time 
subsisted between this honorable House and myself, I 
beg leave, before I withdraw, to return them my grate- 
ful thanks for all the instances of attention and respect 
with which they have been pleased to honor me. In 
the discharge of my functions here, it has been my 
conscientious endeavor to observe impartial justice, 
without regard to persons or subjects; and if I have 
failed of impressing this on the mind of the Senate, it 
will be to me a circumstance of the deepest regret. I 
may have erred at times—no doubt I have erred—this 
is the law of human nature. For honest errors, how- 
ever, indulgence may be hoped. 

I owe to truth and justice, at the same time, to de- 
clare, that the habits of order and decorum, which so 


strongly characterize the proceedings of the Senate, 
have rendered the umpirage oftheir President an office 
of little difficulty; that, in times and on questions 
which have severely tried the sensibilities of the House, 
calm and temperate discussion has rarely been disturb- 
ed by departures from order. 

Should the support which I have received from the 
Senate, in the performance of my duties here, attend 
me into the new station to which the public will has 
transferred me, I shall consider it as commencing un- 
der the happiest auspices. 

With these expresssions of my dutiful regard to the 
Senate as a body, I ask leave to mingle my particular 
wishes for the health and happiness of the individuals 
who compose it, and to tender them my cordial and re- 
spectful adieu. 

After which the Vicz PresipEnv retired. 

Whereupon the Senate proceeded to the elec- 
tion of a President pro tempore, as the Constitu- 
tion provides; and James HinLtuouse was duly 
elected. 

Ordered, That the Address of the Vice PRESI- 
penr, made this day, taking leave of the Senate, 
be referred to a committee, with instruction to 
prepare and report the draught of an Address in 
answer thereto; and that Messrs. Morris, J. Ma- 
son, and Dayron, be the committee. 

The Presivent laid before the Senate a report 
from the Secretary for the Department of the 
Treasury, of the emoluments of the officers em- 
ployed in the collection of the customs for the 
year 1800 ; which was read, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee on the bill ma- 
king appropriations for the support of Government 
for the year 1801, reported amendments, which 
were agreed to, and the bill, by unanimous con- 
sent, was read a third time, amended, and passed. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee above mention- 
ed, reported the bill making appropriations for the 
Navy of the United States, for the year 1801, 
without amendment; and the bill passed to the 
third reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
act, entitled ‘An act to divide the Territory of 
the United States Northwest of the Ohio, into 
two separate governments,” was read the third 
time, further amended, and passed, with amend- 
ments. . 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed a 
bill to amend the act to establish an uniform system 
of bankruptcy; anda bill to augment the salaries of 
the District Judges of Massachusetts, New York, 
Delaware, and Maryland; also, a resolution re- 
specting certain property of the United States, in 
the possession of Thomas Claxton, James Mathers, 
and Thomas Dunn, Doorkeepers to Congress ; in 
which bills and resolution they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned in the message was 
twice read, by unanimous consent, and referred to 
Messrs. BaLpwin, Brown, and Langpon, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The bill to amend the act to establish an uni- 
form system of bankruptcy was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 
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The resolution respecting certain property of the 
United States, in the possession of Thomas Clax- 
ton, James Mathers, and Thomas Dunn, was read, 
and agreed to. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee on the bill to 
incorporate a mine and metal company, reported 
amendments; which were read, and ordered to 
lie for consideration. 

The bill, entitled “An act directing the mode 
of estimating certain foreign coins and currencies, 
and of making out invoices in certain cases,” was 
read the third time, further amended, and passed. 

The bill, entitled, “An act making appropria- 
tions for the Military Establishment of the United 
States for the year 1801,” was read the third time. 
and passed. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill fur- 
ther to alter and establish certain post roads; and, 
having agreed thereto, the bill passed to the third 
reading, as amended. 

Mr. Nicuouas, from the committee on the bill 
to amend the act altering the district of Bermuda 
Hundred and City Point, reported an amend- 
ment; which was agreed to, and the bill passed 
to the third reading, as amended. 


Monpay, March 2. 


A mesage from the House of Representatives in- 
formed the Senate that they have passed a bill alter- 
ing the times and places of holding certain courts; 
a bill authorizing the remission of duties on certain 
teas destroyed by fire; a bill to discharge Lau- 
rence Elb from his confinement; a bill to amend 
the act to establish a general stamp office; a bill 
concerning the Mint; a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to employ clerks for com- 
pleting the abstracts for the valuation of Jands 
and dwelling-houses ; a bill fixing the compensa- 
tion of receivers of public moneys for lands of the 
United States; and a bill supplementary to the 
act concerning the District of Columbia; in which 
bills they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. Morris, from the committee appointed the 
28th ultimo, on the Address of the Vice Presi- 
DENT, made on his taking leave of the Senate, re- 
ported an answer thereto, which was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Sır: While we congratulate you on those expres- 
sions of the publie will, which called you to the first 
office in the United States, we cannot but lament the 
loss of that intelligence, attention, and impartiality, 
with which you have presided over our deliberations. 
The Senate feel themselves much gratified by the sense 
you have been pleased to express of their support in 
the performance of your late duties. Be persuaded that 
it will never be withheld from a Chief Magistrate who, 
in the exercise of his office, shall be influenced by a due 
regard to the honor and interests of our country. 

In the confidence that your official conduct will be 
directed to these great objects, a confidence derived from 
past events, we repeat to you, sir, the assurance of our 
Constitutional support in your future administration. 

On the motion to strike out these words: “a 
confidence derived from past events,” it passed in 
the negative—yeas 9, nays 19, as follows : 


Yeas—Messrs. Chipman, Hindman, Howard, Liver- 
more, Painc, Read, Ross, Tracy, and Wells. 
Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Cocke, Dayton, T. Foster, D. Foster, 
Franklin, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Marshall, S. T. 
Mason, J. Mason, Morris, Nicholas, and Pinckney. 


And the report was agreed to. 

Ordered, That the committee who draughted 
the answer to the Address wait on the President 
elect of the United States, and present it to him. 

The PresipEenT laid before the Senate a letter 
from the Presipenr elect of the United States ; 
which was read, as follows: 


Wasutnxeton, March 2, 1801. 
Sir: I beg leave, through you, to inform the honor- 
able the Senate of the United States that I propose to 
take the oath which the Constitution prescribes to the 
President of the United States, before he enters on the 
execution of his office, on Wednesday, the 4th instant, 
at 12 o’clock, in the Senate Chamber. 
I have the honor to be, with the greatest respect, sir, 
your most obedient and most humble servant, 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
The Presrpznt pro tempore of the Senate. 


Ordered, That the foregoing letter be referred 
to Messrs. Morris, Dayron, and Ross, to report 
thereon. 

The bill supplementary to the act concerning 
the District of Columbia was twice read, by 
unanimous consent, and referred to Messrs. Hix p- 
man, Ross, and Nicuo.as, to consider and report 
thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the Navy of the United States for the 
year one thousand eight hundred and one,” was 
read the third time, and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act further to alter and 
establish certain post roads,” was read the third 
time, amended. and passed. 

The bill, entitled “ An act to amend the act al- 
tering the district of Bermuda Hundred and City 
Point,” was read the third time, amended, and 
passed. 

The bill altering the times and places of hold- 
ing certain courts was twice read, by unanimous 
consent, and referred to Messrs. Brown, GREENE, 
and J. Mason, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill to amend the act to establish an uni- 
form system of bankruptcy was read the second 
time, and referred to Messrs. Nichotas, Morais, 
and Tracy, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill to amend the act to establish a general 
stamp-office was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

The bill to authorize the remission of duties on 
certain teas destroyed by fire was twice read, by 
unanimous consent, and referred to Messrs. T. 
Foster, Tracy, and Greene, to consider and re- 
port thereon. 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, to employ clerks to copy certain abstracts for 
the valuation of lands and dwelling-houses was 
twice read, by unanimous consent, and referred to 
Messrs. Pains, BLoopwortn, and Howarp, to 
consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Bavpwin, from the committee on the bill 
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to augment the salaries of the district Judges 
therein mentioned, reported it without amend- 
ment. ; 

The bill concerning the Mint was twice read, 
by unanimous consent, and passed to the third 
reading. 

The bill fixing the compensation of the receivers 
of public moneys for lands of the United States 
was twice read, by unanimous consent, and re- 
ferred to Messrs. MarsHat, Brown, and Ross, 
to consider and report thereon. 

The bill to discharge Laurence Elb from his con- 
finement was read, and passed to the second reading. 

Ordered, That the committee who were ap- 
pointed to take into consideration the letter from 
the President elect of the United States, of this 
day, be discharged. 

A motion was made as follows: 


The President elect of the United States having in- 
formed the Senate that he proposes to take the oath 


which the Constitution prescribes to the President of 
the United States before he enters on the execution of 


his office, on Wednesday, the 4th instant, at 12 o’clock, 
in the Senate Chamber: 


Ordered, That the Secretary communicate that in- 


formation to the House of Representatives; that seats 
be provided for such members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and such of the public Ministers as may 
think proper to attend ; and that the gallery be opened 
to the citizens of the United States. 


And the motion was agreed to.. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill in addition to the act making provision for 


the further accommodation of the household of 


the President of the United States, in which they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. They agree 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill making 


appropriations for the support of Government for | 


the year 1801, with amendments, in which they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to their 
amendments to the bill making appropriations for 
the support of Government for the year 1801. 


Ordered, That the committee appointed the | 


20th ultimo, and who reported the amendments, 
be revived, and that the amendments be referred 
to that committee. 

Mr. Lanepon, from the committee on the bill 
to prohibit the Secretary of the Navy from carry- 
ing on any business of trade or commerce, reported 
it without amendment. 

And it was agreed that this bill be read the 
third time. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to augment the salaries of the district Judges, 
in the districts therein mentioned, and it was 
agreed that the bill pass to the third reading. 

Mr. Tracy. from the committee on the amend- 


ments of the House of Representatives to those of 


the Senate to the bill making appropriations for 
the support of Government for the year 1801, re- 
ported that the Senate concur in said amend- 
ments to the amendments ; and the Senate agreed 
thereto. 


The bill in addition to the act making provision 
for the further accommodation of the household 
of the President of the United States was twice 
read, by unanimous consent, and passed to the 
third reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill to in- 
corporate the persons therein named, as a Mine 
and Metal Company, which were agreed to; and, 
on the question to agree to third reading of the 
bill, it passed in the negative. 

The Presipent laid before the Senate a letter 
from Governor Ogle, with two volumes of the 
laws of Maryland, and the letter was read. 


Tuespay, March 3. 


Mr. T. Foster, from the committee on the bill 
authorizing the remission of duties on certain teas 
destroyed by fire, reported it without amendment. 

| he bill to amend the act to establish a general 
| stamp office was read the second time, and refer- 
| red to Messrs. Ross, LIVERMORE, and MARSHALL, 
| to consider and report thereon. i 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the committee on the bill 
fixing the compensation of receivers of public 
moneys for lands of the United States, reported 
| amendments. 
| The bill to authorize the discharge of Lawrence 

Elb from his confinement was read the second 
time, and referred to Messrs. Ross, GREENE, and 
WELLs, to consider and report thereon. 

A message from the House of Representatives 

informed the Senate that the House agree to 
| the amendments of the Senate to the bill to erect 
ia mausoleum for George WasuineTon, with 
amendments, in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. They have passed a bill for erect- 
ing light-houses and placing buoys on New Point 
Comfort, Long Island Sound, and other places; 
and a bill further to amend the act establishing 
the temporary and permanent seat of Government 
of the United States; in which they desire the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. BLoopwortn, from the committee appoint- 
ed the 24th ultimo, respecting the balances reported 
| by the commissioners for settling the accounts be- 
| tween the United States and the several States, 
| made report, which was read. 
| The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
| ments to the amendments on the bill to erect a 
| mausoleum tor GEORGE WASHINGTON; and on mo- 
| tion to postpone the further consideration of this 
| bill until the first Monday in December next, it 

passed in the affirmative—yeas 14, nays, 13, as 
follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Brown, 
| Cocke, Gunn, Hindman, J. Mason, Morris, Pinckney, 

Read, Ross, Tracy and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Bloodworth, Chipman, Dayton, T. 
Foster, Franklin, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Langdon, 
Livermore, Marshall, Nicholas, and Paine. 

The bill concerning the Mint was read the third 
time and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act in addition to an act, 

| entitled ‘An act making provision for the further 
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accommodation of the household of the President 
of the United States,” was read the third time, 
amended, and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act to augment the sal- 
aries of the district Judges, in the districts of Mas- 
sachusetts, New York, Delaware, and Maryland, 
respectively,” was read the third time and amended. 

On the question to agree to the final passage of 
this bill as amended, it passed in the affirmative 
—yeas 13, nays 12, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Armstrong, Dayton, T. Foster, Gunn, 
‘Hillhouse, Hindman, Howard, Livermore, J. Mason, 
Morris, Nicholas, Tracy, and Wells. 

Nays— Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, 
5. T. Mason, Pinckney and Ross. 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass with 
amendments. 

The bill to prohibit the Secretary of the Navy 
from being concerned in trade or commerce was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. Nicwouas, from the committee on the bill 
providing for a Naval Peace Establishment, re- 
ported amendments, which being agreed to, the 
bill was read the third time by unanimous consent 
and passed. 

Mr. Morris, from the committee appointed to 
wait on the President elect of the United States 
and present him with the answer of the Senate 
to his Address on taking leave, communicated his 
reply, which was read as follows: 

GENTLEMEN: I receive with due sensibility the con- 
gratulations of the Senate on being called to the first 
Executive office of our Government; and I accept, with 
great satisfaction, their assurances of support in what- 
ever regards the honor and interest of our country. 
Knowing no other object in the7discharge of my public 
duties, their confidence in my future conduct, derived 
from past events, shall not be disappointed, so far as 


my judgment may enable me to discern those objects. | 


The approbation they are so good as to express of 
my conduct in the Chair of the Senate, is highly grati- 
fying to me; and I pray them to accept my humble 
thanks for these declarations of it. 

TH. JEFFERSON. 

Marcu 3, 1801. 


Mr. Tracy, from the committee on the resolu- 
tion respecting Theodosius Fowler, reported that 
the further consideration thereof be postponed un- 
til the first Monday in December next; and the 
report was agreed to. 

The bill this day brought up for concurrence, 
entitled “An act for erecting light-houses on New 
Point Comfort and on Smith’s Point, in the State 
of Virginia, and on Faulkner’s Island, in Long 
Island Sound, in the State of Connecticut, and 


Mr. Brown, from the committee on the bill, en- 
titled “An act for altering the times and places of 
holding certain courts therein mentioned, and for 
other purposes,” reported an amendment ; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was read the third time 
by unanimous consent, and passed as amended. 

The bill further to amend the act establishing 
the temporary and permanent seat of Government 
of the United States was twice read by unanimous 
consent, and referred to Messrs. Tracy, Ross, and 
Paing, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Nicnotas, from the committee on the bill 
to amend the act establishing an uniform system 
of bankruptcy, reported amendments. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill, enti- 
tled “An act supplementary to the act, entitled 
‘An act concerning the District of Columbia;” and 
having agreed thereto, the bill was, by unanimous 
consent,read the third time,and passed as amended. 

The bill entitled “An act authorizing the re- 
mision of duties on certain teas destroyed by fire. 
while under the care of the officers of the customs, 
in Providence, Rhode Island,” was, by unanimous 
consent, read the third time and passed. 

The Senate adjourned to 6 o'clock this evening. 


Tusspay Eventna, 6 o'clock. 


Aaron Oepen, appointed a Senator by the Le- 
gislature of the State of New Jersey, in place of 
James Schureman, resigned, produced his creden- 
tials, was qualified, and took his seat in the Senate. 

The President laid before the Senate the report 
of the Secretary for the Department of Treasury, 
to whom was referred the petition of Philip Sloan, 
praying to be reimbursed a sum of money stated 
to have been paid for his ransom from the Alge- 
rines; which was read. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill, enti- 
tled “An act fixing the compensation of receivers 
of public moneys for lands of the United States ;” 
and having agreed thereto, the bill was read the 
third time by unanimous consent, and passed with 
amendments. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee on the bill to 
amend the act to establish a general stamp office, 
reported it without amendment ; and the bill was 
read the third time by unanimous consent, and 
passed. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill to 
amend the act establishing an uniform system of 
bankruptcy ; which being agreed to, 

On motion that this bill be now read by unan- 


for placing buoys in Narraganset Sound,” was | imous consent the third time, it was objected to, 
three times read by unanimous consent and passed. | So the bill was lost. 


Mr. Hinpmay, from the committee on the bill 
supplementary to the act respecting the District 
of Columbia, reported amendments. 

Mr. Paine, from the committee on the bill to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to employ 
certain clerks, reported the bill without amend- 
ment; and it was read the third time by unanim- 
ous consent and passed. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to some 
and disagree to other amendments of the Senate 
to the bill fixing the compensations of receivers of 
public moneys for lands of the United States. 

The Senate took into consideration their 
amendment, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to the bill fixing the compensation of 
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receivers of publie moneys for lands of the United 
States; and, 

Resolved, That they 
amendment. 

Mr. Greens, from the committee on the bill for 
the relief of William Arnold, reported that the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill be postponed until 
the first Monday in December next; and the re- 
port being agreed to, the bill was postponed accord- 
ingly. 

Mr, Tracy, from the committee on the bill fur- 
ther to amend the act for establishing the tempo- 
ary and permanent seat of Government, made 
report. 

On motion that this bill be now read the third 
time by unanimous consent, it was objected to. 
So the bill was lost. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee on the bill to 
amend the act to retain a further sum on draw- 
backs in lieu of stamp duties on debentures, made 
report. 

On motion that this bill be now read the third 
time by unanimous consent. it was objected to. 
So the bill was lost. 

Mr. Ross, from the committee on the bill to 
authorize the discharge of Laurence Elb from his 
confinement, reported it without amendment. 

On motion that this bill be now read the third 
time by unanimous consent, it was objected to. 
So the bill was lost. 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to retain to his own 
use, out of the contingent fund, the sum of three 
hundred dollars, as a compensation for his ad- 
ditional expenses at the seat of Government, du- 
ring the present session of Congress. 

rdered, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
authorized and directed to pay, out of the moneys 
appropriated to defray the contingent expenses of 
the Senate, the sum of two hundred dollars each, 
to the principal and engrossing clerks in his office, 
and to the Doorkeeper and Assistant. Doorkeeper 
of the Senate. 


do insist on their said 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be, | 


and he is hereby, authorized to pay to Hugh Mc- 
Kinley, out of the contingent fund, the sum of 
two dollars and a half per diem, as a compensation 
for his labor and attendance on the Senate during 
the present session of Congress. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Reap and WELLS be 
a committee on the part of the Senate, with such 
as the House of Representatives may join, to wait 
on the President of the United States, and notify 
him that, unless he may have any further com- 


munications to make to the two Houses of Con- | 


gress, they arc ready to adjourn. 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate pay 
to Bishop Cuacerrt, the Chaplain of the Senate, 
for the present session, one hundred dollars out of 
the contingent fund, in addition to the allowance 
to which he is by law entitled. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in 
the resolution of the Senate appointing a joint 
committee to wait on the President of the Uni- 
ted States, and notify him of the proposed adjourn- 


| ment of the two Houses of Congress, and have 

appointed a committee on their part. And that 
| the House of Representatives, having completed 
the business before them, are about to adjourn 
without day. 

Mr. ReaD reported, from the joint committee, 
that they had waited on the President of the Uni- 
ted States and that he replied, that he had nothing 
further to communicate to Congress, except his 
best wishes for the health and happiness of its 
members respectively. ; 

The Senate then adjourned without day. 


PROCEEDINGS OF A SESSION SPECIALLY 
CALLED, 


On Wepvnespay, March 4, 1801. 


To the Senators of the United States, respectively : 
Sin: It appearing to me proper and necessary for 
the public service, that the Senate of the United States 
| should be convened on Wednesday the 4th of March 
| next, you are desired to attend in the Chamber of the 
| Senate on that day, at 10 o’clock in the forenoon, to 
receive and act upon any communications which the 
| President of the United States may then lay before you 
touching their interests, and to do and consider all other 
things which may be proper and necessary for the pub- 
lic service, for the Senate to do and consider. 
JOHN ADAMS, 
President of the United States. 
January 30, 1801. 


In conformity to the summons from the Presi- 
dent of the United States above recited, the Senate 
assembled in their Chamber. 


PRESENT; 


| Aaron Burr, Vice President of the United 
| States, and President of the Senate. 
SAMUEL Livermore, and James Suzare, from 
| New Hampshire ; 
Dwicut Foster and Jonaruan Mason, from 
| Massachusetts ; 
Tyropore Fosrer and Ray Greens, from 
| Rhode Island ; 

Uran Tracy and James Hitnnouss, from 
Connecticut ; 

NATHANIEL Cuipman, from Vermont; 

Gouverneur Morris and JONN ARMSTRONG, 
from New York; 

Jonaruan Dayton and Aaron Ocpen, from 
New Jersey ; 

James Ross and Perer MUHLENBERG, from 
Pennsylvania ; l 

Wituam HILL 
| from Delaware ; 
| Joun E. Howarp from Maryland; 
Srevens T. Mason and Wizson Cary Nicuo- 
| Las, from Virginia ; 
| Joan Brown, from Kentucky ; 

Jesse Frank.in and Davin Stone, from North 
Carolina ; 

JosepH ANDERSON and Wiuiiam Cocse. from 
Tennessee ; 

Cuarues Pinckney, from South Carolina ; 

Aprauam BaLowin, from Georgia. 


We tts and SamueL WHITE, 
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Mr. Hitiuovse administered the oath of office | 
to the Vice Presipent, who took the Chair, and 
the credentials of the following members were 
read: 

Of Mr. Armstrone, Mr. Muyienserc, Mr. 
Suears, Mr. Sone, Mr. Tracy, and Mr. Waive. 

And the oath of office was administered to Mr. 
ARMSTRONG, Mr. MUHLENBERG, Mr. Sueare, Mr. 
Stone, and Mr. Wuirs, by the Vice PResipEnr. 

Exception being taken to the credentials of the | 
Hon. Mr. Tracy, a Senator from the State of | 
Connecticut, a debate ensued; and, on motion | 
that he be admitted to take the oath required by | 
the Constitution, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 
13, nays 10, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Chipman, Dayton, Dwight Foster, į 
Hillhouse, Howard, Livermore, J. Mason, Morris, Og- ! 
den, Ross, Sheafe, Wells, and White. 

Nays—Messrs.. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, | 
Brown, Cocke, S. T. Mason, Muhlenberg, Nicholas, | 
Pinckney, and Stone. | 


And the oath was accordingly administered to | 
Mr. Tracy by the Vick PRESIDENT. | 

The PresIDENT or THE UnrreD Srares, attend- | 
ed by the Heads of Departments, the Marshal of | 
the District, his officers and other gentlemen, came i 
into the Senate Chamber and took his seat in the | 
chair usually occupied by the Vic PRESIDENT. | 
The Vice Presipenr took a separate seat on the | 
right of the Presipenr or tHe UNITED Srates, | 
and the Chief Justice of the United States on the | 
left. After a short pause, the PRESIDENT OF THE | 
Unirep Srares rose, and addressed the audience | 
as follows: 


Friends and fellow-citizens : 


Called upon to undertake the duties of the first Ex- | 
ecutive office of our country, I avail myself of the pre- | 
sence of that portion of my fellow-citizens which is here i 
assembled, to express my grateful thanks for the favor i 
with which they have been pleased to look towards me, i 
to declare a sincere consciousness that the task is above 
my talents, and that I approach it with those anxious | 
and awful presentiments which the greatness of th 
charge, and the weakness of my powers, so justly in 
spire. A rising nation spread over a wide and fruitful : 
land, traversing all the seas with the rich productions of 
their industry, engaged in commerce with nations who i 
feel power and forget right, advancing rapidly to des- ; 
tinies beyond the reach of mortal eye; when I contem- į 
plate these transcendent objects, and see the honor, the ! 
happiness, and the hopes, of this beloved country com- 
mitted to the issue and the auspices of this day, I shrink 
from the contemplation, and humble myself before the 
magnitude of the undertaking. Utterly indeed should 
I despair, did not the presence of many whom I here 
sce remind me, that, in the other high authorities pro- | 
vided by our Constitution, I shall find resources of wis- 
dom, of virtue, and of zeal, on which to rely under all 
difficulties. To you, then, gentlemen, who are charged | 
with the sovereign functions of legislation, and to those | 
associated with you, I look with encouragement for that | 
guidance and support which may enable us to steer i 
with safety the vessel in which we are all embarked, | 
amidst the conflicting elements of a troubled world. 

During the contest of opinion through which we have f 
passed, the animation of discussions and of exertions 
has sometimes worn an aspect which might impose on į 


[i 


: cern. 


strangers unused to think freely, and to speak and to 
write what they think; but this being now decided by 
the voice of the nation, announced according to the 
rules of the Constitution, all will of course arrange them- 
selves under the will of the law, and unite in common ef- 
forts for the common good. All too will bear in mind this 
sacred principle, that though the will of the majority is 
in all cases to prevail, that will, to be rightful, must be 
reasonable; thatthe minority possess their equal rights, 
which equal law must protect, and to violate would be 
oppression. Let us then, fellow-citizens, unite with 
one heart and one mind, let us restore to social inter- 
course that harmony and affection without which, liberty, 
and even life itself, are but dreary things. And let us re- 
flect, that, having banished from our land that religious 
intolerance under which mankind so long bled and suf- 
fered, we have yet gained little, if we countenance a 
political intolerance, as despotic, as wicked, and capable 
of as bitter and bloody persecutions. During the throes 
and convulsions of the ancient world, during the agoni- 
zing spasms of infuriated man, seeking through blood 
and slaughter his long lost liberty, it was not wonder- 
ful that the agitation of the billows should reach even 
this distant and peaceful shore; that this should be 
more felt and feared by some and less by others; and 
should divide opinions as to measures of safety; but 
every difference of opinion is not a difference of prin- 
ciple. We have called by different names brethren of 
the same principle. We are all Republicans: we are 
all Federalists. If there be any among us who would 
wish to dissolve this Union, or to change its republican 
form, let them stand undisturbed as monuments of the 
safety with which error of opinion may be tolerated, 
where reason is left free to combat it. I know indeed 
that some honest men fear that a Republican Govern- 
ment cannot be strong; that this Government is not 
strong enough. But would the honest patriot, in the 
full tide of successful experiment, abandon a Govern- 
ment which has so far kept us free and firm, on the 
theoretic and visionary fear that this Government, the 
world’s best hope, may, by possibility, want energy to 
preserve itself? I trust not. I believe this, on the con- 
trary, the strongest Government on earth. I believe 
it the only one where every man, at the call of the law, 
would fly to the standard of the law, and would meet 
nvasions of the public order as his own personal con- 
Sometimes it is said that man cannot be trusted 
with the government of himself. Can he then be trusted 
with the government of others? Or have we found 
angels in the form of kings to govern him? Let his- 
tory answer this question. 

Let us then, with courage and confidence, pursue 
our own federal and republican principles; our attach- 
ment to union and representative government. Kindly 
separated by nature and a wide ocean from the exter- 
minating havoc of one quarter of the globe; too high- 
minded to endure the degradations of the others ; pos- 
sessing a chosen country, with room enough for our 
descendants to the thousandth and thousandth genera- 


| tion ; entertaining a due sense of our equal right to 
| the use of our own faculties, to the acquisitions of our own 


industry, to honor and confidence from our fellow- 
citizens, resulting not from birth, but from our actions 


| and their sense of them; enlightened by a benign re- 


ligion, professed indeed and practised in various forms, 
yet all of them inculcating honesty, truth, temperance, 
gratitude, and the love of man, acknowledging and 
adoring an overruling Providence, which, by all its 


| dispensations, proves that it delights in the happiness 


of man here, and his greater happiness hereafter; with 
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all these blessings, what more is necessary to make us i 
a happy and a prosperous people? Still one thing more, i 
fellow-citizens—a wise and frugal Government, which | 
shali restrain men from injuring one another, shall leave ‘ 
them otherwise free to regulate their own pursuits of i 
industry and improvement, and shall not take from the i 
mouth of labor the bread it has earned. This is the | 
sum of good government ; and this is necessary to close | 
the circle of our felicities. | 

About :to enter, fellow-citizens, on the exercise of | 
duties which comprehend everything dear and valu- | 
able to you, it is proper you should understand what I | 
deem the essential principles of our Government, and | 
consequently those which ought to shape its Adminis- į 
tration. I will compress them within the narrowest | 
compass they will bear, stating the general principle, ! 
but not all its limitations. Equal and exact justice to 
all men, of whatever state or persuasion, religious or | 
political : peace, commerce, and honest friendship with 
all nations, entangling alliances with none: the sup- 
port of the State Governments in all their rights, as the 
most competent administrations for our domestic con- ` 
cerns, and the surest bulwarks against anti-republican | 
tendencies: the preservation of the General Govern- 
ment in its whole Constitutional vigor, as the sheet- | 
anchor of our peace at home, and safety abroad: a 
jealous care of the right of election by the people ; a 
mild and safe corrective of abuses which are lopped by 
the sword of revolution, where peaceable remedies are 
unprovided : absolute acquiescence in the decisions of 
the majority, the vital principle of Republics, from 
which is no appeal but to force, the vital principle and 
immediate parent of despotism: a well disciplined 
militia, our best reliance in peace, and for the first mo- 
ments of war, till regulars may relieve them: the su- 
premacy of the civil over the military authority—econo- 
my in the public expense, that labor may be lightly 
burdened: the honest payment of our debts, and sacred 
preservation of the public faith : encouragement of agri- | 
culture, and of commerce as its handmaid: the diffu- | 
sion of information, and arraignment of all abuses at 
the bar of the public reason: freedom of religion, free- 
dom of the press, and freedom of person, under the pro- 
tection of the habeas corpus ; and trial by juries impar- į 
tially selected. These principles form the bright con- | 
stellation which has gone before us, and guided our | 
steps through an age of revolution and reformation. 
The wisdom of our sages, and blood of our heroes, have 
been devoted to their attainment: they should be the ; 
creed of our political faith; the text of civic instruction; | 
the touchstone by which to try the services of those we 
trust ; and should we wander from them in moments of ! 
error or of alarm, let us hasten to retrace our steps, and | 
to regain the road which alone leads to peace, liberty, ` 
and safety. 

I repair then, fellow-citizens, to the post you have 
assigned me. With experience cnough in subordinate 
offices to have seen the difficulties of this, the greatest 
of all, I have learnt to expect that it will rarely fall to | 
the lot of imperfect man to retire from this station with | 
the reputation and the favor which bring him into it. 
Without pretensions to that high confidence you re- 
posed in our first and greatest revolutionary character, 
whose pre-eminent services had entitled him to the 


first place in his country’s love, and destined for him | 


the fairest page in the volume of faithful history, I ask 


so much confidence only as may give firmness and 
effect to the legal administration of your affairs. I 
shall often go wrong through defect of judgment. When 
right, I shall often be thought wrong by- those whose 
positions will not command a view of the whole ground. 
I ask your indulgence for my own errors, which will 
never be intentional ; and your support against the er- 
rors of others, who may condemn what they would not, 
if seen in all its parts. The approbation implied by 
your suffrage is a great consolation to me for the past ; 
and my future solicitude will be, to retain the good 
opinion of those who have bestowed it in advance, to con- 
ciliate that of others by doing them all the good in my 
power, and to be instrumental to the happiness and 
freedom of all. 

Relying then on the patronage of your good will, I 
advance with obedience to the work, ready to retire 
from it whenever you become sensible how much better 
choices it is in your power to make. And may that 
Infinite Power which rules the destinies of the universe 
lead our councils to what is best, and give them a favor- 
able issue for your peace and prosperity. 


The oath of office was then administered to him 


! by the Chief Justice of the United States. After 
| which the President of the United States retired. 


The Senate then adjourned till to-morrow. 


Tuerspay, March 5. 

Wituiam HINDMAN, appointed a Senator by the 
State of Maryland, produced his credentials, and 
the oath of office was administered to him by the 
Vice PRESIDENT. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Nicnouas and BALD- 
win be a committee to wait on the President of 
the United States, and notify him that the Senate 
is assembled and ready to receive any communi- 
cations which he may be pleased to make to them. 

The Vice Presipenr communicated a letter 
from Ray Greene, a Senator from the State of 
Rhode Island. resigning his seat; which was read. 

Resolved, Thatthe Vice PresipEenT be requested 
to notify to the Executive of the State of Rhode 
sland, that Ray Greene hath resigned his seat 
in the Senate. 

Mr. Nicuotas reported, from the committee, 
that they had waited on the President of the 
United States and that he had informed the com- 
mittee that he would immediately lay a Message 
before the Senate. The Message was received. 
containing nominations to fill Executive offices; 
which, after being considered, 

Ordered, That Messrs. NrcHoLas and Batpwin 
be a committee to wait on the President of the 


: United States, and notify him. that, unless he has 


any further communication to make, the Senate 
are ready to adjourn. 
Mr. NicHouas reported, from the commiitee, 


i that they had waited on the President of the 


: United States, and that he had informed them 
i that he had no further communications to make 
: to the Senate. 

| Whereupon, the Vice Presipent adjourned the 
| Senate without day. 


PROCEEDINGS IN THE SENATE, 
IN SECRET SESSION, 
Which took place on the Ratification of the Convention with the French Republic. 


Tuespay, December 16, 1800. | 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate: 

I transmit to the Senate, for their consideration and 
decision, a convention, both in English and French, 
between the United States of America and the French 
Republic, signed at Paris, on the thirtieth day of Septem- 
ber last, by the respective Plenipotentiaries of the two 
Powers. I also transmit to the Senate, three manu- 


script volumes, containing the journal of our Envoys. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Unsirep Srates, Dec. 15, 1800. 


The Message and convention were read; and, 
after progress in reading the other papers accom- 
panying the Message, 

Ordered, That the further reading thereof be 
postponed. 


Wepnespay, December 17. 

The reading of the papers communicated with 
the Message of the President of the United States, 
of the 15th, was resumed ; and, after progress, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 


Tuurspay, December 18. 


The reading of the papers communicated with 
the Message of the President of the United States, 
of the 15th instant, was resumed, and the papers 
being read through, 7 

A motion was made, that it be 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to lay before the Senate the instructions 
given to our late Commissioners to the French Re- 
publie. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 


Fripay, December 19. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the motion, 
made yesterday, that the President of the United 
States be requested to lay before the Senate the | 
instructions given to our late Commissioners to | 
the French Republic ; which, being amended, was 
adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to lay before the Senate the 
instructions given to our late Envoys Extraordi- 
nary and Ministers Plenipotentiary to the French 
Republic. 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. 


Resolved, That Mr. Morris, Mr. Tracy, and 
Mr. Tueopore Foster, be a committee to pro- 
cure a translation of so much of the journal of 
the late Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers 
Plenipotentiary of the United States to the French 
Republic, as is communicated in the French lan- 
guage. 


Monpay, December 22. 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate: 

In conformity with your request, in your resolution 
of the 19th of this month, I transmit you the instruc- 
tions given to our late Envoys Extraordinary and Min- 
isters Plenipotentiary to the French Republic. 

It is my request to the Senate that these instructions 
may be considered in strict confidence, and returned to 
me as soon as the Senate shall have made all the use 
of them they may judge necessary. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Uxrrep States, Dec. 22, 1800. 

On motion, 

Resolved, That all confidential communications made 
by the President of the United States to the Senate, 
shall be, by the members thereof, kept inviolably secret ; 
and that all treaties which may hereafter be laid before 
the Senate, shall also be kept secret, until the Senate 
shall, by their resolution, take off the injunction of se 
crecy. 


Wepnespay, December 31. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
convention made on behalf of the United States 
with the Republic of France ; and, after progress, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 


— 


Monpay,. January 5, 1801. 

A motion was made that the following rule be 
adopted, to wit: 

Resolved, (as a standing rule,) That whenever a 
treaty shall be laid before the Senate for ratification, it 
shall be read a first time, for information only ; when 
no motion to reject, ratify, or modify, the whole, or any 
part, shall be received. 

That its second reading shall be for consideration, 
and on a subsequent day, when it shall be taken up, 
as in a Committee of the Whole, and every one shal! 
be free to move a question on any particular article, in 
this form—“ Will the Senate advise and consent to the 
ratification of this article?” or to propose amendments 
thereto, either by inserting or by leaving out words ; 
in which last case, the question shall be, “Shall the 
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words stand part of the article?” And in every of the 
said cases, the concurrence of two-thirds of the Sena-. 
tors present shall be requisite to decide affirmatively. 


And when through the whole, the proceedings shall be |- 


stated to the House, and questions be again severally 
put thereon for confirmation, or new ones proposed, 
requiring, in like manner, a concurrence of. two-thirds 
for whatever is retained or inserted. 

That. the votes so confirmed shall, by the House, or 
a committee thereof, be reduced into the form of a rati- 
fication, with or without modifications, as may have 
been decided, and-shall be proposed on a subsequent 


day, when.every one shall again be free to move amend- |. 
ments, either by inserting or leaving out words; in |. 


which last case, the question shall be, “ Shall the words 
stand part of the resolution?” And in both cases the 


affirmative, as well as on the final question to advise. 


and consent to the ratification, in the form agreed to. | 


- It was agreed that the motion should lie for 
consideration. 


Tusspay, January 6. 

The Senate resumed the motion, made yester- 
day, for an additional:rule in the consideration of 
treaties ; and the motion was agreed to, and the 
rule adopted accordingly. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the conven- 
tion made on behalf of thé United States with the 
Republic of France; 

And, the second article being under considera- 
tion, a question was moved and put, to wit: 
“ Will the Senate advise and consent to the rati- 
fication of this article?” And, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 


Tuurspay, January 8. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
convention made on behalf of the United States 
with the Republic of France ; 

And the second article having been debated, a 
question was moved thereon, to wit: “ Will the 
Senate advise and consent to. the ratification of 
this article ?” 

And the yeas and nays being taken, are as fol- 
lows—yeas 11, nays 16: 

Yeas—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, 
T. Foster, Franklin, Greene, Langdon, S. T. Mason, 
Nicholas, and Paine. 

Nays—Messrs.. Armstrong, Chipman, Dayton, D. 
Foster, Gunn, Hillhouse, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, 
Livermore, J. Mason, Morris, Read, Schureman, Tracy, 
and Wells. 


So it passed in the negative. 

And the third article being under consideration, 
a question was moved and put, “ Will the Senate 
advise and consent to the ratification of this arti- 
cle?” 

And the yeas and nays being taken, are as fol- 
lows—yeas 12, nays 15: 

Yzeas—Messrs. Armstrong, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, Franklin, Greene, Gunn, 
Langdon, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. - 


Nays—Messrs. Chipman, Dayton, D. Foster, Hill- 


6th Con.—25 


‘house, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, Livermore, J. Ma- 


son, Morris, Paine, Read, Schuren, Tracy, and 
Wells. ` ; me 
So it passed in the negative. : ; 
The Senate proceeded in the consideration of. 
the convention, so far-as to the fourteenth. article; 
and, after debate, 
Ordered, That the farther consideration thereof 
be postponed. 


Fripay, January. 9, 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


convention made on behalf of the United States: 


0 n, ; with the Republic of France. 
concurrence of two-thirds shall be requisite to carry the | 


On motion, to advise ‘and consent to the adop- 
tion of an additional article, to wit: : 

“It is further. agreed, between: the-said contracting 
parties, that nothing in this treaty: contained; shall be: 
construed or operate contrary to former and existing, 
treaties with other States or Sovereigns.” 


And, on the question, “ Will the Senate advise- 


‘and consent to the adoption of this article 2” it: 


passed unanimously in the affirmative—yeas 27; 


as follows: 

: Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
‘worth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, D. Foster,’ 
‘Franklin, Greene, 
ard, Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, S. T. Mason; J- 


Gunn, Hillhouse, Hindman; How- 


Mason, Morris, Nicholas, Paine, Read, Séhureman, 
Tracy, and Wells. i 


On motion, to advise and consent to the adop- 
tion of the following additional article, to wit: 

« The present convention shall be in full force during 
the term of ——- years, to be computed from the time 
of the exchange of the ratifications.” 

And, after debate, 

Ordered, That the farther consideration thereof 


be postponed. 


Monpay, January 12. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
convention made on behalf of the United States 
with the Republic of France; and 

The motion made on the 9th instant, being 
amended as follows: 

The present convention shall be in full force until 
two years, to be computed from the day of the signa- 
ture of the preliminary or other articles of peace, which 
shall conclude the war in which the French nation is 
now engaged, or for a term not exceeding years, 
to be computed from the time of the exchange of the 
ratifications, whichever event shall first happen. 


On the question, “ Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the adoption of this article ?” it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 25, nay 1, as 
follows: 

Yzas—Messrs, Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Bing- 
ham, Bloodworth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, 
T. Foster, D. Foster, Franklin, Greene, Hillhouse, 
Hindman, Howard, Latimer, Livermore, Morris, Ni- 

cholas, Paine, Read, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

Nay—Mr. Langdon. 
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Turspay, January 13. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
convention made on behalf of the United States 
with the Republic of France; and, 

On motion, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 

be postponed until Thursday next. 


Tuurspay, January 15. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
convention made on behalf of the United States 
with the Republic of France: Whereupon, 

The Vice Presipent reported to the House, that 
the Senate, as in a Committee of the Whole, had 
had under their consideration the convention, and 
had gone through the same, and had agreed to 
sundry. modifications, which he proceeded to state 
to the House, and again to put questions thereon, 
severally, for confirmation, as follows: 

On the question, whether the Senate would ad- 
vise and consent to the ratification of the second 
article of the convention? it passed in the nega- 
tive—yeas 10, nays 15, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Cocke, T. Foster, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, Ni- 
cholas, and Paine. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, D. 
Foster, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Livermore, J. 
Mason, Morris, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and 

ells. 


On the question, whether the Senate would ad- 
vise and consent to the ratification of the third 
article of the convention ? A motion was made to 
amend the article, by adding to the end thereof, 
these words, “or paid for.” Whereupon, 

A motion was made to amend the amendment 
i adding thereto the following words: “ And so 
‘likewise, the merchant ships and vessels which 
t have been taken, and definitively condemned on 
‘the one part and the other, shall be restored or 
© paid for.” 

On the question to agree to the amendment to 
the amendment, it passed in the negative—yeas 
8, nays 20, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. D. Foster, Hillhouse, Howard, Lati- 
mer, Livermore, Read, Tracy, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Bing- 
ham, Bloodworth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, 
T. Foster, Franklin, Langdon, Marshall, S. T. Mason, 
J. Mason, Morris, Nicholas, Paine, Ross, and Schure- 
man. 


So the amendment to the amendment was lost. 

On the question to agree to the original amend- 
ment, to wit: to add the words “or paid for;” it 
passed in the negative—yeas 7, nays 21,as follows: 

Yxeas—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Brown, Bald- 
win, Cocke, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Bloodworth, Chipman, 
Dayton, T. Foster, D. Foster, Franklin, Hillhouse, 
Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, Marshall, J. 
Mason, Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, 
and Wells. 

So the amendment was lost. 

On the question, whether the Senate would ad- 


vise and consent to the ratification of the third 
article ? it passed in the negative—yeas 13, nays 
16, as follows: f 


Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, Franklin, Greene, 
Langdon, Marshall, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, D. Fos- 
ter, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, Livermore, J. Mason, 
Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and 
Wells. 


On the question, whether the Senate would ad- 
vise and consent to the adoption of the first addi- 
tional article, agreed to as in Committee of the 
Whole, on the 9th instant? it passed unanimously, 
in the affirmative—yeas 28, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Bing- 
ham, Bloodworth, Brown, Chipinan, Cocke, Dayton, 
Ty Foster, D. Foster, Franklin, Greene, Hillhouse, 
Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, S. T. Mason, 
J. Mason, Morris, Nicholas, Paine, Read, Ross, Schure- 
man, Tracy, and Wells. 

On motion to fill the blank in the second addi- 
tional article, agreed to.as in Committee of the 
Whole, with the words, “ ten years ;” it passed in 
the negative—yeas 9, nays 19, as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Baldwin, Bloodworth, Brown, Cocke, 
T. Foster, Franklin, Langdon, S. T. Mason, and Ni- 
cholas. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Bingham, Chip- 
man, Dayton, D. Foster, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, 
Latimer, Livermore, J. Mason, Morris, Paine, Read, 
Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 


On motion to fill the blank with the words 
“eight years;” it passed unanimously in the af- 
firmative—yeas 28, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Bing- 
ham, Bloodworth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, 
T. Foster, D. Foster, Franklin, Greene, Hillhouse, 
Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, S. T. Mason, 
J. Mason, Morris, Nicholas, Paine, Read, Ross, Schure- 
man, Tracy, and Wells. 


On motion to amend the second additional ar- 
ticle, agreed to asin Committee of the Whole, by 
striking out these words, “until two years, to be 
‘computed from the day of the signature of the 
‘preliminary or other articles of peace, which shall 
‘conclude the war in which the French nation is 
‘now engaged ;” 

And, on the question, “Shall these words stand ?” 
i! passed in the negative—yeas 4, nays 23, as fol- 

ows: i 


Yras—Messrs. Livermore, Paine, Read, and Tracy. 
Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, T. Foster, 
D. Foster, Franklin, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Lang- 
don, Latimer, Marshall, S. T. Mason, J. Mason, Mor- 
ris, Nicholas, Schureman, and Wells. 
And the article having been further amended, 
by unanimous consent, to read as follows: 
“The present convention shall be in full force for 


the term of eight years, to be computed from the time 
of the exchange of the ratifications.” 


On the question, whether the Senate would ad- 
vise and consent to the said additional article, as 
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amended? it passed in the affirmative—yeas 26, 
nay 1, as: follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
worth; Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton,- T. Foster, 
D. Foster; Franklin, Greene, Hillhouse, Howard, Lang- 
don; Latimer, Marshall, S. T. Mason, J. Mason, Mor- 
ris, Nicholas, Paine, Read, Schureman, Tracy, and 


= Wells. E 


Nax—Mr.“Livernore. 

Ordered, That Mr. Morris, Mr. NicnoLas, and 
Mr. Dayton, be a committee to reduce the seve- 
ral.votes on this treaty into the form of a ratifi- 
cation. 


Monpay, January 19. ` 


‘Mr. Morais, from the committee appointed to 
reduce the several votes on the convention made 
on behalf of the United States with the Republic 
of France, into the form of a ratification, made a 
report, which was read; and ; 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 


-> TuEspay, January 20. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the report of 
the committee appointed to reduce the several 
votes on the convention made on behalf of the 
United States with the Republic of France, into 
the form of a ratification. 

On motion to amend the proviso, by inserting 
after. the. word “third,” the words “and nine- 
teenth :” 

‘It was agreed that the further consideration of 
the convention, and report thereon, be-postponed 
until to-morrow. . 

On motion, 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to communicate to the Senate 
such information, (if any such there be,) as may 
have been received respecting the convention 
with France, and may, in his opinion, be proper 
to be so communicated. 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. 


Wennespay, January 21. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate : 


In compliance with your request, signified in your 
resolution of the twentieth day of this month, I trans- 
mit you a report, made to me by the Secretary of State, 
on the same day; a letter of our late Envoys to him of 
the 4th of October last; an extract of a letter from our 
Minister Plenipotentiary in London, to him, of the 22d 
` of November last; and an extract of another letter from 
the Minister to the Secretary, of the 31st of October last. 

The reasoning in the letter of our late Envoys to 
France is so fully supported by the writers on the law 
of nations, particularly by Vattel, as well as by his 
great masters, Grotius and Puffendorf, that nothing is 
left to be desired to settle the point, that if there be a 
collision between two treaties, made with two different 
Powers, the more ancient has the advantage ; for no en- 
gagement contrary to it can be entered into in the treaty 


afterwards made; and if this last be found, in any case, 
incompatible with the more ancient one, its execution is- 
considered as impossible, because the person promising 
had not the power of acting contrary. to his antecedent 
engagement. Although our right is very clear:to-ne- 
gotiate treaties according to our own ideas of right and- 
Justice, honor and good faith, yet it must always be a 
satisfaction to know that the judgment of other nations, . 
with whom we have connexion, coincide with ours, and 
that we have no reason to apprehend that any. dis- 
agreeable questions and discussions are likely to arise. 
The letters from Mr. King will, therefore, be read by 
the Senate, with particular satisfaction. , ; 
The inconveniences to public officers, and the mis-, 
chiefs to the public, arising from the publication of the 
despatches of Ministers abroad, are so numerous, and 
so obvious, that I request of the Senate that these pa- 
pers, especially the letters from Mr. King, be considered > 


in close confidence. 
JOHN ADAMS. -. 
Unitep States, Jan. 21, 1801. : 


The Message and papers were read, and ordered 
to lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee appointed to reduce the 
several votes on the convention made on behalf of 
the United States with the Republic of France, 
into the form of a ratification, together with the’ 
motion made yesterday thereon, to wit: toamend 
the proviso, by inserting after the word “third,” 
the words “and nineteenth.” And, on the ques-- 
tion to agree to the insertion of the words, it was. 
determined in the negative—yeas 6, nays 22, as: 
follows : 

Y eas—Messrs. 
Tracy, and Wells. ; 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, T. Foster, 
D. Foster, Franklin, Greene, Howard, Langdon, Lati- 
mer, Livermore, S. T. Mason, J. Mason, Morris, Ni-- 
cholas, Paine, and Schureman. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
convention, and the report of the committee there- 
on, be postponed until Friday next. 


Bingham, Hillhouse, Read, Ross, 


Fripay, January 23. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee appointed to reduce the. 
several votes on the convention made on behalf of 
the United States with the Republic of France, 
into the form of a ratification, which report is as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (two- 
thirds of the Senators present concurring therein,) 
That they do consent to and advise the ratification of 
the convention between the French Republic and the 
United States of America, made at Paris the eighth 
day of Vendemaire, of the ninth year of the French 
Republic, the thirtieth day of September, anno Domini 
cighteen hundred: Provided, The second and third ar- 
ticles be expunged, and that the following articles be 
added or inserted: < 

Ist. It is understood that nothing in this convention 
shall be so construed as to operate contrary to any 
former and existing treaties between either of the par- 
ties and any other State or Sovereign. 
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2d. It is agreed that the present convention shall be 
in force for the term of eight years from the time of 
the. exchange of the ratifications. 


Whereupon, a motion was made to strike out 
the whole of the proviso; on which it was agreed 
to divide the question into four parts, viz: 

ist. Whether so much as ‘provides that the second 
article shall be expunged, shall stand? 

2d. Whether so. much as provides that the third’ ar- 
ticle be expunged, shall stand? 

3d. Whether that part shall stand which restrains it 
from operating against former treaties? 

4th. Whether that part shall stand which provides a 
limitation of time to its duration ? 


And, on the question on the first division, to 
wit: Whether so much as provides that the sec- 
ond article shall be expunged, shall stand? it 
passed in the negative, two-thirds of the Senators 
present not agreeing thereto—yeas 17, nays 13, as 
follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Armstrong, Bingham, Chipman, Day- 
ton, D. Foster, Hillhouse, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, 
J. Mason, Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tra- 
cy, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bloodworth, 
Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, Franklin, Greene, Langdon, 
Livermore, Marshall, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. 


And, on the question on the second division, to 
wit: Whether so much as provides that the third 
article shall be expunged, shall stand? it passed 
in the negative, two-thirds of the Senators present 
not agreeing thereto—yeas 16, nays 17, as follows: 

Yzxas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, D. Fos- 
ter, Hillhouse, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, J. Mason, 
Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and 
Wells. : 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, Franklin, Greene, 
Langdon, Livermore, Marshall, S. T. Mason, and Ni- 
cholas. 

And, on the question on the third division, to 
wit: Whether that part shall stand which restrains 
it from operating against former treaties? it passed 
in the negative, two-thirds of the Senators present 
not agreeing thereto—yeas 17, nays 13, as follows: 

Yreas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, D. Fos- 
ter, Greene, Hillhouse, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, J. 
Mason, Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, 
and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, Franklin, Langdon, 
Livermore, Marshall, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. 


And, on the question on the fourth division, to 
wit: Whether that part shall stand which pro- 
vides a limitation of time to its duration? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 24, nays 6, 
as follows: 


Yeas--Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Bingham, Blood- 
worth, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, D. Foster, Franklin, 
Greene, Hillhouse, Hindman, Howard, Langdon, Lati- 
mer, Livermore, J. Mason, Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, 
Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

Nars—Messrs. Baldwin, Brown, T. Foster, Mar- 
shall, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. . 


And, on the question to agree to the report ofi- 


the committee, as amended, it was determined in 
the negative, two-thirds of the Senators present 
not agreeing thereto—yeas 16, nays 14, as follows: 


’ Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 


worth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, T. Foster, Franklin, 
Greene, Langdon, Livermore, Marshall, S. T. Mason, 
Nicholas, and Paine. . 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, Dayton, D. Foster, Hill- 
house, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, J. Mason, Morris, 
Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 


Monpay, January 26. 
On motion, that it be 


Resolved, That, whensoever a question on the ratifi- 
cation of a treaty, with modifications, shall have been 
negatived, a question may be proposed for a simple and 
unmodified ratification. ` 


It was agreed that this motion should lie until 
to-morrow. 

On motion, to correct the Executive Journal of 
the 23d instant, (to wit, the last question on which 
the yeas and nays were called,) to read as follows: 


“And, on the question, to agree to the resolution as 
amended ;” and to add, after the yeas and nays, these 
words: “So this resolution was not agreed to; and, 
therefore, it was 

“ Resolved, That the Senate do not consent to, and 
advise the President of the United States to ratify said 
convention between the French Republic and the 
United States. 

“ Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution be- 
fore the President of the United States.” 


And it was agreed that this motion should lie 
until to-morrow. 


Tuespay, January 27, 


The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made yesterday, for an additional rule in the con- 
duct of the Executive business; and 

It was agreed that this motion, the motion made 
yesterday for correcting the Executive Journal, of 
the 23d instant, together with the convention 
made with the French Republic, should be post- 
poned to Monday next. 

On motion, that it be 

Resolved, That, when any question may have been 
decided by the Senate, in which two-thirds of the mem- 
bers present are necessary to carry the affirmative, any 
member who voted on that side.which prevailed in the 
question, may be at liberty to move for a reconsidera- 
tion: and a motion for reconsideration shall be decided 
by a majority of votes. 

And it was agreed that the consideration of this 
motion should be postponed until Monday next. 


Monpay, February 2. 

On motion, it was agreed that the consideration 
of the motion made the 27th ultimo, relative to 
the proceedings in case of treaties, be postponed 
until to-morrow. 


Touespay, February 3. 
_ The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


777 


778 


Fesrvuary, 1800. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Proceedings in Secret Session. 


SENATE. 


motion made the 26th of January last, respecting 
the proceedings in case of treaties, to wit: 

Resolved, That, whenever-a question on the ratifica- 
tion of a treaty, with modifications, shall have been 
negatived, a question may be proposed for a simple and 
unmodified ratification. 

And it was agreed to postpone the consideration 
thereof, and to adopt the following rule: 


Resolved, That. when any question. may have. been 


decided. by the Senate, in which two-thirds of the mem- 


bers present are necessary to carry the affirmative, any 
member who. voted. on: that side which. prevailed in the 
question, may be at liberty to move for a reconsidera- 


tion; and a motion for reconsideration shall be decided 


by a majority of votes., . 

On: motion, it was agreed to reconsider the vote 
passed the 23d of January, on the report of the 
committee appointed to reduce the several votes 
on the convention made on behalf of the United 


States with the French Republic, into the form of 


a ratification. : 
_On motion, it was agreed to reconsider the first 
division of the report, to wit: 


“ Whether so much as provides that the second ar- 


ticle shall be expunged, shall stand?” 2 


And,.on the question to agree to this part of 


the report, it, passed in the affirmative—yeas 30, 
nay. 1,.as follows: 

. Ygas-——Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Bing- 
ham, Bloodworth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, 
T. Foster, D. Foster, Franklin, Greene, Gunn, Hil- 
house, Hindman, Howard, Langdon, Latimer, Liver- 
more, S. T. Mason, J. Mason, Morris, Nicholas, Paine, 
_ Read, Ross, Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 
Nay—Mr. Marshall. 

On motion, it was agreed to reconsider the vote 


‘of the 23d of January, on the second division of 


the report, to wit: 
« Whether so much as provides that the third article 
‘shall be expunged, shall stand?” 


And, on the question to agree thereto, it passed 
in the negative, two-thirds of the Senators present 
not agreeing thereto—yeas 18, nays 13, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bingham, Chipman, Dayton, D. Fos- 
> ter, Greene, Hillhouse, Hindman, Howard, Latimer, 
Livermore, J. Mason, Morris, Paine, Read, Ross, 
Schureman, Tracy, and Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Cocke, T. Foster, Franklin, Gunn, Lang- 
don, Marshall, S. T. Mason, and Nicholas. 


On the question to agree to the ratification, as 
follows : 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (two- 
thirds of the Senators present concurring therein,) That 
they do consent to, and advise the ratification of the 
convention between the French Republic and the Uni- 
ted States of. America, made at Paris, the eighth day 
of Vendemaire, of the ninth year of the French Re- 
public, the thirtieth day of September, anno Domini, 
eighteen hundred : Provided, The second article be ex- 
punged, and that the following article be added or in- 
serted: 

It is agreed, that the present convention shall be in 
force for the term of eight years, from the time of the 
exchange of the ratifications. 


It passed in the affirmative—yeas 22, nays 9, 
as follows: . 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Armstrong, Baldwin, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, T. Foster, 
Franklin, Greene, Gunn, Hindman, Howard; Langdon, 
Latimer, Livermore, Marshall, S. T. Mason, Nicholas, 
Paine, and Schureman. 

Nays—Messrs. Bingham, D. Foster, Hillhouse, J. 
Mason, Morris, Read, Ross, Tracy, and Wells. 


Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. 


Frivay, February 20. 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 
Gentlemen of the Senate : 


I request of the Senate, that the letter and journal 
of our late Envoys to France, and the copy of their 
instructions, and other documents relative to that ne- 
gotiation, may be returned to me, or to the office of State. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unirep Srates, Feb. 20, 1801. 

The Message was read: Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the papers specified in the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, of this 
day, be returned to him. [See Appendix.] 


PROCEEDINGS IN THE SENATE, ` 
On the ratification of the Treaty with Prussia. 


Fripay, December 6, 1799. 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED States: 
Gentlemen of the Senate: 


I lay before you, for your consideration, a. Treaty. of 
Amity and Commerce between the United States and 
the King of Prussia, signed by their Ministers, on the 


eleventh of July last. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Unitep States, Dec. 6, 1799. ` 


Ordered, That they lie for consideration, and 
that the treaty be printed for the use of the Senate. 


Monpay, December 9. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the treaty, made on behalf of the United States, 
with his Majesty, the King of Prussia. 

On motion, 

Ordered, That it be referred to Mr. Bincuam, 
Mr. Dexter, Mr. Watson, Mr. Reap, and Mr. 
GoopuUvE, to consider and report thereon to the 
Senate. 


Tuespay, January 28, 1800. 

Mr. Bineuaw, from the committee to whom 
was referred the consideration of the treaty made 
on behalf of the United States with the King of 
Prussia, reported that the Senate do advise and 
consent to the ratification thereof. 
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Toespay, February 4. 


| Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolu- 


The Senate proceeded to consider the report of | tion before the President of the United States. 


.the conimittee on the treaty made on behalf of 
_the United States with the Kiog of Prussia; and, 
after progress, 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed until Monday next. 


` Monpay, February 10. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was referred 
the treaty made on behalf of the United States 
with the King of Prussia; and, after debate, 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed until to-morrow. 

A motion was made, that it be 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to lay before the Senate the instructions 
given to our Minister at the Court of Berlin, respect- 
ing the negotiation of the late treaty with Prussia. 


And, after debate, the Senate adjourned. 


Wepnespay, February 12. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the | 


report of the committee on the treaty made on 


behalf of the.United States with the King of Prus- | 


sia, together with. the motion made thereon, on 
the 10th instant; and, having amended the mo- 
tion, it was adopted; and, on motion to agree to 
the motion, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 25, 
nays 7, as follows: 

Yzuas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bingham, Blood- 
worth, Brown, Chipman, Cocke, Dexter, Franklin, 
Greene, Gunn, Langdon, Latimer, Livermore, Marshall, 
Mason, Nicholas, Paine, Pinckney, Read, Ross, Schure- 
man, Tracy, Watson, and Wells. 

Nays—Messrs. Dayton, Foster, Goodhue, Hillhouse, 
Howard, Laurance, and Lloyd. 


So it was Resolved, That the President of the 
United States be requested to lay before the Sen- 
ate, the instructions given to our Minister at the 
Court of Berlin, with the correspondence respect 
ing the negotiation of the late treaty with Prussia. 


Monpay, February 17. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

Gentlemen of the Senate: 

I now lay before you the instructions given to our 
| Minister at the Court of Berlin, with the correspond- 
| ence respecting the negotiation of the treaty with 
[eens according to your request of the 12th of this 


month. . 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Uxıren Srares, Feb. 17, 1800. 
The Message and papers accompanying it were 
read. [See Appendix. ] 


Tuespay, February, 18. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
| report of the committee on the treaty made on 
| behalf of the United States with the King of 
Prussia ; 

And, on the question to adopt the same, it was 
| determined in the affirmative—yeas 26, nays 6, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bingham, Bloodworth, 
| Chipman, Cocke, Dayton, Dexter, Foster, Franklin, 

Goodhue, Greene, Gunn, Hillhouse, Howard, Latimer, 
Laurance, Livermore, Lloyd, Marshall, Paine, Read, 
Ross, Schureman, Tracy, Watson, and Wells. 

Naxs—Messrs. Baldwin, Brown, Langdon, Mason, 
Nicholas, and Pinckney. 

So it was Resolved, (two-thirds of the Senators 
concurring therein,) That the Senate do consent 
to, and advise the President of the United States 
to ratify the Treaty of Amity and Commerce be- 
| tween His Majesty, the King of Prussia, and the 
| United States of America, concluded at Berlin, 
| the eleventh day of July, one thousand seven hun- 
| dred and ninety-nine. 
| Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 
| before the President of the United States. 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 
“HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE SECOND SESSION OF THE SIXTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 
WASHINGTON, MONDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 1800. 


Monpay, November 17, 1800. | been usual, in the case of a new House, to swear 
This being the day appointed by law for the į the members before the choice of a Speaker ? 
commencement of the second session of the sixth | The Sreaxenr replied that it had not. 
Congress, the following members of the House of Mr. Nicnouas said, that though, on first thought, 
Representatives appeared, and took their seats in he was favorable to administering the oath at the 
the House, to. wit: present time, yet this precedent inclined him to 


From New. Hampshire—Apisu. Foster, and | think such a step improper. . 
JONATHAN. FREEMAN. | The Speaker waived the question. N 
From Massachusetts— WILLIAM SHEPARD, Jno. | . The members present not being sufficient to 
Reep, Jossea B. Vansum, THeopore Sene- | form a quorum, the Speaker adjourned the body 
wick, (Speaker,) Perte Wapsworrs, Sias Les, | till to-morrow. 
and LemueL WILLIAMS. 
From Connecticut—Joun DAVENPORT. 
From New York—Joun Suits, Paie Van} Several other members, to wit: from Connec- 
Cortianot, Jonas Piatt, Henry GLEN, JOEN | ticut, Evizur Gooprica, Wiliam Epmonp, and 
Tuompson, and Turoporvs BaiLey. Rocer Griswoip; from New York, WILLIAM 
From Pennsylvania—Micuasx Leip, RICHARD | Cooper and Lucas Exmenporr; from New Jer- 
Tuomas, Josera Heister, RoserT Brown, Pe- | sey, James H. IMLAY and FRANKLIN Davenport; 
TER Muntenserc, Henry Woops, and Jonn | from Pensylvania, Ropert Waun; from Mary- 
SMILIE. | land, SaMuEL Smitu; from Virginia, HENRY 
From Maryland—Georce Dent, Geo. BAER, | Lee, Tuomas Evans, and Joun Trice; from 
Wituiam Craik, GasrieL Curistiz, Jonn C. | North Carolina, Ricnaro Doses Spaicnt, and 
Tuomas, and Joseren H. Nicuoison. ! Josepa Dickson; and from Georgia, BENJAMIN 
From Virginia—Lxven Powe t, Jonn Nicuo- | Tariarerro: appeared and took their seats in the 
Las, Rosert Pace, Jonn Dawson, ANTHONY | House. 
New, Grorer Jackson, and Davin Hotes. | Anda quorum, consisting of a majority of the 
From North Carolina—NartuanieL Macon, | whole number, being present, 


Turspay, November 18. 


Ricnarp Sranrorp, and WILLIS ALSTON. The oath to support the Constitution of the 
From South Carolina—Tuomas SUMTER, and | United States, as prescribed by the act, entitled 
Bensamin Hucer. | “An act to regulate the time-and manner of ad- 


From Tennessee—Wit.iam C. C. CLAIBORNE. | ministering certain oaths,” was administered by 
A new member, to wit: Jonn C. Smiru, re- | the SPEAKER to Jonn C. Surry, a new member, 
turned to serve as a member of this House, from | who appeared and took his seat in the House yes- 
the State of Connecticut, in the room of Jona- | terday. 
than Brace, who has resigned his seat, appeared Ordered, That a message be sent to the Senate 
and produced his credentials. to inform them that a quorum of this House is as- 
The Speaker observed that it had heretofore | sembled, and ready to proceed to business; and 
been the invariable practice of the House to ad- | that the Clerk of this House do go with said mes- 
mit new members to take their seats previously | sage. 
to being sworn, though the Constitution directed Ordered, That a Committee of Commerce and 
directly the reverse. As there was a new mem- Manufactures be appointed, pursuant to the stand- 
ber present, he suggested the propriety of admin- | ing rules and orders of the House. 
istering the oath to him before he took his seat. ‘And a committee was appointed, consisting of 
Mr. Macon thought such a step premature. He | Mr. SAMUEL Smir, Mr. Warn, Mr. FRANKLIN 
was of opinion that no inconvenience would arise | Davenport, Mr. Hucer, Mr. Parker, Mr. Evizur 
from delaying to administer the oath until a House | Goopricn, and Mr. Silas Les. 
was formed, and he thought great caution should Ordered, That a Committee of Elections be ap- 
attend an Innovation opposed to all precedent. pointed, pursuant to the standing rules and orders 
Mr. Nictouas asked, whether it had heretofore | of the House. 
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And a committee was appointed, consistiñg of 


Mr. Dent, Mr. LemueL Witiiams, Mr. EDMOND, 


Mr. Musuensgerg, Mr. Evans, Mr. Dickson, and 
» Mr. CLAIBORNE. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House cause 
the members to be furnished, during the present 
session, with three newspapers, such as the mem- 
bers, respectively, shall choose, to be delivered at 
their lodgings. 


Woponespay, November 19. 


Several other members, to wit: from Vermont, 
Lewis R. Morris, and from Virginia, Josian 


Parker and Joun RANDOLPH, appeared and took. 


their seats in the House. 

There being no quorum in the Senate, the 
House adjourned until to-morrow morning, eleven 
o’clock. 


Tuurspay, November 20. 

. Two other members, to wit: from Virginia 
Asram Triage, and from Pennsylvania, ANDREW 
GREGG, appeared and took their seats in the 
House. oan 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House have 
leave to be absent from the service of the House 
for three weeks. 

Resolved, That a Standing Committee of Ways 
and Means be appointed, whose duty it shall be 
to take into consideration all such reports of the 
Treasury Department, and all such propositions 
relative to the revenue, as may be referred to them 
by the House; to inquire into the state of public 
debt; of the revenue, and of the expenditures; and 
to report, from time, to time their opinion thereon. 

. Ordered, That Mr. Griswoip, Mr. POWELL, 
Mr. Bartisrr, Mr. Nicwouas, Mr. Imuay, Mr. 
Nicuouson, Mr. Tariarerro, Mr. Woop, and Mr. 
Smug, be appointed a committee, pursuant to the 
said resolution. 

Ordered, That a Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business be appointed, pursuant to the 
standing rules and orders of the House; 

And a committee was appointed, of Mr. PLATT, 
Mr. Evans, and Mr, ALSTON. 

Ordered, That a Committee of Claims be ap- 
pointed, pursuant to the standing rules and orders 
of the House; 

And a committee was appointed, of Mr. Macon, 
Mr. Jons C. Surry, Mr. Morris, Mr. Jonn Coew 
Tuomas, Mr. Grece, Mr. Hotmes, and Mr. BART- 
LETT. 

And then the House adjourned until to-mor- 
row morning, eleven o’clock. 


Fripay, November 21. 


Several other members, 10 wit: from Massa- 
chusetts, Georce THatrcurr; from New Jersey, 
Jonn Conpit, Aaron KITCHELL, and James 
Lywn; from Pennsylvania, Jonn A. Hanna; and 
from South Carolina, Ropert Goopior HARPER; 
appeared and took their seats in the House. 

:. The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from Thomas Claxton, the Doorkeeper, stating 


that certain expenditures will be requisite, and 
further assistance necessary to be allowed, the bet- 
ter to enable him to fulfil the duties of his station; 
which was read, and ordered to be referred to Mr. 
Nicuouson, Mr. Poweun, and Mr. Cooper. 

` A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and ready 
to proceed to business, and that, in the absence of 
the Vice Presipenr, they have elected the Hon. 
Joun Howard President of the Senate, pro tem- 

ore. oe 

Resolved, That Mr. Griswoip, Mr. SAMUEL 
Smita, and Mr. Craik, be a committee, on the 
part of this House, jointly, with such committee 
as may be appointed on the part of the Senate, to 
wait on the President of the United States, and 
notify him that a quorum of the two Houses is 
assembled, and ready to receive any communica- 
tions he may think proper to make to them. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do ac- 
quaint the Senate therewith. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have appointed a committee joint- 
ly, with the committee appointed by this House, 
to wait on the President of the United States, and 
notify him that a quorum of the two Houses is 
assembled, and ready to receive any communica- 
tions he may think proper to make to them. 

Mr. A. Foster made a motion for the appoint- 
ment of two Chaplains of different religious de- 
nominations, one to be appointed by each House, 
to interchange weekly; which was agreed to. 

It was afterwards moved by Mr. THATCHER, 
and agreed to by the House, to strike out those 
parts of the motion which prescribed that the 
Chaplains should be of different denominations, 
and should interchange weekly. 

Mr. Griswotp, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed to wait on the President of the United 
States, and notify him that a quorum of the two 
Houses is assembled, and ready to receive any 
communications he may think proper to make to 
them, reported that the committee had performed 
that service, and that the President signified to 
them he would make a communication to both 
Houses to-morrow at twelve o’clock, in the Sen- 
ate Chamber. l 

Mr. NiıcHoLson, from the committee to whom 
was this day referred the letter of Thomas Clax- 
ton, Doorkeeper of the House, made a report; 
which was read and considered: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That Thomas Claxton be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to employ one additional assis- 
tant, and two horses, for the purpose of perform- 
ing such services as are usually required of the 
Doorkeeper to the House of Representatives; and 
that the sum of twenty-eight dollars be allowed 
him weekly, for that purpose, during the session, 
and for twenty days afterwards. ; 

Resolved, That the said Thomas Claxton be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to cause to be erected 
a shelter for the purpose of protecting from thé 
weather, the fire-wood that may be required by 
the two Houses of Congress; and that he be paid 
therefor out of the fund appropriated for the con- 
tingent expenses of the House. 
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`- AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. | 


PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED States to both Houses 


Mr. Nicwotas observed that he had submitted, | of Congress, in the Senate Chamber. [See Sen- 


during the last session. certain propositions. to 
amend the Constitution, as far as it related to 
the choice of Electors of President and Vice Presi- 
dent, and to the election of members of the House 
of Representatives: but having found that they 
tlashed with the opinions of many members, and 
not having then maturely considered them him- 
‘self, he thought it best at that time to waive a 
conclusive consideration of them. Deeming the 
object of great importance, and considering the 
present a fit time to discuss it, he offered two 
amendments, which he wished to lie on the table 
for consideration—as follows: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States, two-thirds of both Houses concur- 
ring, That the following articles be proposed to. the 
Legislatures. of the United States, as amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States: 

1. That, after the third day of March, in the year 
one thousand eight hundred and one, the choice of 
Electors of President and Vice President shall be made 
by dividing each State into a number of districts, equal 
to the number of Electors to be chosen in such State, 
and by the persons in each of those districts who shall 
have the qualifications requisite for Electors of the most 
numerous branch of the Legislature of such State, choos- 
ing one Elector, in the manner which the Legislature 
thereof shall prescribe. 

2. That the election of Representatives to Congress, 
who are to serve after the third day of March, in the 
year one thousand eight hundred and three, shall be 
by dividing each State into a number of districts equal 
to the number of Representatives to which such State 
shall be entitled, and by the people within each of 
those districts who shall have the qualifications requisite 
for Electors of the most numerous branch of the Legis- 
lature of such State choosing one Representative, in the 
manner which the Legislature thereof shall prescribe. 


Mr. Harrer was of opinion that the necessary 
propositions on this subject would require more 
detail than those just moved; he therefore moved 
their reference to a select committee. 

Ordered, That the said motion be referred to 
Mr. Nicnouas, Mr. Harper, Mr. Macon, Mr. 
Griswocp, and Mr. Evans. 


Satrurpay, November 22. 


Two other members, to wit: from North Caro- 
lina, AncHipaLD Henperson; and from Virginia, 
Epwin Gray; appeared and took their seats in 
the House. 

PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that the Senate are nowready,in the SenateCham- 
ber, to attend this House in receiving the commu- 
nication from the President of the United States, 
agreeably to his notification to both Houses yes- 
terday. i 

Mr. Speaker, attended by the members of this 
House, then. withdrew to the Senate Chamber, 
fòr the purpose stated in the Senate’s message; 
and, being returned, Mr. SPEAKER laid before the 
House a copy of the Speech delivered by the 


ate proceedings of this date, ante, page 723.] t 

Ordered, That the said Speech be committed to 
a Committée of the whole House immediately. 

The House, accordingly, resolved itself into the 
said Committee; and, after some timespenttherein, 
Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair, and Mr. Harper 
reported that the Committee had had the said 
Speech under consideration, and come toa resolu- 
tion thereupon; which was twice read, and agreed 
to by the House, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee that 
a respectful Address ought to be presented by the House 
of Representatives to the President of the United States, 
in answer to his Speech to both Houses of Congress, at 
the commencement of the present session, containing 
assurances that this House will duly attend to the im- 
portant objects recommended by him to their consid- 
eration. 

Ordered, That Mr. Griswoup, Mr. Macon, Mr. 
Craik, Mr. Henperson, and Mr. NicHotas, be 
appointed a committee to prepare an Address, pur- 
suant to the said resolution. 

Ordered, That the Speech of the President of 
the United States be committed to the Committee 
of the whole House on the state of the Union. 

And then the House adjourned. 


Monpay, November 24. 


Several other members, to wit: from Massachu- 
setts, Harrison G. Oris, and Pranven BISHOP; 
from Virginia, Mattaew Cuay; and from North. 
Carolina, Davin Stone; appeared and took their 
seats in the House. 

Wituam M‘Mitvan, returned to serveas a Rep- 
resentative for the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the Ohio, in the room of William 
Henry Harrison, who has resigned his seat, ap- 
peared, produced his credentials, was qualified, and 
took his seat in the House. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury ; which was read, 
and is as follows: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, Nov. 22, 1800. 

Sm: I deem it proper, through you, to inform the 
House of Representatives, that I have obtained the per- 
mision of the President of the United States to resign 
the office of Secretary of the Treasury, at the close of 
the present year. 

Iindulge a hope that I may, without presumption, de- 
clare, that the different offices with which I have been 
entrusted since the establishment of this Department, 
have been executed according to my best skill and judg- 
ment, with a conscientious regard to the rights of the 
public and of individuals, and under an impressive sense 
of responsibility to the Government. In conformity 
with these professions, I now freely submit the whole 
of my conduct to any investigation which the House of 
Representatives may be pleased to institute. 

I cannot omit this only opportunity which may ever 
be afforded, of expressing the sincere sentiments of grat- 
itude which I now feel and shall ever cultivate, for the 
many proofs of confidence and indulgence which I have 
experienced in the course of my official communications 
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` with the Legislature ; at the same time I request, that, 
if the liberty I have now taken to invite their attention 
to a matter of personal concern, should be deemed in 
any degree unsuitable, the error may be attributed ‘to 
ajust and a reasonable desire, that my conduct may, on 
proper evidence, appear to have deserved their appro- 
bation. 

I have the honor to be, with perfect esteem and def- 
erence, sir, your most obedient servant, 

OLIVER WOLCOTT. 
Hon. Tazonors Sepewicx, _ 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Ordered, That the said letter do lie on the table. 


Tourspay, November 25. 

Another member, to wit: Joun Wixxes KIT- 
TERA, from Pennsylvania, appeared, was qualified, 
and took his seat in the House. 

A new member, to wit: Narsan Reap, return- 
ed to serve as a member of this House from the 
State of Massachusetts, in the room of Samuel 
Sewall, who has resigned his seat, appeared, pro- 
duced his credentials, and took his seat in the 
House. 

Mr. Griswotp, from the committee appointed 
to prepare an Address in answer to the Speech 
of the President of the United States to both 
Houses of Congress, made a report; which was 
read, and ordered to be committed to a Committee 
of the whole House to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. NicHotson, 

Resolved, That provision ought to be made by 
law for extending the privilege of franking to the 
Delegate, for the time being, from the Territory 
of the United States Northwest of the Ohio, and 
for making the same compensation to him, for his 
attendance, that is allowed to the members of the 
House of Representatives of the United States. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolution; and that Mr. Nicn- 
oLson, Mr. Parker, and Mr. THATCHER, do pre- 
pare and bring in the same. 

The Speaker laid before the House a congrat- 
ulatory letter from sundry inhabitants of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, on the first assemblage of Con- 
gressat the permanent seat of Government; which 
was read, and ordered to be referred to Mr. Jonn 
Cuew Tuomas, Mr. Evans, and Mr. Craix. 


THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. Oris observed that a letter had been receiv- 
ed from the Secretary of the Treasury announcing 
his intention to resign at the termination of the 
present year, on which the House had taken no 
order. Holding a high and responsible office, it 
appeared the wish of the Secretary, before he re- 
tired into private life, to court an examination into 
the manner in which he had discharged the duties 
by law assigned him. In his opinion, the highest 
reward, which a faithful discharge of duty could 
receive was the approbation of those whose province 
it was to superintend the management of the pub- 
lic treasure; and believing, as he did, that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury had discharged his official 
duties with ability and integrity, he was persuaded, 
that on inquiry, the House would not hesitate to 


say so. He wished the letter to be referred at pre- 
sent to a select committee, and promised in the 
course of a few days to offer to the House such 
instructions as might guide them in the inquiry 
which they might deem advisable to make. He 
forbore to state what those instructions would be, 
as he had not yet made up his mind on the subject. 
He concluded with moving a reference to a select 
committee. 

Mr. Nicwouas had no objection whatever to be- 
stowing on a meritorious officer the approbation 
of the House, and he was disposed to consider the 
Secretary of the Treasury as of that character. 
But he was opposed to the precipitancy of the mea- 
sure proposed. Even the gentleman, with whom 
it originated, had not digested in his own mind, 
the subject, nor had he proposed any specific mode 
of inquiry. He thought this ought to be done pre- 
viously to a reference. 

Mr. Oris said, that before he stated the manner 
in which it would beadvisable to make the inquiry, 
he wished to consult precedents, which he had not 
had time to do. In the mean time, he thought it 
best to refer the letter generally. The Secretary 
hada claim on the earliest attention of the House, 
in case any inquiry was deemed proper. 

Mr. GriswoLp hoped that an immediate refer- 
ence would obtain. Thecommittee,on examining 
the nature of the subject, may report the proper 
mode of procedure. If it be understood that, on 
the retirement of every Secretary of the Treasury 
from office, an inquiry is to be made into his offi- 
cial conduct, it will operate as a general stimulus 
to the faithful discharge of duty. - As to the na- 
ture of the instructions to be given to the commit- 
tee, it will be time enough to discuss them when 


offered. 


Mr. Nicwotas would not ask the mover of the 
reference what mode he meant to pursue, because 
he had informed the House that he didnot know; 
but he would ask the gentleman, who had just spo- 
ken, what his views were, as on the line pursued 
depended altogether the propriety of the measure. 
Until the objects of inquiry were declared, and the 
mode of procedure designated; he was averse to ta- 
king any steps; for on these essentially depended 
the eligibility of the measure. It was notorious 
that the duties of the Secretary of the Treasury 
were so extensive and complicated, that a general 
inquiry into them all would not be in the power of 
a large deliberative body. And unless the greatest 
care were taken, the proposed examination might 
result in a disregard of those points which required 
attention, and a notice of those which required no 
investigation at all. Thus, under the name of an 
inquiry, nothing but the form of an investigation 
would be effected. 

Mr. H. Lee thought it would bean act of injus- 
tice to the character of the Secretary, and an act 
of injustice to the country at large, to withhold an 
agreement to the proposition made by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. It was known to the 
whole world that the most fictitious charges had 
resounded from one end of the Union to the other. 
Believing them to be groundless, in his opinion 
the honor of the country called for an investigation, 
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If the charges should be sustained, the Secretary | unite our wishes with yours, that this Territory may be 
ought to receive the censure of the House; but if | the residence of happiness and virtue. 

they should be demonstrated to be false, we owed Nor can we, on this occasion, omit to express a hope, 
him our approbation. While he considered him | that the spirit which animated the great founder of this 
as combining ability, integrity and honor.he would | City, may descend to future generations, and that the 
give-him his support; and he would do all in his wisdom, magnanimity, and steadiness, which marked 


power to wipe off the suspicions which, in- some the events of his public life, may be imitated in all suc- 
> 


abe A DEN ceeding ages. : 
minds, had attached to his character. A consideration of those powers which have heen vested 


The question: was then taken on the reference, | in Congress over the District of Columbia will not escape 
and carr ted in the affirmative, and a committee of | oy, attention ; nor shall we forget that, in exercising 
seven appointed viz: Mr. Oris, Mr. NICHOLAS, | these powers, a regard must be had to those events 
Mr. Griswotp, Mr. NICHOLSON, Mr. Warn, Mr. | which will necessarily attend the Capital of America. 
Srong,and Mr. CRAIK. _ n The cheerfulness and regularity with which the offi- 

‘The House then went into a Committee of the | cers and soldiers of the Temporary Army have return- 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Morris in | ed to the condition of private citizens, is a testimony clear 
the Chair. .The. President’s Speech being read | and conclusive of the purity of those motives which in- 
by paragraphs, a motion was made to refer a par- | duced them to engage in the public service; and will 
ticular part thereof to a committee, and was car- | remain a proof, on all future occasions, that an army 
ried; but on the suggestion of Mr. Oris that it was | of soldiers drawn from the citizens of our country, de- 
unusual to act on the several parts of the Speech, ; Serve our confidence and respect. 
before agreeing to an answer, the Committee rose. | ,_ No subject can be more important than that of the Ju- 

The House being resumed, Mr. H. Les, after | ‘iciary, which you have again recommended to our con- 
some prefatory remarke, moved the appointment sideration, and it shall receive our early and deliberate 


Sees , ttention. 
of a committee to report such measures as it ma 2 arn ? . 
be proper to adopt we carry into effect the seine The Constitution of the United States having confid- 


: : i d ou i otiations to th 
tions passed last session commemorative of the ed the management of our -foreign negotiations . 


litical ; fG wW $ control of the Executive power, we cheerfully submit 
political services of GEORGE WASHINGTON, tO Te- | to its decisions on this important subject. And in re- 


port by bill or otherwise. Ordered to lie on the | spect to the negotiations now pending with France, we 
table, | sincerely hope that the final result may prove as fortu- 
| nate to our country as the most ardent mind can wish. 
| So long as a predatory war is carried on against our 

commerce, we should sacrifice the interests and disap- 


WEDNESDAY, November 26. 


point the expectations of our constituents, should we, 
for a moment, relax that system of maritime defence, 
which has resulted in such beneficial effects. At 
this period, it is confidently believed that few persons 
can be found within the United States, who do not ad- 
mit that a Navy, well organized, must constitute the 
natural and efficient defence of this country against 


_A new member, to wit: Lirrteron W. Taze- 
all foreign hostility. 
| 


WELL, returned to serve as a member of the House 
for the State of Virginia, in the room of John 
Marshall, who has resigned his seat, appeared, 
produced his credentials, was qualified, and took 
his seat in the House. 

A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that they had agreed to the reso- 
lution for appointing Chaplains, with an amend- 
ment, directing that the Chaplains should be of 
different denominations; in which amendment the- 
House concurred—yeas 36, nays 34. 


The progress which has been made in the manufacture 
of arms, leaves no doubt that the public patronage has 
already placed this country beyond all necessary depend- 
ence on foreign markets for an article so indispensable 
; A ; for defence ; and gives us assurances that, under the 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee of Revisal and | encouragement which Government will continue to ex- 
Unfinished Business, to whom it was referred to | tend to this important object, we shall soon rival foreign 
examine the Journals of the last session of Con- | countries, not only in the number, but in the quality 
gress, and report therefrom all such matters of | of arms completed from our own manufactories. 


business as were then depending and undeter-} Few events could have been more pleasing to our 
mined, made a report, in part; which was read, | constituents, than that great and rapid increase of reve- 
and ordered to lie on the table. nue which has arisen from permanent taxes. Whilst 
this event. explains the great and increasing resources of 

ADDRESS TO THE.PRESIDENT. our country, it carries along with it a proof which can- 


The House went into a Committee of the Whole | not be resisted, that those measures of maritime defence 
on the reply to the President’s Speech, which | which were calculated to meet our enemy upon the 
wasread by paragraphs, and reported to the House | ocean, and which have produced such extensive protec- 
without any amendments, as follows: tion to our commerce, were founded in wisdom and pol- 

‘ z icy. The mind must, in our opinion, be insensible to 
To Joan Avans, President of the United States : the plainest truths, which cannot discern the elevated 

Sır: The House of Representatives have received | ground on which this policy has placed our country. 
with great respect the communication which you have | That national spirit, which alone could vindicate our 
been pleased to make to the two Houses of Congress, | common rights, has been roused, and those latent en- 
at the commencment of the present session. ergies, which had not been fully known, were unfolded 

The final establishment of the Seat of National Gov- | and brought into view, and our fellow-citizens were pre- 
ernment which has now taken place within the District | pared to meet every event which national honor or na- 
of Columbia, is an event of no small importance in the | tional securiy could render necessary. Nor have its ef- 
political transactions of our country: and we cordially | fects been much less important in other respects. 
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Whilst many of the nations of the earth have been 
impoverished and depopulated by internal commotions 
and national contests, our internal peace has not been 
materially impaired; our commerce has extended, un- 
der the protection of our infant Navy, to every part of 
the globe ; wealth has flowed without intermission into 
our seaports, and the labors of the husbandman have 
been rewarded by a ready market for the productions 
of the soil. 

Be assured, sir, that the various and important sub- 
jects recommended to our consideration, shall receive 
our early and deliberate attention; and, confident of 
your co-operation in every measure which may be cal- 
culated to promote the general interests, we shall en- 
deavor, on our part, to testify, by our industry and de- 
spateh, the zeal and sincerity with which we regard the 
public good. 


The report of the Committee was immediately 
taken up, and, on the question to agree to the 
Address, 

Mr. Nicnoras rose and observed that he regret- 
ted the introduction of political matter, calculated 
to produce discord and division. He was averse 
to the House spending time in propounding politi- 
cal theories, as no good, but much mischief, might 
flow from such a procedure. Had no other topics 
or sentiments been alluded to than those contain- 
ed inthe President’s Speech, there would have 
been much less division in the House than was 
to be expected from the insertion of extraneous 
ideas. He had no intention, however, to enter in- 
to a detail of the objections he entertained to the 
Address. For the reasons he had assigned, and 
others which he felt, he thought the style of the 
Address not only unnecessary, but worse than 
useless. He concluded by desiring the yeas and 
nays to be taken. 

The question being taken, was carried in the 
affirmative—yeas 36, nays 32, as follows: 

Yxuas—Bailey Bartlett, William Cooper, Wm. Craik, 
John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, George Dent, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 


CREDENTIALS OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. Dent, from the Committee of Elections, to 
whom were referred the certificates and other 
credentials of the members returned to serve in 
this House, made a report, in part, which was 
read, as follows: 


“That they have examined the credentials of several 
members, claiming seats in this House, in consequence 
of resignations which have taken place, and find that, 
by the certificate of the Governor of Massachusetts, 
dated the eleventh day of November, eighteen hundred, 
under the seal of the State, Nathan Read, (of Danvers,) 
is duly elected, in the place of Samuel Sewall; that by 
the certificate of the Governor of Connecticut, bearing 
date twentieth day of October, eighteen hundred, with 
the seal of the State annexed, John Cotton Smith is 
duly elected, in the place of Jonathan Brace; and that, 
by the certificate of the Deputy Sheriff of Henrico, the 
Sheriff of Hanover, the Sheriff of New Kent, the Deputy 
Sheriff of Charles City, and the Sheriff of James City 
counties, composing one entire district in the Common- 
wealth of Virginia, under their respective seals, Lyttle- 
ton Waller Tazewell is duly elected, in the place of 
John Marshall. 

“The committee also find, by an authenticated cer- 
tificate, signed by the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and the President of the Legislative Council 
of the Territory Northwest of the river Ohio, dated the 
seventh day of November, eighteen hundred, that Wil- 
liam McMillan is duly elected to represent the said Terri- 
tory, in the place of William Henry Harrison. 

«Whereupon, the committee are of opinion that 
Nathan Read, (of Danvers,) John Cotton Smith, and 
Lyttleton Waller Tazewell, are entitled to take their seats 
in the House, in the place of Samuel Sewall, Jonathan 
Brace, and John Marshall, who have resigned; and 
that William McMillan is entitled to take his seat there- 
in, with the right of debating, but not of voting 
in the place of William Henry Harrison, who has 
resigned.” 


Ordered, That the said report do lie on the 
table. 
On motion it was Resolved, That a committee 


Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Elizur Goodrich, Roger | be appointed to inquire whether any, and what, 


Griswold, Archibald Henderson, Benjamin Huger, Jas. 
H. Imlay, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, James Linn, Lewis R. 
Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, 
Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan Read, 
Wm. Shepard, John C. Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, 
George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, 
Robert Wain, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Nays — Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John 
Condit, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorf, Edwin Gray, 
Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David 
Holmes, George Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, 
Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, 
John Nicholas, John Randolph, John Smilie, John 
Smith, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sum- 
ter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, and Jos. B. 
Varnum. 

‘Resolved, That Mr. SPEAKER, attended by the 
House, do present the said Address; and that Mr. 
Griswoup, Mr. Macon, and Mr, Craig, be a com- 
mittee to wait on the President to know when 
and where it will be convenient for him to receive 
the same. 


amendments are necessary to be made in the acts 
| establishing a post office and post roads within 
the United States; and that the said committee 
have power to report by bill or otherwise. 

Ordered, That Mr. Tuatcuer, Mr. Woops, Mr. 
Cuarporne, Mr. Dickson, and Mr. New, be ap- 
pointed a committee, pursuant to the said reso- 
lution. i 

On motion, of Mr. Les, it was 

Resolved. That a committee be appointed to 
report, by bill or otherwise, such further measures 
as may be deemed expedient to carry into execu- 
tion the resolutions of Congress, passed the last 
session, in commemoration of the great events of 
the military and political life of Groner Wasu- 
INGTON. 

Ordered, That Mr. Henry Lee, Mr. Evizor 
Goopricn, Mr. Hucer, Mr. Powe xt, Mr. FOSTER, 
Mr. Sparen, and Mr. BARTLETT, be appointed a, 
committee, pursuant to the said resolution. 

Resolved, That this House, will, to-morrow pro- 
ceed, by ballot, to the appointment of a Chaplain 
to Congress, on the part of this House. 
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Another member, to wit: Jonn Birn, from New 
York, appeared and took his seat in the House. 

Mr..Nicuouson, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill extending the privilege of frank- 
ing letters to the Delegate from the Territory of 
the United States Northwest of the river Ohio, 
and making provision for his compensation; which 
was twice read, and committed to a Committee 
of the whole House to-morrow. | 


ANSWER TO THE ADDRESS. 


The Speaker, attended by the House, then 
withdrew to the house of the PRESIDENT OF THE 
Unitrep States, and there presented to him the 
Address of this House in answer to his Speech to 
both Houses of Congress; to which the Prest- 
pent made the following reply : 


Mr. Speaker, and Gentlemen 
of the House of Representatives - 


Compelled by the habits of a long life, as well as by 
all the principles of society and government which I 
could ever understand and believe, to consider the great 
body of the people as the source of all legitimate author- 
ity, no less than all efficient power, it is. impossible for 
me to receive this Address from the immediate Repre- 
sentatives of the American people, at this time, and in 
this place, without emotions which it would be improper 
to express, if any language could convey them. 

May the spirit which animated the great founder 
of this city descend to future generations; and may 
the wisdom, magnanimity, and steadiness, which mark- 
ed the events of his public life, be imitated in all suc- 
ceeding ages. 

I thank you, gentlemen, for your assurance that the 
Judiciary System shall receive your deliberate atten- 
tion. 

With you, gentlemen, I sincerely hope that the final 
result of the negotiations now pending with France, 
may prove as fortunate to our country, as they have 
been commenced with sincerity, and prosecuted with 
deliberation and caution. With you, I cordially agree, 
that, so long as a predatory war is carried on against 
our commerce, we should sacrifice the interests and 
disappoint the expectations of our constituents, should 
we for a moment relax that system of maritime de- 
fence, which has resulted in such beneficial effects. 
With you, I configentl, believe that few persons can 
be found within the United States, who do not ad- 
mit that a Navy, well organized, must constitute the 
natural and efficient defence of this country, against 
all foreign hostility. 

Those who recollect: the distress and danger to this 
country, in former periods, from the want of arms, must 
exult inthe assurance, from their Representatives, that 
we shall soon rival foreign countries, not only in the 
number, but in the quality of arms, completed from our 
own manufactories. 

With you, gentlemen, I fully agree, that the great 
increase of revenue is a proof that the measures of mari- 
time defence were founded in wisdom. This policy 
has raised us in the esteem of foreign nations. That 
national spirit and those latent energies which had not 
been and are not yet fully known to any, were not en- 
tirely forgotten by those who had lived long enough to 
see, in former times, their operation, and some of their 
effects. Our fellow-citizens were undoubtedly prepared 
to meet every event which national honor or national 


security could render. necessary. These, it is to be 
hoped, are secured at the cheapest and easiest rate ; if 
not, they will be secured at more expense. 

I thank you, gentlemen, for your assurance that the. 
various subjects recommended to your consideration, 
shall relieve your deliberate attention. No further 
evidence is wanting to convince me of the zeal and sin- 
cerity with which the House of Representatives regard 
the public good. i 

I pray you, gentlemen, to accept of my best wishes 
for your health and happiness. i 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Wasutxeton, Nov. 27, 1800. 

The members then returned to their Chamber. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have proceeded to the appointment 
of a Chaplain to Congress, on their part, and the 
Right Reverend Bishop CLracetr has been duly 
elected. 

The House proceeded, by ballot, to the appoint- 
of a Chaplain to Congress on the part of this 
House; and, upon examining the ballots, a ma- 
jority of the votes of the whole House was found 
in favor of the Reverend Tuomas LYELL. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do ac- 
quaint the Senate therewith. 


Fripay, November 28. 


Another member, to wit: Apranam Norv, 
from South Carolina, appeared, and took his seat 
in the House. 

The Speaker laid before the House a report of 
the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, enclos- 
ing a statement of the proceedings which have. 
been authorized by the Board, since their report 
of the eleventh of December, one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-nine; which was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table. i 

The Speaxer laid before the House a letter 
from Oliver Pollock, praying the attention of the 
House to his petitions, presented at former ses- 
sions, for compensation due him for services ren- 
dered to the United States during the late war; 
which was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill extending the privi- 
lege of franking letters to the Delegate from the 
Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
river Ohio, and making provision for his compen- 
sation; and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Morais reported that the Committee had had the 
said bill under consideration, and made no amend- 
ment thereto. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read the third time to day. 


THE PRESIDENT’S SPEECH. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union; and, after 
some time spent therein, the Speaker resumed the 
Chair, and Mr. Morris reported that"the Com- 
mittee had had the state of the Union under con- 
sideration, and come to several resolutions there- 
upon ; which he delivered in at the Clerk’s table, 
where the same were severally twice read, and 
agreed to by the House, as follows: 


- 
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1. Resolved, That so much of the President’s Speech 
as respects the District of Columbia, ought to be refer- 
red to a select committee; and that the said: committee 
be authorized to report by bill or otherwise. ` 

2. Resolved, That so much of the President’s Speech 
as respects the national administration of justice, ought 
to be referred to a select committee ; and that the said 
committee be authorized to report by bill or otherwise. 

3. Resolved, That so much of the President’s Speech 
as respects seasonable and systematic arrangements, 
proportioned to our national resources, for a Navy 
adapted to defensive purposes, ought to be referred to a 
select committee ; and that the said committee be au- 
thorized to‘report by bill or otherwise. 

4. Resolved, That so much of the President’s Speech 
as respects the fortifications of some of the principal 
ports and harbors of the United States, ought to be re- 
ferred to a select committee; and that the said com- 
mittee be authorized to report by bill or otherwise. 

5. Resolved, That so much of the President’s Speech 
as respects the manufacture of arms within the United 
States, ought to be referred to a select committee; and 
that the said committee be authorized to report by bill 
or otherwise. 


Ordered, That Mr. Henry Lee, Mr. Evans, 
Mr. Crair, Mr. Biro, and Mr. Sias Les, be ap- 
ointed a committee, pursuant to the first reso- 
ution. ‘ 

Ordered, That Mr. Griswoup, Mr. NICHOLAS, 
Mr. Kirrera, Mr. Nicuoison, and Mr. HENDER- 
gon, be appointed a committee, pursuant to the 
second resolution. 

Ordered, That Mr. Parker, Mr. Otis, Mr. 
Spaicut, Mr. Joun Davenrort, Mr. Nort, Mr. 
Tavtarerro, and Mr. Homes, be appointed a 
committee, pursuant to the third resolution. 

Ordered, That Mr. Oris, Mr. Nicnoxas, Mr. 
Epmonp, Mr. Foster, and Mr. Auston, be ap- 
pointed a committee, pursuant to the fourth re- 
solution. 

Ordered, That Mr. Warn, Mr. Saeparp, Mr. 
Cooper, Mr. Pace, and Mr. Woops, be appointed 
a committee, pursuant to the fifth resolution. 


CANADIAN REFUGEES. 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
prepare and bring in a bill for regulating the grants 
of land appropriated for the refugees from the 
British Provinces of Canada and Nova Scotia. 

Ordered, That Mr. New, Mr. Epmonp, Mr. 
Srons, Mr. Siras Ler, and Mr. Ricsard Tno- 
MAS, be appointed a committee, pursuant to the 
said resolution. 


Monay, December 1. 


Several other members, to wit: from Maryland, 
Jonn Dennis; from Virginia, Josera EGGLESTON; 
from North Carolina, Wittiam H. HiLt; and 
from Georgia, James Jonas; appeared and took 
their seats in the House. 

An engrossed bill extending the privilege of 
franking letters to the Delegate from the Territo- 
ry of the United States Northwest of the river 
Ohio, and making provision for his compensation, 
was read the third time and passed. 


Tuespay. December 2. 


The Spzaxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, accompanying a 
report of the Commissioners of the fund for navy 
pensions and half-pay , pursuant to the act for the 
better government of the Navy of the United 
States; which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. Ler, from the committee appointed for that 
purpose, reported a bill for erecting a Mausoleum 
to Georce WasHINGTON, which was read twice 
and referred to a Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow. 

The bill directs that the mausoleum shall be 
of marble, to be erected in the City of Washing- 
ton, under the superintendence of the four Secre- 
tarles. 


TRADE WITH THE INDIANS. 


Mr. Crarporns stated that during the last ses- 
sion a committee was appointed to inquire into 
the state of the trade, authorized by law, with the 
Indian nations. That committee had reported un- 
favorably to the trade. But desirous of maturing 
with deliberation a new plan before the old one 
was supplanted, they had reported a bill for con-- 
tinuing the existing system for one year. The 
bill had passed the House of Representatives 
unanimously, but had been postponed by the Se- 
nate to this session. 

For his own part he was altogether unfavorable 
to the trade; for he believed that it answered no 
good purpose in relation to the Indians, while it 
was a loss to the United States. It was, however, 
proper that some legislative provision should be 
made immediately. The old law, regulating the 
officers who had the superintendence of the trade, 
had expired, and they were of consequence under 
no legal control. 

He, therefore, moved the appointment of a com- 
mittee, to inquire into the expediency of carrying 
on any further trade on a capital furnished by the 
United States, to report by bill or otherwise; which 
motion being read a second time, was agreed to, 
and a committee of three appointed. 


EXAMINATION OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. Oris observed, that at the time he moved 
for the reference of the letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, he was of opinion that it might 
be necessary to give particular instructions to the 
committee to regulate their measures in the con- 
templated investigation. But, on further reflect- 
ion, he thought it would be best to leave the com- 
mittee at large to make the investigation in such 
way as they, in the progress of their inquiries, 
should consider most satisfactory. Objects, not 
foreseen, might occur, requiring different modes of 
procedure from any now agreed upon. Such was 
the opinion of the committee. who had directed 
him to move an instruction to the committee to 
examine into the state of the Treasury, the mode 
of conducting business therein, the expenditures, 
of the public money, and to report such facts and 
statements as will conduce to a full and satisfac- 
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tory understanding of the state of the Treasury, | the requested permission were given. Such was 


since the appointment of the Secretary. 
The motion was agreed to. 


LS Wepnespay, December 3.. 

Ordered, ‘That.the report of the Committee of. 
Claims on the petition of Oliver Pollock, made 
the eighteenth of April last, together with his let- 
ter presented the twenty-eighth ultimo, be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


Tuurspay, December 4. 

Another member, to wit: SAMUEL Goons, from 
Virginia, appeared, and took his seat in the House. 

The SPEAKER, informed the House that the 
Chaplains had proposed, if agreeable to the House, 
to hold Divine service every Sunday in their 
Chamber. f 

REPORTING THE DEBATES. 


Mr. Hitz presented a memorial from Samuel 
Harrison Smith and Thomas Carpenter, repre- 
senting that they had undertaken to report. the 
debates of the House; that, contrary to their ex- 
pectation—on the suggestion of inconvenience to 
the members—they had not received permission 
to occupy a situation within the bar, without 
which they were unable to state with fidelity the 
proceedings and debates; and praying the permis- 
sion of the House to be admitted within the bar. 

As soon as the memorial was read, the SPEAK- 
ER rose and observed, that feeling himself respon- 
sible to the House for the faithful discharge of the 
duties attached to his situation, he thought it pro- 
` per to state the line of conduct he had pursued in 
this business. . He stated that he was applied to 
by letter on the first day of the session, by Mr. 
Stewart, requesting permission to oceupy-a place 
within the bar; that he immediately took the re- 
quest into consideration ; that, in the mean time, 
similar requests were made by other individuals; 
that, on observing the structure of the room and 
the arrangement of the furniture, it at once ap- 
peared to him inconsistent with the dignity of the 
House or the convenience of the members to grant 
the permission asked; that the area was too small 
to afford the nécessary accommodation; that the 
position considered. as the least inconvenient to 
the House was within the window-frames; that, 
in his opinion, this position would not be agreea- 
ble to the stenographers, as the view of the mem- 
bers on the opposite side of the House from either 
window would be obstructed; that, if a position 
was assigned in any other part of the House, the 
stenographers would be between the Chair and 
some of the members, which would render the 
preservation of order impossible; that he had stat- 
ed these reasons, and informed the applicants that, 
if agreeable to them, he would assign a place in 
the gallery, which should be set apart for their 
exclusive use; and that he considered that to be 
the most eligible position. He concluded by re- 
peating, that it was, in his opinion, absolutely im- 
possible to preserve the dignity of the House, and 
to maintain the convenience of the members, if 


his first, his invariable opinion—it was unaltered: 
—it was still the same. 

Mr. Nicuotas said, that the members.of the’ 
House must feel a common interest in having the 
debates taken with fidelity. If the dehates were: 
taken, they ought to be taken with precision. 
Those who took them should not be debarred from 
the best means of hearing with accuracy. For 
his part he could not discern the inconvenience 
alleged to exist. The desk, which it was neces- 
sary to admit within the bar, would not project 
beyond the window-frame; and ds to the remark’ 
of the Speaker respecting the inconvenience of 
such a position to the stenographers, it was easily 
obviated by the consideration, that any inaccura- 
cy which might occur in the report of the individ- 
ual who took them on one side of the Chair, would 
be checked by the reporter situated on the other 
side. z 

He thought the desire of the memorialists ought 
not to be passed over lightly. They hada right’ 
to the best place the House could assign. He: 
moved the reference of the memorial to a select- 
committee. 

Mr. Hitt observed that as the memorial con- 
tained no facts that required the investigation of- 
a committee, and as the House possessed all the 
information that could guide their decision, he-did 
not discern the propriety of the proposed reference. 
He had prepared a resolution, which, if the motion 
for a reference were withdrawn, he would offer. 

Mr.’ Nicuouas immediately withdrew his mo- 
tion. Mr. Hiuu then proposed a resolution sub- 
stantially to this effect: that Mr. Speaker be re- 
quested to assign places within the bar for the 
stenographers. 

Mr. Otis was sorry the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had withdrawn his motion to refer the me- 
morial toa select committee, as he thought the 
subject required examination before a decision 
was made. There appeared to him much weight 
in the ideas of the Speaker. Grant, for the sake 
of argument, that four persons may be accommo- 
dated at the windows. Might there not be other 
applications? Was any gentleman prepared to 
say how many would be made? If the permission 
were once granted to one, would it not be neces- 
sary to extend it to all? Would the House suffer 
any individual to have an exclusive benefit where- 
by a stamp of authenticity would be fixed on his 
statements. 

This business, in one shape or other, had often 
been before the House, and all conversation re- 
specting it had always issued in leaving it to the 
regulation of the Speaker. This appeared to him 
the best termination it could receive.. 

From the attention he had paid to the debates 
reported this session, he believed them to be better 
and more accurately taken, than they had been on 
former occasions. This to him was a proof that 
the present situation of the stenographers was a 
good one. He acknowledged, at the same time, 
that the ability with which the debates were taken 
entitled those who took them to the best accom- 
modation the House could afford. He concluded 
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with renewing the motion for a reference to a se- 
lect. committee. i / 

Mr. Nicouas replied, that no debate had taken 
place which could test the aceuracy of the steno- 
graphers. From hisown experience he pronounced 
the situation at present occupied utterly inconve- 
nient. What he had some days since remarked 
had been misstated. He well knew that this did 
not arise from the inability of the reporter to state 
correctly what occurred. He knew him to be in- 
telligent, and fully capable of conceiving and con- 
veying the meaning of any remarks which could be 
made in that House. But it arose from his situation, 
from which it was impossible to hear distinctly. 

He declared the objections of Mr. Oris, in rela- 
tion to the number of applicants, perfectly chime- 
rical. Did the gentleman suppose that the num- 
ber would be so great as to makea demand on 
their seats? As well might he imagine this, as 
that they would swell to the ideal compass he had 

iven them. It was known to the House, that at 
>hiladelphia the number was small; seldom more 
than two, and often not more than one persevered 
during the session, though a greater number ap- 
peared on its earliest days. Fact and experience, 
therefore, demonstrated the fallacy of the danger 
apprehended from this source. 

The question was then taken on the reference to 
a select committee, and carried, ayes 42, noes 34, 

_ And a committee of five, viz: Messrs, Otis, 
Nicuotas, Pratt, Morris, and Hitt, was ap- 
pointed. 


Fripay, December 5. 

Several members, to wit: from North Carolina, 
Wiuuiam Barry Grove; from Kentucky, Txo- 
mas T. Davis; and from Rhode Island, Curis- 
TOPHER G. CHAMPLIN, appeared and took their 
seats in the House. 

A petition of Thomas Jenkins and Sons was pre- 
sented to the House, praying an American regis- 
ter for a vessel, the property of the petitioners ; re- 
ferred to the Committee of Commerce and Man- 
ufactures. 

Mr. Macon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred, on the third instant, a letter 
from Oliver Pollock, together with his former pe- 
titions, made a report; which was read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


MAUSOLEUM TO WASHINGTON. 


Mr. H. Les moved that the House do go into a 
Committee of the Whole on the bill “directing 
the erection of a mausoleum to Georce Wasu- 
INGTON.” 

On which motion the House divided—yeas 36, 
nays 34. Mr. Morris took the Chair. 

The Cuairnman, after reading the bill through, 
proceeded to read itby paragraphs. The first sec- 
tion is as follows: 


“Suc. 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That a mausoleum of American 
granite and marble, in a pyramidal form, one hundred 
feet square at the base, and of a proportionate height, 
shall be erected, in testimony of. the love and gratitude 


| 


embraced by the subject. 
additional information to that which he had re- 
ceived. His present opinion was, that a mauso- 
leum was preferable to a monument. He ac- 
knowledged that, in forming this opinion, he had 
felt great deference for the Judgment of the com- 


of the citizens of the United States, to Gzoner Wass- 


» 


INGTON. 


Mr. ALsrTon moved an amendment to the first 


section, which was, in substance, “that a monu- 
ment of marble be erected in the Capitol, at the Ci- 
ty of Washington, commemorative of the great 
events of the military and political life of GEORGE 


WASHINGTON.” f 
Mr. H. Ler said, that during the last session the 
House, after long debate, had declared itself. in 


favor of a mausoleum, and that as no reasons had 
been assigned for a change of opinion, he hoped 


they would persevere in the deliberate result of 
their judgment. 

Mr. Oris was ready to acknowledge himself 
unacquainted with many of the circumstances 
He therefore wished 


mittee which had recommended it. It was un- 
doubtedly a subject. but little understood. The. 
formation of a proper decision depended upon a 
concurrence of several circumstances—upon. a 


comparison of the expense with the value of the - : 


object to be accomplished. Besides this, it had 
many peculiar features not comprehended by 
every gentleman. He thought these considera- 
tions sufficient to induce the House to decline 
voting for the amendment, whereby the plan of 
the committee, who had maturely considered the: 
subject in all its relations, would be frustrated, 
unless stronger reasons were assigned than heha 
yet heard. sg 
Mr. Nicuotas observed, that the bill directed 
the erection of a mausoleum of certain dimen- 
sions, to ascertain the expense of which an esti- 
mate had been made. But that estimate was not 
satisfactory. It was made without information. 
The sum to be expended was not fixed. It might 
vastly exceed any sum now contemplated. The. 
mausoleum was to consist of a huge, ugly mass of 
stones heaped upon one another, to raise which a 
heavy and useless expense would be incurred. 
And what was the object? It was to perpetuate 
the memory of Grornce Wasuineton. Wasthe 
memory of that great man to be perpetuated by 
a heap of large inanimate objects? The best 
way in which his fame could be preserved would 
be by bringing his ashes from the place where 
they now lie, by depositing them in the Capitol 
at the will of the nation, in interring them in 
such a manner as had never before been done, in 
placing over them a plain tablet, on which every. 
man could write what his heart dictated. This, 
and this only, was the basis of his fame. It was 
not to be blazoned by figures or representations of 
any other sort. It consisted in the undecaying re~ 
collection of his virtues. It must live in the nation~: 
al feeling, and this called not for useless expense." 
Twenty thousand dollars was as competent to. its: 
expression as two hundred thousand. He hoped, 
therefore, the amendment would be adopted, and. 
that the terms.which related to military and: po: 
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-litical achievements would be omitted. He hoped 
a plain monument would be erected. 

His preference of a monument to a mausoleum 
arose not from any indisposition to celebrate the 
memory of our American hero. : He could say 
as:much in his praise as any man. Neither a 
committee of Congress nor the four Secretaries, 
on whom the bill devolved the superintendence, 
felt more zeal for the character of this great man 

. than he did. : ; 

Mr. Nort did not rise to consume the time of 
the Committee by going at large into an exami- 
nation of the subject, but to explain the reasons 
for the vote he meant.to give. He had, last ses- 
sion, co-operated most cheerfully in all those 
measures which ‘had been pursued to express the 
national sensibility at the loss of that great and 
immortal character. In the feelings of gratitude 
which his services excited, no man. could outdo 
him... Anong other measures, he had been friend- 
ly to the erection of a mausoleum. But, on more 
reflection, he had changed his opinion. He did 
not. believe that a huge mass of stones would add 
to the reputation of WasuineTon, or be more ex- 
_ pressive of national affection, than a marble mon- 

ument. This being the case, he preferred the 
latter, because it was the least expensive. 

Mr..Griswotp hoped the amendment would 
not prevail. It was the object of the bill to raise 
a monument which heda last for ages, and 
which should be a perpetual memorial of the 
gratitude of America. Such would not be the 
case if the proposition made by the gentleman 

from North Carolina should be adopted. The 
monument proposed by him might be broken and 
destroyed by a lawless mob or by a set of school- 
boys. For his part, he would not consent to raise 
such a monument to the memory of a man who 
had deserved so well of his country. 

The bill proposed. the erection of a monument 
that would stand unimpaired for ages. K is true 
that it will not perpetuate the fame of Wasu- 
incton; his fame required nothing which we 
could do to give it perpetuity; but it will perpe- 
tuate the gratitude of the country. It would be a 
structure that will command respect; it will be 
pointed to our children; they will. enter it with 
reverence, as the spot in which the ashes of this 
great man are deposited. 

It was undoubtedly a subject of sentiment; and 
subjects of such a kind must be guided by feeling. 
Various opinions, therefore, may naturally be ex- 
pected. His opinion was, that the national senti- 
ment called for the erection of a structure cor- 
respondent in size to the character of the man to 
whom it was raised. 

The general outlines of the bill might now be 
adopted; and if there existed a variance of opin- 
ion, the subordinace members of it might be mod- 
ified. 

Mr. H. Les said, if it were the wish of gentle- 
men to avoid the adoption of measures commem- 
orative of the talents of the great man we have 
lost, it would be candid to tell us so at once. For 
his part, he saw little difference between the adop- 
tion of the amendment and the rejection of every 


6th Con.—26 


plan proposed that was adequate to the occasion. 
Sir, said Mr. L., there is nota rich man in Eu- 
rope who loses his mistress that does not raise a 
trophy to her memory; and shall it be said that 
we, who have sustained the most irreparable loss 
in the death of our Chief—shall it be said that we 
refuse to pay him those honors which are lavish- 
ed so liberally upon such inferior objects? If you 
do not mean to come forward on the occasion, 
say so. Then we shall understand the reasons of 
opposition to the ground taken by this House last 
session. As yet no reasons had been assigned for 
abandoning it. We then declared that we would 
act. We exhibited a spirit worthy of the immor- 
tal Wassincron—worthy of the distinguished 
character of this House. 

But should this honorable spirit, kindled by an 
enthusiasm in the virtues and talents of our de- 
parted benefactor, subside and be chilled by the 
adoption of the proposed amendment, he would 
condole with the House, and would rather they 
would be silent forever than disgrace themselves 
and their country by so subordinate an act. 

It is true, sir, that the celebrity and the glory of 
Wasuinerton hang not on our plaudits. History 
will transmit to posterity the lustre of his fame, 
glittering with untarnished purity. It is not in , 
our power either to increase or diminish it. But, 
sir, we may imitate his virtues and his great ex- 
ample. We are deeply interested in holding 
them forth as illustrious models to our sons. Is 
there, then, I ask you, any other mode for perpe- 
tuating the memory of such transcendent virtues 
so strong, so impressive, as that which we pro- 
pose? The grandeur of the pile we wish to raise 
will impress a sublime awe in all who behold it. 
It will survive the present generation. It will re- 
ceive the homage of our children’s children ; and 
they will learn that the truest way to gain honor 
amidst a free people is to be useful, to be virtuous. 

This will not be the act of an individual. It 
will be the act of a Government expressing the 
will of a great nation. Seize then, I pray you, 
seize with rapture, the occasion that is now pre- 
sented, thankful to the Supreme Disposer of 
Events for giving you an opportunity of rearing 
some future Wassineton. This is a great ob- 
ject; frown, then, upon all the little efforts made 
to defeat it. 

It is certainly true, that if you erect a mauso- 
leum, you must expend some public money. But 
are you not the guardians of the public treasure ? 
Does not the selection of the best objects to which 
to appropriate it devolve on you? And can there 
be a greater, a more patriotic purpose than this? 
Is it not your great duty to promote the public 
good; and can that be more completely promoted 
in any other way? The sum asked is seventy 
thousand dollars. Who can show me in what 
other manner the same good can be effected by so 
small a sum ? 

But it is said that the bill vests a discretion in 
the Secr@faries, and they may exceed the estimate. 
But, sir, are the Secretaries unworthy of confi- 
dence ? Do not we know that we may safely rely 
upon them? Besides, if thought expedient, the 
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-expenditure may be limited. Thus, surely, with- 

“out prodigality on the one hand or parsimony on 
the other, you may do honor to yourselves and 
your country. 

“Mr. Macon did not pretend to know much 

about that kind of things proposed by the bill; 
~but he believed, from the little he did know, that 
such a thing had not been attempted for a thou- 
‘sand years. “The expense attending the proposed 
measure had been treated lightly. For himself, 
“he was not disposed to consider seventy thousand 
dollars a trifling sum. He thought it a greatsum, 
“and believed every man in the country thought as 
-hedid. In forming his idea of any particular 
sum, he was not carried away by the visionary 
notions of speculation; he looked at the labor it 
required to produce it; and he well knew how 
- hardly earned was the money from which this 
enormous sum must proceed. 

He further believed that no man could tell how 
-much the mausoleum would cost. The seventy 
- thousand dollars was only a beginning ; and when 

the object was once begun, experience tells us 
that we must finish it at all events, let it cost 
what it might. The base was fixed at a hundred 
feet. Why not decide its other proportions? Did 
not the silence of the bill on this point show the 
ignorance of pane All was doubt. What 
strengthened his opinion of the total want of in- 
formation, was the exhibition last session of two 
estimates: one of which was predicated on a 
base of sixty feet, and required sixty-seven thou- 
sand dollars; the other was predicated on a base 
of one hundred feet, making the structure nearly 
three times as large, and required only seventy 
thousand dollars. Could this be correct? Both 
estimates certainly could not be true. The proba- 
bility was that neither could be depended upon. 
For what purpose was this great mass to be 
raised? He-saw no good purpose likely to be 
answered by it under the sun, Can stones 
show gratitude? If the nation wished to show 
its gratitude, let them do it by making a history 
of the life of Wasuineron a school-book. Our 
children then will learn and imitate his virtues. 


This will be rendering the highest tribute to his- 


fame, by making it the instrument of enlighten- 
ing the mind and improving the heart. 

While there are such rational modes of distin- 
guishing the memory of Wasuincton, can Con- 
gress so far forget the interest of the nation; can 
they so far forget their own duty, as to expend 
millions in acts of useless and pernicious ostenta- 
tion? Since the invention of types, monuments 
are good for nothing. The records of history 
will remain long after their decay or destruction. 

We are told that the best mode of perpetuating 
the memory of WASHINGTON is to erect a mauso- 
leum. I have heard, said Mr. M., of Aristides, I 


have heard of Hampden, but I have never heard of 


monuments raised to their memories. Yet their 

virtues shine as bright now as the% did while 

- they lived. I have heard of a place called West- 

minster Abbey, full of the monuments of Kings; 

` yet, PONE ga these grand memorials, I 
e 


have heard very little of them after they left this 


world, and I question very much whether any 
man, let him have heard what he may, if he 
were to go there could téll one of them from the 
other. 

But, it is said, that the monument, proposed by 
the amendment, may be thrown down and destroy- 
ed by mobs or school-boys. God forbid that this 
should ever be the case! Ido not believe, said 
Mr. M., this to be possible. If it were made of 
glass, frail as it is) it would be safe; all would re- 
vere, all would respect it. ey OP 

The House is told by one gentleman, who ad- 
vocates the mausoleum, that a rich man in Europe 
cannot lose his mistress without raising a monu- 
ment to her memory. Was the gentleman serious 
when he made this remark? Would he place the 
memory of WasHincTon on a footing with that of 
atich man’s mistress? Better, sir, said, Mr. M., 
far better would it be, more honorable to the Gov- 
ernment, and more conformable to the wish of 
our deceased friend, to devote the seventy thousand 
dollars, designed for a mausoleum, to the education 
of the poor. Then, indeed, we might flatter our- 
selves with having extended the empire of his vir- 
tues, by making those understand and imitate them, 
who, uninstructed, could not comprehend them. 

If he thought that by raising a magnificent mon- 
ument to WasuineTon, he could give duration to 
his fame, or carry his name into a single country 
which it had not yet reached, he would give the 
measure his support. Butno such effect would be 
produced. It might indeed adorn this city; and 
that was the only plausible argument in favor of it. 

Before gentlemen act in this business, let them 
look to Egypt; there they will behold precedents 
in profusion; men made gods, and statues and 
monuments and mausolea covering the whole face 
of the country ; but where will they find the vir- 
tues or the talents of the men they were meant to 
commemorate? Now isthe time to make a stand 
against this monument mania. WASHINGTON is 
admired and beloved by all. No one can be charged 
with a desire to diminish his fame by opposing a 
useless expenditure of money. The precedent we 
now establish will be auspicious to our future mea- 
sures. If we decline raising a mausoleum to 
WasuincTon, no man who succeeds him, can ex- 
pect one reared to his memory. On the other hand, 
if we now raise one to WASHINGTON, every preten- 
der to greatness will aim at the same distinction. 

Mr. Macon concluded by declaring himself hos- 
tile to the bill, and friendly to the amendment, be- 
cause it proposed a plan that was more rational, 
more economical. and more conformable to the re- 
solve of the old Congress, than that contained in 
the bill. 

The Committee then rose without coming. to 
any decision, reported progress, and obtained leave 
to sit again. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act extending the privilege of franking letters to 
the Delegate from the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the river Ohio, and makin 
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provision, for his compensation,” with an amend- 


ment ; to which they desire the. concurrence of 


this House. 

The. House proceeded to consider the said 
‘amendment of the Senate: Whereupon, 

» Resolved, That this House doth agree to. the 
»same.; ; 

. Resolved, That Mr. Hucer and Mr. Imuay be 
appointed a committee for enrolled bills, on the 
part.of this House, jointly, with such committee 
‘as shall be appointed for that purpose on the part 
- of the Senate. seats 


Monpay, December 8. 


Several- other members, to wit: from Connec- 
ticut, Cuatncry Goopricu, and SamusL W. 
Dana} and from Rhode Island, Jonn Brown ; ap- 
peared, and took their seats in the House. 

A new member, to wit: SAMUEL Tenney, re- 
turned to serve in this Houseas a member for New 

“Hampshire, in the room of William Gordon, who 

` has resigned his seat, appeared, produced his cre- 
dentials, was qualified, and took his seat in the 
House. 7 Rs 

Mr. Oris, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred, on the fourth instant, the petition of Sam- 
uel H. Smith and Thomas Carpenter, made a re- 
port which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the Committee of Claims on the petition of Oliver 
Pollock, made on Friday last: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petition of the 
said Oliver Pollock cannot be granted. 


Turspay, December 9. 


Another member, to wit: Jonn RUTLEDGE, Jr., 
from South Carolina, appeared, and took his seat 
in the House. 

` The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from 
JonatHan W. Conpy, notifying his resignation 
‘of the office of Clerk to this House; which was 
-read, and is as follows: 
“ PHILADELPHIA, December 4, 1800. 


“Sir: The state of my health having rendered it im- 
possible for me further to perform the duties of Clerk of 
the House of Representatives of the United States, I am 
reduced to the necessity of resigning that appointment; 
you will therefore oblige me by notifying my resigna- 
tion to the House, and at the same time expressing the 
regret with which I yield to the necessity of withdraw- 
ing myself from their service. 

.“ With the most sincere gratitude for the frequent 
and continued marks of friendship and attention, which 
I have received personally from yourself, and the indul- 
gence with which I have been favored by the House, in 

. the course of my feeble endeavors to obtain their approba- 
tion in the performance of the duties of my office, I am, 
with sentiments of the highest respect and esteem, sir, 

_ your most obliged, most humble servant, 

“JONATHAN W. CONDY. 
“The Hon. THEODORE SEDGWICK, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives.” 


. The House then proceeded, by. ballot, to the ap- 
pointment of a Clerk, to fill the vacancy occasioned 
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by the said resignation ; and, upon. examining the 
ballots, a majority of the votes of the whole House 
was found in favor of Jonn Hour OSWALD., © 

_ The oath to support the Constitution of ihe 
United States, together with the oath: of office 
as prescribed by the act, entitled “ Anact to regu- 
late the time and manner of administering certain 
oaths,” were then administered by Mr. SPEAKER 
to the Clerk. Pena eae 


REPORTING THE DEBATES. 


The House proceeded to consider the report of the 
committee to whom was referred the memorial of 
Samuel Harrison Smith and Thomas Carpenter, 
made yesterday, and which lay on the table; and, 
the same being again read, in the words following, 
omer aga vue foe 

“The committee to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of Samuel Harrison Smith and Thomas Carpenter, 
report the following resolution, which they recommend 
to the House: ne 

“ Resolved, That it is not expedient for this House 
to make any order upon the subject of the memorial of 
Samuel Harrison Smith and Thomas Carpenter, present- 
ed on the fourth day of December instant.” se 


Mr. Cunistiz moved the reference of the report 
to a Committee of the Whole. ao 

Mr. GriswoLD opposed the reference. 

f TE House divided—for the reference 43, against 
1t 40. ` 

Mr. Jackson made several remarks, and con- 
cluded by calling for the yeas and’ nays, which 
were ordered. 

Mr. Nicuotas said, in a Government like ours, 
the theory of which is republican, and the practice 
of which he hoped would always continue to be 
republican, he considered the representatives of the 
pecple responsible to the people, by whom they 
were created. It was necessary, to give efficacy 
to this responsibility, that the people, who were 
to judge, should possess the purest information, 
as to not only the acts, but the motives of the 
public agents. It was of little consequence to 
them to know what laws are enacted, compared 
with a knowledge of projects that were attempt- 
ed or prevented, and the grounds on which they 
were supported or opposed. Nor could the merits 
of the acts themselves be understood, unless the 
reasons for them were stated. It was, therefore, 
of the highest consequence that the reasons for | 
our conduct should be clearly understood, that 
our measures may be comprehended, and our mo- 
tives also known, that our constituents may judge 
whether we have faithfully discharged our duty. 

Under this view of the subject, he thought it 
extremely indelicate to resist the admission with- 
in the bar of those persons who thought them- 
selves qualified to take the debates and proceed- 
ings of the House. But what rendered the at- 
tempt still more improper, was, its being an inno- 
vation on the practice of the House. For, since 
he had been a member. of the Legislature, indi- 
viduals of this description had been placed by the 
House at their ease, in a situation convenient for 
hearing what passed. Why is this practice, hith- 
erto unopposed, now to be broken in upon? For 
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such an innovation and departure from the estab- 
lished practice of the House, there ought to be 
the strongest reasons; particularly when the at- 
tempted innovation respected, and was made by, 
those whose conduct was to be scrutinized. 

It was not without deliberation that the prac- 
tice of the House had been instituted and adhered 
to. Some gentlemen had, some time since, con- 
templated the employment of a particular indi- 
vidual, whose services were to be paid for by the 
House. But the idea was abandoned, from the 
supposed sanction given by such an act to his 
statements; whereby the House might be made 
responsible for his accuracy and talents. 

The difficulty attending the business he ac- 
knowledged to be great. But, for the reasons he 
had assigned, he thought the House had acted 
tight in forbearing to interfere, further than by 
merely assigning a convenient place to the ste- 
nographers. It was deemed safest to confide the 
business to persons not known officially to the 
House, whose own individual interest would con- 
stitute the best pledge for their fidelity. Though 
no precise resolve had been passed to this effect, it 
was well understood that this was the course the 
House meant to pursue, after having given the sub- 
ject a deliberate and solemn consideration. 

Shall we now, said Mr. N., after this mature 
consideration, on the mere suggestion of personal 
inconvenience, on a subject of such importance 
as to invite a gentleman from a considerable dis- 
tance, [referring to some old plan,] shall we, after 
the sanction of an uniform practice, fortified by 
the long period for which it has been observed, 
on the suggestion of a trifling inconvenience, 
which, he believed, on examination, would not be 
found to exist at all, adopt the innovation propos- 
ed by the report of the committee? For his part, 
he thought they were all deeply interested in hav- 
ing the debates well taken, as it was not in their 
power altogether to prohibit their being taken. 

He had heard but two objections made to the 
old plan. The first was, that by passing a re- 
solve admitting stenographers within the bar, the 
House gave a sanction to the reports published 
by them. The second was, that, as the Speaker 
had heretofore had the management of the busi- 
ness, it would be wrong to take it out of his hands. 

As to the first objection, he thought it alto- 
gether incorrect. The resolution. submitted by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Hit, ) 
which he wished the House to adopt, does not 
propose the selection of any particular person. It 
admits, generally, those individuals who wish to 
take the debates. Canthisadmission make us re- 
sponsible for the conduct of men we do not know. 
and over whom we have no control? Have we 
heretofore been considered as responsible? And 
wherein consists the difference between our past 
situation and the situation we shall be in, if the 
motion of the gentleman from North Carolina be 
adopted? Weshall then only have done that which 
before had been done by the Speaker. Govern- 
ed by a sense of duty, the Speaker had refused ad- 
mission within the bar. It became, therefore, ne- 
cessary, in order to admit, for the House to pass a 


resolution. But it did net follow that the least 
responsibility would arise from such an act. 

Indeed, by admitting the stenographers within 
the bar, the responsibility of the House would be 
diminished ; for, if the House admitted them, no 
one could then say that it had done anything that 
interfered with a faithful report of the debates; 
whereas, by excluding the stenographers. the 
unavoidable inaccuracies committed, might be 
charged to the House. i 

The second objection made to the resolution of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, was that, as 
the Speaker had heretofore had the management 
of the business, it woufd be wrong to take it out 
of his hands. 

Mr. N. in reply to this objection, observed, that 
the power, heretofore exercised by the Speaker 
on this subject, had not been expressly delegated 
to him by the House. It had often been thought 
of, but no decision had heretofore been made. As 
the object asked related to the convenience of 
the members, he thought they were the best 
judges of the propriety of granting it. The in- 
convenience alleged to exist was entirely a mat- 
ter of opinion. He thought it either had no ex- 
istence or a very limited one. As he had re- 
marked before. the subject was extremely deli- 
cate. He would not consent to furnish room for 
being charged with a wish to suppress the means 
of making an inquiry into hisconduct. He believ- 
ed that the innovation contended for, would be so 
viewed ; so far, therefore, from considering it as 
innocent, he viewed it as wrong in itself, and like- 
ly to be mischievous in its effects. 

Mr. Oris was one of those who was not dispos- 
ed to make a strong stand against the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from North Carolina. 
He did not view the point in so interesting a light 
as did the gentleman who had preceded him. It 
appeared to him in the shape of a question of con- 
venience; and as to his own situation, it could 
not be affected by any permission given to stenog- 
raphers to come within the bar. Many of the 
arguments he had heard, implied that the situa- 
tion at present occupied by the stenographers was 
exclusive of all others; whereas if that were in- 
convenient they might take any other, so that 
they did not come within the bar. 

It is true that: the stenographers have hitherto 
been admitted within the bar. They were ad- 
mitted because there was room. But, in our pres- 
ent chamber, the room was less; nor could they 
occupy a part of that little, without materially in- 
terfering with the convenience of the members. 

In his opinion, the proper question for the House 
to consider was, whether an admission should 
take place independent of the Speaker, or whe- 
ther he should decide its propriety. It did not 
follow, if the Speaker retained the management, 
that the exclusion would apply to all occasions. 
It was true, that the places desired by the stenog- 
taphers were generally assigned to the high Ex- 
ecutive officers of the Government, and the for- 
eign Ministers. But if, in consistence with their 
accommodation, the indulgence could be granted, 
during any important debate, he had no doubt of 
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the Speaker’s readiness to admit- them, and they 
sie thus obtain a temporary place within the 
bar. i 

Mr. O. thought the remarks of the gentleman 
from Virginia covered too much ground.. They 
ascribed to the friends of the report an attempt to 
preclude the people from obtaining all informa- 
tion of what passed in the House. No such de- 
sign existed. For his part, he wished the people 
to know everything that oceurred within these 
walls: There was no doubt of the debates, as 
heretofore given, being an inadequate organ of 
the ideas of the members; they had been taken 
for nearly twelve vears, and sometimes they had 
been accurate, and at other times very inaccu- 

„Yate; and so complete had the distortion. of senti- 
ments often been, that had it not been for the name 
that was attached toa particular speech, the mem- 
ber, to whom it was ascribed, would not have 
known it to be his. Mr. O. would, notwithstand- 
ing, not deny the ability of a person who read the 
debates, to form a tolerable idea of the arguments 
used on a particular subject. 

The charge of innovation, Mr. O. thought un- 
just. He proposed to leave the business as it had 

eretofore been left, free from any resolve of the 
House, to the control of the Speaker. By this 
conduct, no sanction would be given to the per- 
formarces of any reporter; but, on the other 
hand, if the House passed a resolve, divesting the 
Speaker -of his previous power, they would ren- 
der themselves responsible, and would virtually 
give a sanction. 

If it were resolved that the House should inter- 
fere, he would much rather select and pay an in- 
dividual competent to the business, and appeal, 
for the faithful discharge of his trust, to his can- 
dor and impartiality. 

If the House passed the resolution admitting 
the stenographers within the bar, Mr. O. asked 
whether they would not in fact be officers of the 
House. The only difference between them and 
the other officers would be that one would be 
paid and the others would not. 

Mr. O. said that, in his opinion, the most incon- 
venient position in the House had been taken by 
the stenographers. It was near the Clerk’s office, 
between which and the bar there was a perpetual 
passage of the members. If an experiment were 
made of a position on the other side, or in the up- 
per gallery, he was persuaded it would be found 
very convenient. Are not, said Mr. O., the galle- 
ries constructed for the express purpose of hear- 
ing? Are they not intended for the good people 
of the United States? And if they can hear in 
them cannot the stenographers also ? 

Mr. O. concluded by stating the extreme incon- 
venience that would arise from admitting the ste- 
nographers; the interference it would produce 
with the assignation of seats to the Secretaries of 
our Government and the foreign Ministers; and 
with declaring his opinion that it was most expe- 
dient to adopt the report of the committee. 

Mr. Nicuo.son said, that if he understood the 
objections made by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to granting an admission of the stenog- 


raphers within the bar, they might be classed un- 
der three heads: 1. It will be against precedent ; 
2. It would prevent the members from having 
elbow-room; 3. There is a possibility that the 
Speaker may indulge the stenographers. : 

As to the first objection, he would ask whether 
the House had not a right to exercise any power 
themselves that was exercised by the Speaker. 
Hitherto the Speaker has exercised the power, 
and admitted the stenographers within the bar; 
he now refuses to do it, and we are called upon to 
perform what he refuses. If we think it proper 
to admit them, we have a right to doit. The 
power heretofore exercised by the Speaker was 
derived from us, according to the well known 
maxim, Qui facit per alium, facit per se. 

But we are told that the admission would in- 
terfere with the accommodation of the four Secre- 
taries and the foreign Ministers. Suppose it 
should, said Mr. N.; I ask whether the conve- 
nience and the interest of the people of the 
United States are to be prostrated by our com- 
plaisance to the Secretaries and foreign agents ? 
Ít is our duty to enable the people to obtain the 
best information of what is doing here that we 
can supply. Shall we abandon our duty? Shall 
we sacrifice the interest of our constituents to 
a sense of politeness to these gentlemen? It 
would be much better to submit to the incon- 
venience experienced by the Secretaries and 
the foreign Ministers, if there is not room for 
them within the bar, than to conceal from the 
people the knowledge they have a right to possess. 
Let, then, the foreign Ministers, if there be such a 
competition, retire into the galleries. 

He considered the subject as of high import- 
ance both to the country and the members them- 
selves. They all ought to desire their conduct to 
be rigidly inspected. ~ 

Gentlemen say that the debates have been here- 
tofore imperfectly taken. Will they remedy the 
evil by excluding the stenographers from places 
within the bar? If, heretofore, notwithstanding 
the favorableness of their position, when stillness 
and silence reigned, they have been unable to 
take the debates with precision, can it be“expected 
that, driven to a distance from most of the mem- 
bers, surrounded by a crowd in perpetual motion, 
they will be able more successfully to accomplish 
their object? Siz, said Mr. N.. the expectation is 
absurd. It cannot be done. I have placed my- 
self without the bar, and I declare it impossible to 
hear correctly. If, then, you are determined to 
exclude them from their usual places, you had 
infinitely better turn them out of the House alto- 
gether. 

As to the convenience of the galleries for hear- 
ing, Mr. N. was not able, from a trial made by 
himself, to decide upon it. But he had heard but 
one uniform opinion, which was, that owing to 
the constant passage of persons, and the frequent 
crowd it would contain, it was impossible to hear 
there with any distinctness. With respect to the 
remarks made by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts on this point, he thought them altogether 
inapposite. The gallery was not constructed by 
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us, and if it were a bad place for hearing it arose 
not from any fault to be ascribed to us. All that 
we did was to open our doors to all citizens who 
conducted themselves with decorum. 

The personal inconvenience to members alleg- 
ed, did not, in the opinion of Mr. N., exist. He 
thought there was ample room. The chamber. 
they occupied was similar to that in Philadelphia, 
and the positions desired by the stenographers 
were relatively the same as those in Philadelphia. 
By advancing the Clerk’s table three feet, every 
diffiguity would be removed. 

Mr. RuüTLEDGE said, that the members who had 
preceded him had talked much about the neces- 
sity of giving the people correct information of 
the transactions of that House. He believed there 
was not a single member who did not wish to im- 
part to the people all the knowledge they could 
receive, and who did not highly prize the means 
of information furnished by the proceedings of 
that House. On this point there was no division. 
No one was desirous of excluding the stenogra- 
phers, or prohibiting the publication of debates. 
The only question really before the House was, 


whether they should persevere in the old plan;. 


whether they should confide in the integrity and 
the talents of the Speaker, who had hitherto me- 
rited their confidence, or whether, divesting him 
of his power, they should exercise a right them- 
-selves hitherto attached to his office. 

Such a mode of procedure as had been pur- 
sued on this occasion was not conformable to that 
heretofore practised. An application somewhat 
similar had been, some time since, made to the 
Speaker. The Speaker decided. and the House, 
without debate, acquiesced in his decision. A 
‘stenographer had grossly misrepresented a mem- 
ber, and when required to correct his false state- 
ment, had insolently refused to do it, and added 
-to the previous injury of misstatement insult of 
.the most contumelious kind. The Speaker dis- 
missed him from his place for this barefaced mis- 
conduct.: Some of his friends made an appeal to 
the House. The House acted wisely, and, with 
becoming dignity, refused to interpose. 

Now, said Mr. R., if any other stenographer, 
like the one I have alluded to, shall make it his 
systematic practice to misrepresent, and he con- 
tinue as heretofore to hold his place at the tenure 

` of the Speaker’s permission, he may be dismissed 
by the Speaker without troubling the House. But 
should the motion made by the gentleman from 
North ‘Carolina prevail, we shall be perpetually 
appealed to, and occupied in debate. For these 
reasons he trusted the report would be agreed to. 

Mr. Hit said he considered the subject as sim- 
ply involving an address to the sentiments of the 
members on the ground of personal convenience, 
and that on that ground he was ready to sacrifice 
any little inconvenience to the accommodation of 
the stenographers; stating at the same time his 
entire reliance upon the integrity and talents of 
the Speaker. 

Mr. Griswo tp said, this is nothing less than an 
appeal from the Chair. To the Speaker has here- 
tofore been committed the regulation of the ad- 


mission of all persons whatever within the bar. 
This is the only correct mode in which such an 
object can be accomplished. The Speaker must 
exercise the discretion hitherto vested in him, 
otherwise the order of the House cannot be pre- 
served. The object now is to take this power 
from the Speaker, and to open the area of the 
House to the stenographers, without the Speak- 
er’s approbation. It is said that only two persons 
at present apply. But if the door be once open- 
ed to admission -in this way, there may be no end 
to intrusion. The Speaker being divested of power 
to act, and the necessity of acting being evident, 
the House will be perpetually troubled with ap- 
eals. 

: In his opinion, the power confided to the Speaker. 
had been exercised in this case with great propri- 
ety. It must be apparent to everybody that the 
area was too small to justify the admission of the - 
stenographers. He believed it to be an idle pre- 
tence that the stenographers could not hear. He 
believed it to be a mere matter of pride, which 
would be gratified by an appeal from the Chair, 
and a reversal of the decision of the Speaker by 
the House. 

Mr. TuatcHer, persuaded that all the informa- 
tion derived from the debates of this House was 
of little comparative importance when viewed in 
relation to the general mass of information pos- 
sessed by the people, cared but little for the event 
of the resolution before the House. Upon this 
ground he felt no anxiety whatever. As a matter 
of order, it might perhaps be of some importance. 
As to the convenience of position, he doubted 
whether a more correct account of the debates 
could not be given from a situation from without 
the bar than within it. His reasons were these: 
It was well known that for four or five sessions 
after the organization of the Federal Government 
stenographers never came within the bar, and 
their positions during that period were as remote 
from the members as at present. Yet if any man 
would appeal to the debates then taken, he would 
find them as correctly taken as they have been at 
any time since. It is true, there were complaints 
of inaccuracy, but the debate takers never assign- 
ed, as a justification of their errors, the inconve- 
nience of their situations; on the contrary, they 
declared that they did as well as they could, and 
contended that their reports were as correct as the 
nature of the case permitted. 

When the seat of Government was transferred 
to Philadelphia, and the stenographers occupied 
places within the bar, complaints increased, the 
debates were taken more incorrectly, and two or 
three of the stenographers were actually turned 
out of the area within the bar; one of whom. he 
believed, was sent into the upper gallery. 

The incorreetness of the published debates did 
not arise so much from an inability te héar as 
from an inability to take down a rapid speech. 

Mr. T. said he believed the debates as taken 
down by Mr. Lloyd, were as accurately taken as. 
any taken before or since. The conclusion he 
drew from these facts was, that if the stenogra- 
phers were admitted by the House within the bar, 
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man shall go out of your bar. or remain within. 
it? He thought the House might be better em-. 
ployed. À 
`: Mr. Macon understood the subject before the 
House very much as his colleague did. The ques-.. 
tion was simply whether we will. take upon our- ; 
selves inconveniences alleged to exist, or keep the. 
stenographers without the bar. He was convinced : 
that the situations occupied by.the.stenographers.. 
were badly calculated for. hearing, as even with- 
ne bar the members could scarcely hear each 
other. 

One reason had great weight with him. It was, 
that if the House made arule in relation to the | 
admission of the stenographers, it would be placing. - 
law in the room. of:diseretion. He preferred a- 
certain rule to a. vague discretion. £ : 

The danger apprehended from a. crowd of ste- 
nographers was farcical. Since he had been in 
Congress he had never seen.more than three or 
four. And if the number admitted should prove 
inconvenient, it would be time enough, when the 
inconvenience was experienced, to remedy it. 

Mr. S. Smrra said the. question was entirely 
one of convenience. He would not ascribe to any 
member a desire to suppress his sentiments. The 
speeches never went forth as delivered. Yet it 
was desirable to assign to the stenographers the , 
most convenient places. He had heard gentlemen 
on both sides of the Chair declare they would ex- 
perience no inconvenience from the admission of 
the stenographers. For himself, from his situa- 
tion, he could experience none. He believed, in- 
deed, that the members could be heard from any. 
part of the House, and nearly as well in one place. 
as in another. But as other gentlemen. hold. a 
different opinion, and the stenographers had hith- 
erto been admitted within the bar, he had not 
the least objection, and would vote for their ad- 
mission. ` 

In this stage of the debate, the SPEAKER arose, 
not, he said, to inquire. into the consequences of 
the House acting in the business, but again to re- 
peat the line of conduct he had pursued, and the 
motives which had influenced his conduct; he did 
this for the information of members not. in the 
House at the time he had before addressed the 
House. The Speaxer then repeated what he had 
before stated, viz: that on being appealed to by 
Mr. STEWART, he had declared to him his decision 
before any other application had been made; that 
he had spoken to many members, all of whom, 
without a single exception, had approved his ideas, 
and concluded with again declaring, as he had 
before declared, that the stenographers could not 
be admitted within the bar without violating the 
order of the House and the convenience of the 
members. It was, he said, for the House to de- 
cide—to them only was he responsible. 

Mr. NicHoxas understood it to be the object of 
those who supported the admission of the stenog- 
raphers within the. bar to place them upon the 
same footing they had heretofore held. This was 
his object. All the remarks, therefore, made re- 
specting their independence of the Chair, were 
inapplicable. They would still be subject to his 


the:.public- would gain, nothing by it. He had, 
however, no objection. to their admission, if the 
: Speaker approved it. They might, as far as he 
cared, take any place in the House; even seats 
-along side of the Speaker. 
`<; Mr-Davis had expected to hear substantial rea- 
sons in-support of the report of. the committee. 
- Nonesuch had been offered. It was said that the 
-‘stenographers could hear very well from. their 
present: positions. . He denied it. The reporter 
could not possibly hear... Though himself nearer 
; the gentleman, he had not heard a word that fell 
from the gentleman from North Carolina. 
_oHe trusted the House would admit the stenog- 
raphers within the bar. If not admitted, the con- 
-versation and. passage of the members. around 
them will at once prevent the debates from being 
well taken, and be a perpetual excuse for. their 
errors. But if admitted, they will have no such 
apology, and they: will be within the power of the 
House. 

The great mass of our citizens are too. remote 
to attend your debates. : They rely on those who 
report them. Not more than. forty or fifty per- 
sons transiently appear..in the galleries, who are 
not equal to diffusing a knowledge of your pro- 
ceedings. Exclude. the stenographers, and you 
may as well shut your doors. It may be said that 
yon print your Journalis; but who reads them ? 

hey are scarcely read by the members them- 

selves. On great national questions the people 
ought to know, not only what you do, but also the 
principles that guide you. 

The gentleman from South Carolina was wil- 
ling to place the stenographers under the coercion 
of the Speaker, but was unwilling to place them 
under the. coercion of the House. For his part, 
he thought differently. He did not wish to see 
them at the mercy of the Speaker. 

Several allusions had been made to the treat- 
ment of a reporter at Philadelphia, who had been 
driven from the House by the Speaker. He recol- 
lected the affair, and, in his opinion, the Speaker 
had in this case been actuated more by personal 
enmity than by any other motive. 

Mr. H. Les next rose. He said he put it upon 
the candor of his colleague from Virginia to de- 
clare. whether, in his opinion, any gentleman in 
that House wished to suppress his sentiments, or 
was. disposed to shrink from an avowal of them. 
If an individual were to judge from the debate of 
to-day, he would infer that it was the desire of 
some members on that floor to conceal their sen- 
timents from the people. No such thing was the 
case. We are as anxious as those who differ with 
us that the people should know what we think, 
say, and do. 

The only question was, whether the Speaker 
shall exercise a certain power which he can conve- 

. niently, and which he has hitherto honorably ex- 
ercised, or whether we shall.assume it with all its 
inconveniences. He hoped we should not. He 
feared no inaccuracy so long as the debates pub- 
lished received no sanction from the House. 

Have you, said Mr. L., no greater objects to en- 
gage your attention than whether this man or that 
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control, except as to the single point of situation. 
In short, the business would be restored to its old 
form. 

His colleague bad made an appeal to his can- 
dor. He wished to know whether he (Mr. N. 
thought that he or any other gentleman in that 
House wished to‘suppress his sentiments, or was 
disposed to shrink from an avowal of them? He 
would answer the appeal made by his colleague, 
and would tell him that he did not feel himself at 
liberty to form conjectures respecting the opin- 
ions of others, but decided from facts. If he heard 
gentlemen make use of arguments so weak as 
those he had heard that day in defence of their 
sentiments, he would say that their feelings dif- 
fered essentially from his. He would say that, 
judging them by their arguments, they do not 
wish publicity to be given to the debates of this 
House. 

Wiat do the gentlemen tell us? Does it not 


| either foreign Ministers or Secretaries, or an 
t 


) | signing them particular seats. 


| object they professed to have in view. 


į 


other gentleman in long robes, interfered wi 

such an object, they ought to give way. He 

knew not wherein consisted the propriety of as- 

What right had 
they to exclusive seats? He knew no connexion 
that subsisted between them and this House. Be 
the right as it may, he was not for sacrificing a 
solid benefit to mere complaisance. 

But a gentleman has told us that one stenogra- 

pher, for his misrepresentation and insolence. had 

| been discharged by the Speaker. In the course 
of debate, Mr. N. said, he had studiously avoided 
any allusion to this circumstance. Nor would he 
now say anything about it, as he thought it alto- 
gether foreign from the present question. 

The respect which gentlemen expressed for the 
| Speaker appeared to him to lead them froin the 
| For, at 
present, the stenographers are not under the con- 


amount to this: that their complaisance for the trol of the Speaker. But admit them within the 
Speaker suffers him to judge for them in a case bar, and if they are guilty of misconduct, if they 
where they are the best judges; and would not | infringe any of the rules of the House, the Speaker 


this complaisance go to this length, that if the 
Speaker should judge wrong, they will not inter- 
fere to correct his error ? 

Weare told by a gentleman just up that the 
application made proceeds from pride, and that it 
can proceed from nothing else. But the gentle- 
man has not assigned his reasons for this extraor- 
dinary charge. 

It is contended that any place without the bar 
will be convenient for the stenographers. Let the 
place be pointed out. Let the gentlemen who 


urge this show us a place without the bar inac- : 


cessible to the whispers of the members and the 
pressure of a crowd. Do they imagine that any 
particular place can be assigned to which they 
can insure a profound silence, and from which 
every person can be withheld? Do they not 
know, have they not experienced, that when busi- 
ness presses, when subjects of importance are dis- 
cussed, a crowd is produced, noise ensues, and in- 


terposing obstacles rendez it impossible either to | 


hear or see the members? In such cases, by far 
the most interesting that can occur. a recess with- 
in the bar can be their only protection. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts had put the | 


business upon a very extraordinary footing—a 
footing that he did not expect from him. He re- 
presented that it would be safe to trust the report- 
ers to the Speaker’s indulgence. For his part, he 
did not think it would be safe in such hands. 
Shall the Speaker have the discretion of saying 
what debates shall be taken and what shall not? 
Shall he, and he only, have the public ear? Could 
the Speaker desire this? Surely he could not. 
He ought rather to desire the House to decide 
generally than thus impose upon him such an in- 
vidious task. 

Mr. N. said, he considered those who report the 


debates as appearing in this House on behalf of 


the people of the United States, to whom they 
communicated what passed here. The people 
were entitled to this information; and if, as ob- 
served by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


: has them within his power. 

| Some gentlemen apprehend the admission of a, 
| crowd of stenographers. The thing is morally 
‘impossible. When Congress met in a large popu- 
i lous city, where several daily papers were print- 
‘ed, we saw but two reporters. Here, removed 
i from the busy world, where the demand for that 
i description of labor which arose from publishing 
the debates was not nearly so great, and, of con- 
, sequence, the ay less, it could not be expected: 
: that there could be more. 

' Mr. N. concluded by declaring that, in his opin- 
‘jon, it was the duty of the House to decide in this 
-ease. The Speaker had changed the established 
| practice of the House. It became, therefore, the 
‘ House to inquire whether he had done what he 
‘ought to have done; which, if he had omitted to 
| do, it devolved on them to see effected. 

| Mr. Way spokein favor of the adoption of the 
! report. 

| The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
| On agreeing to the report of the select committee, 
1 and carried by the casting vote of the Speaker. 
| There being yeas 45, nays 45, as follows: 
Yeas—Theodore Sedgwick, (Speaker,) George Baer 
! Bailey Bartlett, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher 
: G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel 
| W: Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John 
: Dennis, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, 
‘Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
: Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, 
: Archibald Henderson, Benjamin Huger, James H. Im- 
| lay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, James 
| Lynn, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, 
| Josiah Parker, Jonas Platt, Levin Powell, John Reed, 
: Nathan Reed, John Rutledge, jr., John C. Smith, Samuel 
| Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Rich- 
‘ard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel 
| Williams, and Henry Woods 

| Nars—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
! Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
| William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. 
i Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, 
i Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Samuel Goode, 


-817 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


818 


Drcemeer, 1800: Mausoleum to 


Washington. H. or R. 


Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph 
Heister, William H. Hill. David Holmes, George Jack- 
son, James Jones, Aaron -Kitchell, Michael Leib, Na- 
thaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Randolph, John 
Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Srhith, Richard Dobbs 
Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sum- 
ster, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton W. Tazewell, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, and Joseph B. Varnum. 


Wenpnespnay. December 10. 


_. Another member, to wit: Marruzw Lyon, 
from Vermont, appeared and took his seat in the 
House. 


“MAUSOLEUM TO WASHINGTON. 


The House went into a Committee: of the 
Whole on the bill for erecting. a Mausoleum to 
the memory of Gzorce WASHINGTON: 

Mr. Ausron was in hopes, when he first made 
the motion now under consideration, that a ques- 
- tion would have been taken upon the amendment 
without debate; but, as his wish. upon that sub- 
ject had not been complied with, he held it to be 
his duty to give to the House the reasons which 
actuated him. 

He said that he by no means wished to detract 
anything from the merit of that illustrious char- 
acter whose memory we were now about to per- 
petuate; that it was his wish that his character 
might be handed to the latest posterity unimpair- 
ed, and that he really thought the amendment 
equally calculated to effect that desirable purpose 
with the bill; that the difference of expense was 
a matter of importance to the people of this coun- 
try; that the expense of a mausoleum, from the 
best information he had been able to collect, would 
amount to at least 150 or $200,000; that a monu- 
ment, such as was contemplated by the amend- 
ment, would not cost more than one tenth as 
much as a mausoleum, as contemplated by the 
bill as it now stood. Indeed, he believed that the 
bare expense of interring the remains of General 
WASHINGTON in a mausoleum would cost as much 
as the proposed monument. 

Mr. A. said he considered Congress pledged, as 
far as the resolutions of the last session went; 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
Ortis,) who was up a few days ago upon this sub- 
ject, had requested information; in answer to 
which he had only to observe that if that gentle- 
man would have given himself the trouble to have 
examined the proceedings of the last session of 
Congress he would have been better informed than 
he appeared to be; that a committee equally re- 
spectable with that which had reported the bill at 
the present time, had then fully investigated the 
subject, and had made a report, which was to be 
found upon the journals of the last session of Con- 
gress, recommending a monument such as was 
contemplated by the proposed amendment, and 
that the request made by the President of the 
United States to Mrs Washington, in conformity 
to the report of that committee, was for a monu- 


ment; to which request she had consented; he, 
therefore, considered Congress.as pledged thus far 
and no farther; that a motion was made in this 
House to change the monument to a mausoleum ; 
that the recent death of General WASHINGTON at 
that time, prevented any person from opposing 
any measure which was offered, let the expense 
be what it would; but that the time which had 
elapsed since, had enabled the publie mind the 
better to judge. 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Les) and 
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. GriswoLp) 
had dwelt a great deal upon the subject of public 
gratitude. It was by no means his wish or inten- 
tion to lessen that sentiment, but he said that he 
could not give his consent to an expensive mea- 
sure like that contemplated in the bill, when a 
measure far less expensive, in his opinion, would 
answer every purpose as well. 

Mr. Axsron was followed by Mr. Huaer, who 
advocated the erection of a mausoleum. 

Mr. Smite replied. He considered the erection 
of a mausoleum as productive of unnecessary ex- 
pense, asa monument would answer every ration- 
al purpose contemplated in the bill. 

Mr. H. Lee next spoke at some length in favor 
of a mausoleum, and read a letter received from 
Mr. King, our Ambassador at London, enclosing 
a plan, presented to him by an eminent foreign 
artist, for a mausoleum of one hundred and fifty 
feet base, and the same height, the expense of 
which was estimated at $170,000. 

Mr. Cuamp in, after some remarks, moved that 
the Committee rise, report progress, and ask leave 
to sit again. 

Which motion being carried without a division, 
the Committee rose; and on the question to grant 
them leave to sit again, only three members rose 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. Cuamp.in then moved the recommitment 
of the bill to the same committee that reported it, 
with the addition of two members, which was 
carried, and Messrs. CLAIBORNE and CHAMPLIN 
appointed. 

After Mr. Cuampuin’s motion for a recommit- 
ment of the bill toa select committee was carried, 

Mr. CLAIBORNE said he had risen to move that 
the committee just appointed be instructed to in- 
quire into the expediency of carrying into effect a 
resolution passed by the old Congress, on the 7th 
of August, 1783, directing an equestrian statue 
of General Wasuineton to be erected at the place 
where the residence of Congress shall be estab- 
lished. 

Mr. C. said, that on a question which could not 
fail to excite the sensibility of every American 
heart, it was a subject of great regret that a divis- 
ion of sentiment should arise. The memory of 
our departed patriot lives in the affections of a 
grateful country, and will triumph over time. 
During a long life, so usefully and honorably em- 
ployed, WasutncTon had reared to himself a fab- 
ric of fame, the lustre of which can neither be 
diminished nor heightened by any measure that we 
can take. But, sir, from a respect for our own, as 
well as for the feelings of the nation, we should 
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endeavor to-unitein thelast act of attention which 
we propose to show this yenerable character. 

Mr. Ĉ. said that the proposition fora mausoleum 
was calculated-to create division. The expense 
of such a monument would be immense, and would 
be viewed by many.as:a profuse and useless ex- 
penditure of the public money. He believed that 
the statue recommended by the old Congress could 
be better justified upon principles of economy, and 
would meet with more general support. Here 
Mr. C. read from thé Journals of the old Congress 
the following resolutions: 


“ Resolved, (unanimously, ten States being present) 
That an equestrian statue of General WasaineTon be 
erected at the place where the residence of Congress 
shall be established. ` 

“Resolved, That the statue be of bronze—the Gene- 
ral to be represented in a Roman dress, holding a trunch- 
eon in his right hand, and his head encircled with a lau- 
rel wreath. The statue to be supported by a marble ped- 
estal, on which are to be represented, in basso relievo, 
the following principal events of the war, in which Gen- 
eral Wasiixeron commanded in person, viz: The 
evacuation of Boston—the capture of the Hessians at 
Trenton—the battle of Princeton—the action of Mon- 
mouth—and the surrender of York. On the upper part 
of the front of the pedestal, to be engraved. as follows: 
‘The United States in Congress assembled ordered this 
‘ statue to be erected, in the year of our Lord, 1783, in 
‘honor of Gsorce Wasuryeton, the illustrious Com- 
< mander-in-Chief of the Armies of the United States of 
¢ America, during the war which vindicated and secured 
‘ their liberty, sovereignty, and independence.” 

A monument thus designed, (continued Mr. C.) 
would portray in lively colors the military achiev- 
ments of our late illustrious Chief, and is calculated 
to impress upon our posterity a grateful recollec- 
tion of his eminent services. Mr. C. was the more 
interested in support of a monument of this kind, 
because it had been sanctioned by an unanimous 
vote of those venerable philosophers and states- 
men who presided in our councils, at a time of the 
greatest danger, directed the storm of war, and 
tamed the rage of tyranny. 

It was true, that this equestrian statue would 
not express any of the great events of WASHING- 
ron’s civil life, but, of these, we have already 
many honorable testimonials; the first. in order, 
and which he hoped would be the last in durabil- 
ity, was the Constitution of the United States; to 
this instrument his name was annexed, and would 
be noticed with gratitude by the lovers of freedom 
in every age and every clime; this city is another 
memento of his civil life, and, if it should be the 
residence of all that piety, wisdom, and magnan- 
imity, which was so devoutly prayed for by each 
branch of the Legislature, at the commencement 
of the present session, this city would remain an 
honorable testimonial of the civil virtues of its 
great founder. 

There was no doubt, said Mr. C., but that many 
gentlemen were also solicitous that the body of 
General Wasutncron should be deposited within 
the walls of the Capitol; of this number Mr. C. 
was one, and was desirous that a plain but neat 
apartment should be speedily prepared for its re- 


‘ception, But over his remains, instead of:an‘ex- 


` | pensive monument, Mr. C. thought it most advis- 


‘able to place a plain but neat tomb-stone, of Ame-" 
rican marble, and prepared by an American artist... 
And in order to conyey to posterity, in impressive .. 
language, the feelings of the American. nation, . 
when the loss of our patriot, sage, and hero, was, 
first announced, Mr. C. wished to- see engraved: : 
upon this tomb the addresses of each .House. of 
Congress upon this occasion to the President of 
the United States, together with the President’s 
replies thereto. eie . 

Mr. C. concluded by moving the instructions 
stated in the commencement of his speech. 

Mr. Crarporne was followed by Messrs. Craik. 
and Norr. > 
The instruction tothe committee, moved . by 
Mr. CLatsorne, with a slight modification, was 

agreed to. : 


Tuurspay, December 11. 


A letter was presented from Mr. L’Enfant; stat- 
ing the services he had rendered in the formation 
and execution of the plan of the City. of Wash- 
ington, complaining of the ill treatment he had’. 
experienced, and requesting the attention of Con-: 
gress to the propriety of rendering him compen- ~ 
sation for his services. e 

A letter was received from the Secretary of the. 
Treasury, accompanied by a statement of appro- 
priations necessary for the year 1801, and a state- 
ment of the receipts and expenditures preceding’ 
the 1st day of October, 1800. Referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The committee to whom was referred the con- 
gratulatory address of sundry citizens of the Ter- 
ritory of Columbia to Congress, reported that the: 
address contained sentiments expressive of a laud- 
able attachment to the Government of this coun- 
try, and of a sincere solicitude to accommodate 
the members of the Government, and concluded 
with a resolution that the Speaxer be requested 
to enclose to the committee appointed on behalf 
of the citizens a copy of the report. Report 
agreed to. 


CLAIM OF MAJOR JACKSON. 


Mr. RurLepee presented a petition from Major , 
Jackson, an officer in the Army of the United 
States, stating that the Secretary of War had re- 
fused to allow him double rations, to which he 
considered himself entitled as the commandant of 
a post, and desiring Congress to take his claim 
into consideration. 

Mr. R. moved to refer the petition toa select 
committee. 

Mr. Griswotp hoped it would go to the Com- , 
mittee of Claims. They were more competent, 
from their acquaintance with the nature and ex- 
tent of the various claims made, to investigate the 
present claim. It is further desirable that a gen- 
eral system should be adopted and applied uni- 
formly to all cases. This could only be accom- 
plished by all the objects of this kind being laid 
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before one committee. In this way only could an 
uniformity of decision be attained. 


Mr. Craisorne was in favor of a reference to 
He had himself, dur- 
ing the last session, presented a petition of a sim- 
ilar‘ kind, which he wished to go to a select com- 
mittee; but he had’ been opposed by the gentle- 
man’ from South Carolina, at whose instance it 


the Committee of Claims. 


was referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. Otis thought the claim made by the peti- 


tioner much better for the consideration of a spe- 
cial corimittee than for that of the Committee of 


Claims. The claim, he understood, was founded 


by the petitioner on the spirit of a law that al- 
lowed double rations to every officer who was a 
He was in- 


commandant of a’ particular ‘post. 
formed that the petitioner had had the command 


of several posts in succession; and that, not ex- 


clusively confined to one, he had had the direc- 
tion of several. The construction put on the law 


by the Secretary of War might be legal, but not 


equitable. If so, it became the House to change 
the provisions of the law, and to render them con- 


formable to cases which had not been contem- 


plated at its passage. If this-were the case, it 
presented objects distinct from those usually sub- 
mitted to the Committee of Claims. 

The question ‘was then taken. on a reference to 
the Committee of Claims, and carried—48 mem- 
bers rising in favor of it. 


MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. Vaknum laid a resolution on the table to 
- this effect: “ That it is expedient so to alter the 
‘Military Establishment of the United States 
‘that the second regiment of artillery and engi- 
‘ néers shall consist but of three battalions.” 
Previous to offering this resolution, Mr. Var- 
NUM took a concise view of the progress made 
since the year 1796 in the Military Establishment, 
and stated that in 1799 a new organization was 
made, whereby each regiment ordered to be raised 
was made to consist of four battalions. One bat- 
talion was not yet raised, but according to that 
system it would soon be raised unless counter- 
manded. He was of opinion that in the present 
state of the country it was quite unnecessary, and 
therefore ‘hoped that the House would concur 
with him in altering the present law in such a 
way as to prevent the raising another battalion. 


DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. New called up the resolution laid by him 
yesterday on the table, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what, alterations are neces- 
sary to be made to the several acts “laying duties on 
spirits distilled within the United States, and on stills,” 
and that they be authorized to report by bill or other- 
wise. 

_Mr. New observed that his object in making 
the motion was to have the law so amended as to 
allow the proprietors of stills to use them when 
they pleased, and have the option of paying by 
the-gallon, or on the capacity of the still. Agreed 


‘Military Establishment, §c. 
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to, and referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. : 


g 


Fripay, December 12. 


A letter was received from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, enclosing a statement of the loans made . 
in relation to the city of Washington, and a re- 
port from the Commissioners, containing an ac- 
count of the expenditures from November 18, 1799, 
to November 18, 1800—referred to the committee 
of Ways and Means. 

A letter was received from the Secretary of 
State, enclosing a list of impressed American sea- 
men, with an account of the measures pursued for 
their release. Ordered to be printed. 

The report of the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures, allowing Robert Hooper a draw- 
back on fourteen pipes and three quarter casks of 
Madeira wine, was agreed to, and the same com- 
mittee instructed to report a bill for that purpose. 


JENKINS AND SONS. 

The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the report of the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures on the petition of Thomas Jenkins 
and Sons. The report is as follows: 

“That the object of the petitioners is to obtain a regis- 
ter for a ship built on the remains, or hulk, of a British 
ship, burnt at the port of New York; three-fourths of 
which ship, they set forth to be built with timber, plank, 
and other materials of the United States. 

« The committee are of opinion, that the prayer of the 
petition ought not to be granted, and that the petitioners 
have leave to withdraw their petition.” 

A debate of some length, in which Messrs. S. 
Sirua and Oris supported the report, and Messrs. 
Birp, Huger, and ELMENDORTF, opposed it, ensued. 
On the question to agree to the report, it was 
carried. 


NORTHWEST TERRITORY. 


Mr. McMit.an observed that appropriations of 
particular tracts of land inthe Northwest Terri- 
tory had been made for the establishment of 
schools and the support of religion, and that in 
particular a tract of land six miles square had 
been set apart for these purposes out of a tract 
granted to John C. Symmes & Co. One of the 
terms of the appropriation had been the location 
thereof, with the consent of the Government of 
the Northwest Territory, within a certain time, 
which had not been done. He also stated, that in 
each township, one lot had been appropriated for 
the support of schools, and one for the support of 
religion ; but that Congress had not vested them 
in any particular persons, It followed that the 
property not only remained unimproved, but was 
much injured by the encroachment of individuals. 
He had been directed to apply to Congress to take 
the subject into consideration, that such provisions 
might be made as would redress the existing evils. 
For which purpose he moved the appointment of 
a committee to inquire into the situation of certain 
tracts of land, appropriated to the support of 
schools and religion, out of a tract of land granted 
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to John C. Symmes, to report by bill or otherwise 
what measutes are necessary to be adopted toren- 
der the said tracts productive. 

The report was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. S. Smiru, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, presented, a bill for the 
relief of Robert Hooper; which was read and 
committed. 


On the question for engrossing the bill fora third 
reading to-morrow, it was agreed to without a 
division. A 

. WILLIAM NICHOLS. 


On motion of Mr. Leis, the House went into a 
Committee of the Wholeon the report ofthe Com- 
mittee of Claims on the petition of William Nich- 
ols, late Marshal of Pennsylvania. 

The report was read, which allows the claim 
made by William Nichols for the expenses of the 
attendance of jurors and witnesses on the trial of 
insurgents in ’95, before the Circuit Court of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. Macon observed that the money stated by 
the petitioner to have been paid by him, was not 
warranted by any law existing at the time. The 
reason assigned by the petitioner for paying the 
sums he wished to be reimbursed was that at the 
time he was young in office. The sum allowed 
by the report, was the highest allowed in any State 

ROBERT HOOPER. to jurors and witnesses, and was even higher than 

The House went intoa Committee of the Whole | that paid in Pennsylvania. Under these circum- 
on the bill for the relief of Robert Hooper. After | Stances he moved that the Committee should rise, 
being read by the Chairman, the bill was reported ana report progress, ; ; 
to the House withoutamendment; and on the ques- fr. Waun said that the judges had sanctioned 
tion of engrossing it for.a third reading, the sums allowed in the report; and, though there 

Mr. GriswoLo said he wished to be informed | Was,no law that authorized it, the measure was 
wherein the facts, on which the committee at the | Justified by the necessity of the case. The allow- 
present session had founded a favorable report, dif- | @2¢e made was to individuals in the double capa- 
fered from those on which the committee in 1797 | CIty of jurors and witnesses. Tt was thought equi- 
founded a different report, which then stated that | table that they should be compensated in both 


the loss of the petitioner had arisen from a want | Characters. The sums allowed were the same as 
of care on his part. ` those that were allowed in the Supreme Court of 


i ` ! : " x ; 
Mr. S. Saurn said he had been a member of a anit These considerations made him 

both committees. In 1797 the petitioner supported "The. Gene te ake ET ee ee 

his claim only by his own assertions; he was there- q t MIES S rising" WAS 

ine bigeye owg it E Epor a Uat Noa | "The Committee then concurred in the report of 

though he believed it had never been acted upon | . Bate ; ; 

by th, House, Daring the present sesslon fall | the Comme of lane which concrrnet ing 

proo ad been ex. 1D1te a e OSS O. e pe- j > á EE É 3 

titioner did not arise from any misconduct of his, | and i Committee of Claims instructed to report 

butfromtheinattention of the custom-house officer. me 
Mr. Oris thought the case one of the plainest | 

that could occur. The petitioner had imported Tvespay, December 16. 

certain specified goods; had declared his intention aces d bill for the relief of Robe 

to export them; and had applied to the proper offi- | n engrossed bill Lor the relief of Robert Hooper 

cer for coastwise certificates and clearances, and | Was read the third time, and passed. 

all other papers necessary for effecting his purpose. 

It was well known that the deputy collector was | VEDNES i 

generally supplied with blanks, which he filled up | Wepnespay, December 17. 


as the case required. The petitioner, after expres-| Mr, Macon, from the Committee of Claims, to 
sing his wishes, and receiving from the deputy col- | whom was referred, on the eleventh instant, the 
lector certain papers, asked “ Havel gotall my pa- | memorial of Peter Charles L'Enfant made a re- 
pers ?” the answer was “yes.” Afterwards, when | port; which was read and considered: Where- 
too late to retrieve the error, he found that he had upon, 
not one. : Resolved, That the prayer of the memorial of 
Mr. Watn, on a former occasion, had been op- | the said Peter Charles L’Enfant cannot be granted. 
posed to the claim, because proof had not been pro- | Mr. H. Les, from the committee to whom was 
duced of landing the goods in a foreign country. | referred, on the twenty-eighth ultimo, so much of 
Proof of this fact was now furnished. As hehad | the President’s Speech as respects the District of 
no doubt of the exportation of the articles, and of | Columbia, made a report, in part; which was read 
their having been landed in a foreign country, | and ordered to lie on the table. 
which is all the law requires to entitle the exporter i EIRE 
to drawback, he thought that the claim ought to be DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


allowed. Mr. H. Lez, from the same committee, presented 


Monpay, December 15. 


Another member, to wit: Tuomas PINCKNEY, 
from South Carolina, appeared, and took his seat 
in the House. 

Mr. Cooper, after some prefatory remarks, moved 
the appointment of a committee to inquire into the 
expediency of repealing an act for the valuation of 
lands and dwelling-houses, and for the enumera- 
tion of slaves, within the United States. 

Ordered to lie on the table. 
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the following bill concerning the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was twice read and committed : 


Be it enacted by the Senate und House of Represen- 
tatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the laws of the State of Virginia, as 
they existed on the first Monday of December in the year 
1800, shall be and continue in force in that part of the 
District of Columbia which was ceded by the said State to 
the United States, and by them accepted for the perma- 
nent Seat of Government: and that the laws of the State 
of Maryland, as they existed on the said first Monday in 
December, shall be and continue in force in that part of 
the said district which was ceded by that State to the 
United States, and by them accepted as aforesaid. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all execu- 
tive and judicial officers, appointed by the respective 
States of Virginia and Maryland, and who had jurisdic- 
tion in or over the said district, or any part thereof, on 
the said first Monday of December, according to the 
tenor of the Constitution and laws of the said States, 
shall continue to hold and exercise such jurisdiction 
until removed by the President of the United States; 
and that the appointment of all such officers hereafter, 
shall be made in the manner designated by the second 
section of the second article of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That nothing in 
this act contained shall in any wise alter, impeach or 
impair the rights granted by or derived from the acts 
of incorporation of Alexandria and Georgetown, or any 
other body corporate or politic within the said District. 


REDUCTION OF ARTILLERY. 


Mr. Varnum, called up his resolution, laid on 
the table on the 11th instant, for reducing the sec- 
ond regiment of artillery to three battalions: it at 
present consists of four battalions, 

Mr. Oris declared himself surprised at the re- 
solution offered by his colleague, as he had not 
known any act passed in that House with more 
unanimity, or which appeared at the time or since 
to be attended with more general satisfaction, 
than the act on which the present establishment 
of artillery and engineers was founded. At the 
time the act was passed, the body of artillery and 
engineers thereby raised was considered and de- 
clared to be part of the permanent army ; and in 
this view it had since received the sanction of the 
House in every form in which it had been pre- 
sented, 

To show that this was the case, it would be 


only necessary to exhibit a history of the establish- | 


ment of this body of our military force. 


Prior to the year 1794, the corps of artillerisis ! 


and engineers consisted of one battalion. 

In May 1794, ina time of profound peace, an 
act passed increasing the establishment to a regi- 
ment, consisting of four battalions. 

In May 1796, an act was passed recognising 
and confirming the existence of the regiment, pre- 
viously directed to be raised. f 

In April 1798, before Congress contemplated the 
existence of that emergency which afterwards oc- 
curred, before the Provisional Army was author- 
ized, or a naval equipment with a view to actual 
hostility with a foreign Power was begun, an act 
passed directing the raising an additional regi- 


ment, to consist of three battalions, and this not 
merely for three years, as had been hitherto usual, 
but for five years. 

On the 3d of March 1799, an act passed for the 
better organization of the troops of the United 
States, augmenting the numbers of the companies 
and regiments of infantry and cavalry, and direct- 
ing that the second regiment of artillery should 
consist of four battalions instead of three. The 
provisions of this act were such as manifested the 
determination of Congress that the artillery thus 
directed, and that only, should be raised in any 
event. Thus the augmentation was not authorized 
for the purpose of meeting the crisis or of consti- 
tuting a part of the temporary arrangements for 
defence, but as a resource for instruction and de- 
fence at all times and upon all occasions. 

Jn the last session of Congress two acts were 
passed which materially affected the Military Es- 
tablishment. One of which suspended all further 
recruiting in reference to the twelve regiments, 
but was silent in respect to the artillery; the other 
for authorizing the President to disband the in- 
fantry and cavalry, but expressly restraining him 
from ‘diminishing the numbers of the artillery. 
Was he not therefore warranted in the assertion 
that the present establishment of the two regiments 
of artillery and engineers had been authorized with 
the greatest deliberation, and sanctioned as a fa- 
vorite measure? That it was intended to be cher- 
ished as a nursery for those branches of military 
science which are most difficult of acquisition, 
which cannot be learnt or practised upon a sudden 
emergency? While every other part of the Mili- 
tary Establishment had experienced a radical re- 
form, the organization of the artillery had hitherto 
remained exempt from objection and dispute. 

This being the case, was it not incumbent on 
the gentleman, who had submitted the resolution 
before the House, to point out some of those dis- 
criminating circumstances, for the adoption of a 
| measure at this time which has been hitherto in- 
expedient? Wasit notincumbent on him to show 
that he did not intend the accomplishment of this 
measure as a prelude to the entire annihilation of 
the little germ of an army that now remains to 
this country ? 

For his part, Mr. Or1s declared he was not am- 
bitious of assuming either credit or responsibility 
that would arise from a reformation that would 
leave the country destitute of defence. He was 
willing that those who succeeded in the adminis- 
tration of the Government should reap the honor 
and advantage of this reform. 

Whether the force at present authorized by law 
was more than adequate to the protection of our 
extended sea-board, and our no less extensive fron- 

tier, would clearly appear by a statement of the 
distribution of it that is intended when the regi- 
ments are complete. 

He had taken some pains to inform himself of 
this fact, and had prepared a document to show, 
exclusive of officers commissioned and non-com- 
missioned, the numbers that would be stationed 
at the respective posts. Mr. Oris then went mi- 
| nutely into a statement of the numbers allowed 
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artillery are 


to every post and garrison where the 
were as fol- 


to be employed; the results of which 


lows: 

In Georgia and South Carolina - - - 192 
Virginia and Maryland - - - - 192 
Pennsylvania - - - - $ - 144 
New York - - me = = 288 
Connecticut - - =~ - ot Sar cdg 
Rhode Island - Bo 2s oms me- ao Midd 
Massachusetts - - >- - á - 192 

On Northwestern frontier, from Niagara to 

Mobile Bay. - =- - =-  - 336 
Total - - = z - 1536 


And this number was to be divided among 
nearly thirty different garrisons. 

Now let any man, acquainted with the extent 
of our country, and who knew how vulnerable it 
was in many points, forming a line in one direc- 
tion of fifteen hundred miles, and in the other 
direction of more than two thousand: let any man 
decide whether such an extended country could 
be adequately defended by a force less than two 
thousand in number? When the numerous har- 

. bors to be defended, on the seaboard, and the 
number of forts on the western frontier, requiring 
garrisons to protect them from the attacks of the 
Todians, were considered, could any reasonable 
man affirm that two thousand artillerists and en- 
gineers were too many ? 

Cannot we support this establishment? Are 
we too poor? True economy itself would dictate 
a continuance of the force. For the militia, how- 
ever useful in other circumstances, could afford 
but little defence to our forts and harbors without 
a corps of regular artillery to support and en- 
courage their efforts. He put entirely out of view 
all considerations derived from the four existing 
regiments of infantry. They were entirely occu- 
pied in defending our western frontiers from Indian 
invasion. Their services were there required, as 
the militia could not be kept in readiness to repel 
sudden aggressions, but at an enormous expense. 

Weare extremely young in the science of en- 
gineering. However competent the militia may 
be to the great purpose of ultimately defending the 
country, they are not in such a situation as to be 
enabled to protect our forts and harbors on a sud- 
den invasion. If the militia are incompetent to 
thf$ end, we must rely upon a standing force. 
Infantry and cavalry might soon be created, but 
artillery and engineers were not the growth ofa 
day. By diminishing these, you deprive your- 
selves of all the solid advantages to be derived 
from the militia, who in co-operation with a small 
regular force of this description would be formi- 
dable, but who, unaided by them, would be ineffi- 
cient. 

The resolution in question he also considered 
as quite premature. What change, he inquired, 
since the last session, when the maintenance of 
this battalion was recognised as expedient, had oc- 
curred in our foreign or domestic relations? A con- 
vention, İt is said, is made with France. But we 
are ignorant of its terms, its nature, or extent, It 
has not yet been ratified, and when ratified, who 


will answer for its due execution, or the conse- 
quences which may ensue? If it restores our 
friendly relations with France, may it not produce 
a misunderstanding with other Powers? Do not 
circumstances exist that render it highly prudent to 
secure and strengthen our western posts? He was 
persuaded that ifa powerful nation like the United 
States, should declare its inability or reluctance 
to support this moderate wilitary force, it would 
incur the contempt of other nations. They would 
hardly condescend to treat with us for a compen- 
sation of injuries, or if they made treaties, they 
would violate them in the full confidence of im- 
punity. i 

But it was said by the gentleman, that as this 
battalion had not yet been raised, the inference 
was obvious that it was not necessary. 

But for what reason had the raising of it been 
delayed? It would be recollected that during the 
last session of Congress, the late Secretary of War 
presented to this House a project for reducing the 
two regiments of artillery to three battalions each, 
and in lieu of the fourth battalion to substitute a 
corps of artillerists and engineers, and a military 
academy, in which they might be initiated into 
the principles of these useful and necessary sci- 
ences. While that report was pending before the 
Legislature, it would have been improper and 
inexpedient to recruit for this fourth battalion. 
Had the substitute been adopted, the measure 
would have been superseded. But the report of 
the Secretary, though many parts of it were, in 
his opinion, highly deserving of attention, was 
not accepted by Congress. Since that period, the 
seat of Government had been removed. The 
former Seeretary of the War Department had re- 
signed, and some time of course had been lost; he 
knew, however, that some of the officers had been 
appointed, and had reason to believe that the corps 
would soon be perfectly organized. Another rea- 
son, Mr. Oris alleged, was, that the intention of . 
Goverament had been principally directed to orga- 
nize the temporary army; it being conceived that 
the permanent establishment might proceed more 
leisurely. On the whole, Mr. O. said, that he 
was not one of those who were dismayed at the 
crisis in the political affairs of the country,and he 
trusted there was still a majority in the House, 
who, unawed by a change of times, and unshaken 
by the prospect of seeing their measures hereafter 
reversed, would persevere while they had the power 
in maintaining the principles and measures to 
which the nation was indebted for its dignity and 
prosperity. Ifthe administration of the Govern- 
ment is destined to change, let those who succeed 
take upon themselves the burden of reform ; and 
if it was intended by this resolution, that he should 
have an opportunity to partake in the glory and 
advantages of it, with all due acknowledgment, 
he begged to decline the offer. 

Let those into whose hands the future Govern- 
ment might fall, realize the expectations that have 
been raised, let them perform all the engagements 
they have made, let them preserve and augment 
the public prosperity, and while they enjoyed the 
exclusive credit of their measures, they should on 
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those conditions receive all the support and appro- Í man did, and he felt more for them. He did not 


bation which in his humble sphere he could afford. 
But he had no idea of adopting measures that 
would betray symptoms of regret and contrition for 
the past, and he hoped his. friends would do no- 
thing that should be construed into a death-hed 
repentance of a conduct which constituted their 
glory and their pride. Retiring himself froma 
short political career, he had the consolation to 
reflect that his efforts had been directed to the sup- 
port of no measure, which would not be a source 
of satisfaction, if he were retiring from the sphere 
of existence. And he doubted not that the other 
gentlemen had been actuated by the same motives, 
and would unite in the evidence of their sober 
conviction, by voting against the resolution. 

Mr. Varnum observed that his colleague had 
not confined himself to a true statement of facts. 
It was well known that the military force raised 
in 1794 was for a standing army, of which char- 
acter was the first regiment of artillery. But 
when the second regiment was raised, the country 
was in a state of alarm. We were told that war 
menaced us, and were terrified with the idea of 
invasion. Still, it was determined by Congress 
that the regiment should consist of no more than 
three battalions. If; then, at that period, when 
the danger was exaggerated by our fears, three 
battalions were thought sufficient, can more be 
thought necessary now, when there is no alarm, 
no danger of war or invasion ? 

Mr. V. was of opinion that the three battalions 
were sufficient for every rational purpose to be 
accomplished by artillery. He did not mean to 
say that they were equal to the defence of the 
country in case of invasion. The idea would be 
childish. In such a case our reliance must be 
upon the militia, upon the great body of the peo- 
ple themselves. 

The gentleman who had preceded him had 
dwelt on the unfavorable condition of the militia, 
and the little knowledge we had yet acquired in 
relation to artillerists and engineers. Yet that 
gentleman must know, thatin Massachusetts alone, 
there were forty companies of artillerists and en- 
gineers, well equipped and well disciplined, ready, 
at a moment’s notice, to turn out in defence of the 
laws of the United States, or of that State. Other 
States were probably as well provided. 

The only oceasion, said Mr. V., we had for this 
description of troops, was to defend our harbors 
and posts from any sudden attack. For this pur- 
pose twenty-eight companies were fully adequate. 
On the occurrence of a great danger, we must 
not look up to these men, but to the people. Our 
true defence, our great and only defence. con- 
sisted in the militia, He believed them to be in 
such a state as to protect us from any danger. 

Mr. RutLepGE was surprised at the remarks of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. He had stated 
no facts, he had referred to no documents, but had 
confined himself to a declaration of his belief that 
the four battalions of artillery are unnecessary, 
and had concluded by pronouncing, as he had fre- 
quently before done, a panegyric upon the militia. 
He thought as highly of the militia as the gentle- 


desire to drag them from the plough, and the en- 
joyments of domestic felicity, to carry them to 
the seacoast, there to confine them for long peri- 
ods in forts, under the pretence of a miserable 
economy. A comparative view of the relative 
expenses of a standing force and the militia, would 
convince the gentleman that the latter was by far 
the more expensive. Let him call to recollection 
the state of our fortifications at the close of the 
Revolutionary war. Fortifications then covered 
the face of the country. But no sooner was peace 
restored to us than the people believed it would 
last forever. Government received the same im- 
pulse, and suffered the defence of the country to 
fallinto decay. And what were the consequences? 
We were now called upon to repair them. This 
very result would be produced by that pitiful spi- 
rit of economy that the gentleman wishes to 
revive. 

Mr. R. spoke not from documents, but what he 
said was derived from actual observation. In 
travelling from the southward he had seen on the 
seacoast harbors and forts miserably garrisoned. 
His friend from Massachusetts (Mr. V.) had not 
been correct in his statement. The numbers he 
had assigned to different places were not those 
actually there, but those contemplated to.be sta- 
tioned when the establishment was complete. In 
the whole extent of South Carolina and Georgia, 
there were stationed only one hundred and ninety- 
two men, and in North Carolina, only one hun- 
dred and forty-two. 

Discarding, as Mr. R. was compelled to do, all 
view to false economy, there was another view 
that naturally presented itself. “Was the state of 
the nation materially changed; and, if it were, 
should that change have any influence on the 
measure under discussion? if the establishment 
of the two regiments of artillery was part of a 
permanent system, and not derived from any ex- 
isting or apprehended state of things, and this had 
been his opinion, and was, he believed, the opinion 
of Congress, any change whatever in the state of 
the country would not affect the question before 
the House. 

Artillery, said Mr. R., from their very nature, 
ought tobe permanent. Infantry and cavalry can 
be soon raised and made eflective; but not so with 
artillery. They require time to render them ser- 
viceable. We all know the force of artillery in 
war. The brilliant successes of the French were 
owing to the superiority of their artillery to that 
of their enemies. The First Consul had himself 
been an artillerist; he had been bred in the school 
of Paris. In the great war waged against Prus- 
sia, Frederick had converted almost the whole of 
his force into artillery; he had himself invented 
the horse artillery. By these means he had tri- 
umphed. y 

The Secretary of War had last session made 
a report recommending the formation of a mili- 
tary school. But his plan had not been embraced. 
This having failed, he hoped a strong Military 
Establishment would be substituted in its room. 

Mr. R. was indisposed to diminish the corps of 
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artillerists and engineers; 
keep up an army for purposes of parade; the pre- 

sent establishment was not more than competent 

to our defence. If a reduction were to be made, 

he would much rather diminish the infantry or 

cavalry than the artillery, for the reasons he had 

already assigned. 

Whether the state of the country was changed, 
or was not, it was not for him to say. If called 
upon to give his opinion, he would say that he 
thought the state of the country was changed. 
Two years ago the prospect of war was threaten- 
ing. He now believed we should have peace; 
and if we did obtain it, it would be owing to the 
exertions of his honorable friend and of those 
who acted with him. To the energetic meastres 
pursued by them, by which the people had been 
roused from apathy to a lively exertion of their 
powers and an exhibition of their spirit, we should 
owe its blessings. Their patriotic labors had 
warded off the dangers that threatened us, and 
prevented the adoption of measures in which we 
might have found our ruin. Mr. R. concluded 
with declaring that it was not for him to say 
what changes had taken place in the internal sit- 
uation of the country. 

Mr. Suevarp said that a great expense had 
already been incurred in raising the artillery, 
which would be useless if they were now dis- 
missed. He believed, too, the artillery to be the 
most important part of our Military Establish- 
ment. For this and other reasons, in the expres- 
sion of which other members had anticipated him, 
he was against the motion for the reduction. 

Mr. S. Surra was perfectly agreed, on general 
principles, with the gentleman who had just sat 
down. A preference ought certainly to be given 
to that description of troops which required much 
previous instruction before they could be useful. 
In 1794 he had. heartily concurred in adopting 
measures calculated to call into existence gentle- 
men of capacity to be instructed in enginery. An 
additional regiment had been urged at that time. 
It had been urged in 1796. A report was after- 
wards made of the number of men required. 
Upon that report the new regiment had been bot- 
tomed. It was then declared it would be no de- 
fence against an invading enemy ; and it was re- 
plied that it was proposed to organize it for the 
particular purpose of defending our ports and 
harbors, and as a school of information. At that | 
time we had the prospect of a war before us. 
Still, it was understood as a part of our permanent | 
arrangement. If the establishment then formed 
was sufficient, why was it not now sufficient, when 
we have no new forts except those in the South- 
western Territory ? 

A proof of the uselessness of the additional bat- 
talion, said Mr. S., was derived from the conduct 
of the Executive. Neither the Secretary of War 
nor the President had called it into service. 

The great object of the regular troops was to 
take care of the arms, forts, &c., and not ulti- 
mately to defend them. That object could only 
be accomplished by the militia, on whom, in peri- 
ods of danger, we must rely for our substantial 


not that he wished to | defence; for no man can suppose ninety-six men 


equal to the defence of Fort Mifflin, if attacked 
by an invading enemy. 

Mr. S. said he thought the present number of 
artillerists sufficient. Indeed, one company might 
be spared from Fort Jay, and one from Newport. 
Fort Jay was in the vicinity of a populous city, 
from which any aid could be obtained. The har- 
bor at Newport he considered of the utmost im- 
portance, as he thought in a time of war we must 
look to that port for the protection of our Navy. 

Mr. S. was not an enemy to measures of de- 
fence. He had been among the foremost in pro- 
posing and supporting them. But he thought the 
grand defence of this country rested in the Navy 
and Militia. Let us then encourage and advance 
these. They will be our true friends in times of 
danger. Congress had applied a sum of money 
to be laid out in arms to be put into the hands of 
the militia; and yet not one stand of arms had 
been given to that useful body. Why had this 
not been done? The want of money he presumed 
was the cause. He was not among those who 
wished to complete the destruction of defensive 
measures. Nor was he for rushing into childish 
expense, barely to make a boast of our strength. 

Mr. S. affirmed that the fourth battalion had 
been raised in a back-handed way, and not in the 
fair, regular manner, that had been pretended. 
Without taking up the subject by itself, a bill had 
been passed in 1799 barely directing that a regi- 
ment should consist of four battalions; and so 
back-handed did the President deem it, that he 
had never raised the additional battalion, not con- 
sidering it the wish of the House that it should be 
raised ; and, as to the Secretary of War, he had 
given it up last session for a mly school, 

One gentleman was greatly alarmed about na- 
tions not treating with us, as if our having one or 
two battalions of artillery would have any influ- 
ence upon foreign nations. No injury could be 
done to the country by the proposed reduction. 
It only affected the future establishment. It did 
not diminish in the least the existing force. As 
to the measures of the new Administration, no 
one can tell what they will be. He trusted that 
they would be what they ought to be. 

It appeared to Mr. S. strange to urge the raising 
of a new body of the military while the old body 
remained so incomplete. There were nominal 
corps in existence withouta man. Why appoint 
officers for such corps? But if officers are wanted, 
there were one hundred and fifty vacancies in the 
old corps; fill them. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts had shown that this corps was useless. 
Mr. S. had shown that it had been authorized by 
the Legislature without having been called into 
existence by the President when war threatened 
us, and now when gentlemen tell us they expect 
(and he believed they expected truly) peace with 
all the world, we are calied upon—strange incon- 
sistency !—to organize this force. 

The sum of forty-five thousand dollars, to be 
saved by the proposed retrenchment, had been 
called pitiful. He was far from thinking forty- 
five thousand dollars a pitiful sum. 
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Mr. 8. disclaimed harboring the most distant 

- idea of diminishing the present effective force of 

the United States, and more particularly that of 

the artillery. That at present in existence he 
thought useful and sufficient. 

Mr. H. Lee thought a view could be taken of 
the subject before the House that would demon- 
strate the inexpediency of adopting the resolution 
proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Let a view be taken of our forts, their distance 
from each other, the amount of our ordnance, and 
our infant Navy, and the number of men required 
for all these objects; and he would ask the mover 
of the resolution whether he could persist in his 
purpose? A statement had been made of the 
number of our forts, and of the men that garri- 
soned them. He would call upon gentlemen to 
say, whether the number of men was more than 
adequate to meet ordinary objects that arose dur- 
ing a state of peace. This was not sufficient. 
We must contemplate our predicament in a state 
of war. The militia had been represented, in 
such a state of things, as our great defence. But 
it was a fact, that before they could be operative 
a very inferior force might sweep out of our 
hands many of our most valuable forts. 

The gentleman from Maryland had given it as 
his opinion, that the force stationed at Norfolk 
might be reduced. Mr. L. held an opposite opin- 
ion. He knew Elizabeth river to be very import- 
ant, and he also knew that it was badly protected. 
If you do not defend your forts well, you had 
much better not do it at all. Newport and New 
York were also very important stations. Hamp- 
ton road commands your attention. How, under 
your present establishment, would you defend 
your Navy riding in that road? In case of a war 
with England, your little Navy must fly to your 
shores for safety; and, when there, how are they 
to be protected? 

This battalion not having been raised by the 
President has been tortured into an argument 
against the measure, under the belief that the 
President thought it useless, Mr. L. said he was 
disposed to pay the highest respect to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and he was happy to 
hear other gentlemen unaccustomed to express 
such respect, unite with him on this occasion. 
But he was, notwithstanding, not disposed to sac- 
rifice his own opinion, though he thought the con- 
duct of the President had been otherwise satisfac- 
torily explained by a gentleman who had gone 
before him in the debate. 

Mr. L. wished gentlemen to feel the full force 
of those remarks which had enforced the great 
weight of artillery in military operations. In the 
varlous campaigns conducted by the Chief that 
was now no more, we were without artillery, in 
consequence of which much American blood had 
been spilled. From the want of artillery we had 
lost Ninety-Six. In the loss of that place a fatal 
blow had been inflicted upon our arms. One en- 
gineer of talents would have saved it. 


and it was undoubtedly our duty, to retrench all 
useless expenditure of public moneys. But he 
held it to be a still higher duty not to hazard the 
welfare of the country. If you are determined to 
reduce the Army, strike at the infantry and cav- 
alry. The evil which you will then do may soon 
be repaired. A few weeks will make soldiers of 
this description. But, if by a wanton blow, you 
destroy science, study, and experience, you cannot 
soon repair the loss. : 

The SPEAKER said he rose to observe that it 
was not in order to make use of arguments de- 
rived from the execution of a law by the Presi- 
dent, as no Constitutional control could be exer- 
cised by this House. 

Mr. Macon said that the true question was 
whether the House thought it necessary at this 
time to raise the additional battalion. Does such 
a state of things exist as requires its being raised 2 
If it does not, it ought not to be raised, the nomi- 
nal existence of the battalion on paper to the 
contrary notwithstanding. As it never yet in real- 
ity existed, and we had done very well without 
it, he saw no occasion why we should call it into 
being now. As to the alleged use of it at a future 
period, he thought the idea futile. For then twen- 
ty battalions, for aught we can say, may be thought 
necessary. 

Gentlemen had said that the old argument of 
saving the public money had been used. Mr. M. 
said he thought the argument a very good one on 
all occasions. On all occasions, unless a good 
reason could be assigned for spending the public 
money, it ae not to be spent. Suppose you 
raise the battalion. Experience will soon demon- 
strate its uselessness ; and then you will discharge 
the men, and give them three months pay to go 
home with. 

We have been told that in a certain event, not 
very improbable, the Western posts will be struck 
at, and we shall be obliged to go to war. Mr. M 
hoped that the days of alarm were past, and the 
reign of terror over. From whom was this blow 
to come? He did not know any nation likely to 
strike at our posts. We had got, it was said, a 
treaty with France. Ifso, we had nothing to fear 
from that quarter. If no greater sum than forty- 
five thousand dollars was saved by the proposed 
reduction, he should still be for it, as he thought 
the additional battalion altogether useless. 

Mr. Kircue.t made a few remarks, not heard, 
and concluded with moving the taking the yeas 
and nays, for which a sufficient number of mem- 
bers rose. 

Mr. Cuamp.in said, that he had been among 
those who thought the aggressions of France not 
only justified, but called for a declaration of war 
from us. He had been for taking the direct road. 
But as other gentlemen had differed from him in 
opinion, he had voted for the new regiment of 
artillery as a measure calculated, in connexion 
with other measures, to produce that, step by step, 
which he could not directly obtain. He had there- 


Mr. L. was not disposed, by adopting the mo- | fore voted for the additional regiment then asa 
tion, to cut up by the roots the only military | temporary arrangement. But though, when first 
school we have left. It was within our power, | formed, he voted for the regiment as a part of the 
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ld be permanently useful. 
aia foal to the remarks of gentlemen, Mr.M. 
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| tothe- same, and it passed in the negative—yeas 39, 


nays 46, as follows: 
Yeras--Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 


could assure them that several officers had already | Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 


been appointed. When, at the close of the last 
session, Congress had manifested a disposition to 
destroy every military arrangement, they had, not- 


withstanding, been impressed with the expediency | 


of maintaining the two regiments of artillery. No- 
thing had since occurred to change his opinicn. 


Mr. RanpoLPH said that all the attention he 
had bestowed on the subject convinced him of the 
justness of the ideas expressed by the gentleman 
from. North Carolina. The true question had 
been misrepresented. That did not consist in esti- 
mating, abstractly considered, in relation to a fu- 
ture period, the benefits or inconveniences attached 
to an increase in the establishment of artillery. 
The simple question was whether this additional 
body was necessary now. That it was not neces- 
sary he was fully convinced. as it- had been dis- 
pensed with in periods of apprehension and dan- 
ger. This conviction confirmed him in ‘his adhe- 
rence to those ideas which had-been forcibly ex- 
pressed by: the member from North Carolina. 


The House had-been: told by a gentleman from 
South Carolina, that from tenderness to the mili- 
tia he would dispense with their services. In my 
opinion, said Mr. R., this isa mistaken tenderness, 
that neither he wished to manifest, nor did the 
militia themselves desire to receive. In a similar 
strain of affected tenderness a Roman Emperor 
had excused a Roman Senate from the exercise 
of their legislative duties. and had informed them 
that from a regard to their ease he would pass 
laws for them; and that Senate had abjectly re- 
turned their thanks to the Emperor for his kind- 
ness to them. He hoped that no similar proposi- 
tion would be made to that House. or similar 
answer returned by them. 


In his belief that this corps was unnecessary, 
Mr..R. was confirmed by the remarks that had 
fallen from the gentleman from Rhode Island. 
That gentleman had informed the House that the 
measure had received his approbation as tending 
to involve the country in a war with France: 
and was the House, at this day, to be called upon 
to adopt, piecemeal, those measures that had been 
framed for the production of this effect? 

The gentleman from Massachusetts had sounded 
the tocsin of party, and had called upon a major- 
ity of that House to meet with firmness what he 
conceived an honorable political death. He had 


William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. 
Davis, John. Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, 
Luéas Elmendorf, Samuel Goode, Andrew Gregg, Wil- 
liam. Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, 
David Holmes, George, Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Micha- 
el Leib, James Lynn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlen- 
berg, Anthony New, John Randolph, John Smilie, John 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sum- 
ter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Littleton W, Tazewell, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, and Joseph B. Varnum. ~ 

Nays —George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, John Bird, 
John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Coop- 
er, William Craik, John Davenport, Franklin Daven- 
port, John Dennis, Joseph’ Dickson, William Edmond, 
‘Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster; Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Gris- 
wold, Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, Benjamin 
Huger, James H. Imlay, John: Wilkes Kittera, Henry 
Lee, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Harri- 
son G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinck- 
ney, Jonas Platt, Leven. Powell, John. Reed, Nathan 
Read, John Rutledge, jr, William. Shepard, John ©. 
Smith, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John. Chew 
| Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Lemuel 

Williams, and Henry Woods. i 

Mr. Macon, from the Committee. of Claims, 

made report on the petition of Mr. L’Enfant, that 

the petitioner had no just claim against the Gov- 
| ernment of the United States—which report was 
| read a second time by unanimous. consent, and 
agreed to without a division. eee 

Mr. Cooper called up his resolution for appoiat- 
| ing a committee, to inquire into the expediency of 
| repealing the act directing the valuation of dwell- 
| ing-houses, and enumeration of slaves. 
| On motion of Mr. Oris, the motion was so alter- 
ed as to make the reference to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and then agreed to by the House. 
| On motion of Mr. CooPER, A 
| Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
| quire into the expediency of repealing the act, en- 
i titled “An act to provide for the valuation of lands 
and dwelling-houses, and the enumeration of slaves 
| within the United States.” 

Ordered, That the said motion be referred to 


| the Committee of Ways and Means. 


H 


Tavrspay, December 18. 
Another member, to wit: JAMES Sueare, from 


proclaimed his indisposition to recede from those | New Hampshire, appeared, and took his seat in 


dignified measures that had hitherto been pursued. 
Mr. R. confided in the integrity of the gentleman, 
and did not entertain a doubt of his receiving his 
most. cheerful co-operation in that change of mea- 
sures ‘which he had portrayed as impending over 
the House; and he was happy to say, that if such 
a-disposition were manifested by that gentleman, 
shid by those who.acted with him, it would be met 
by-eorrespondent. sentiments of harmony. on his 
‘side ofthe House o o -o EMAR 
The question wastaken that the House do agree 


| the House. 


On motion of Mr. MeMiLLAN, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire into the situation of certain tracts of land 
which have been appropriated for the support of 
public schools and seminaries of learning, and for 
the support of religion, situated within the limits 
of a tract of land granted to John Cleves Symmes 
and his associates, in the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the Ohio; and that the said 
‘committee take into their consideration what mea- 
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sures are necessary to be taken in order to render 


The bill was read twice, and referred toa Com- 


the lands so appropriated productive of the bene- | mittee of the whole House on Tuesday. 


fits contemplated to result therefrom; and that 
the said committee have power to report thereon 
by bill, or otherwise.” : 

Ordered, That Mr. Pinckney, Mr. Imuay, Mr. 
Vannum, Mr. Morris, and Mr: M’Mitiay,. be 
appointed a committee, pursuant to the said reso- 
lution. ea 


’ Fripay, December 19. 


Mr. Griswo vp, fromthe committee to whom was 
referred so much.of the President’s Speech as re- 
lates tothe Judiciary of the United States, present- 
ed a bill to provide for the convenient organiza- 
tion of the Courts of the United States; which, 
having been read twice, was referred to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Monday. 

-The Committee on Unfinished Business report- 
ed in part a list of certain laws relative to revenue 
which expired with the present. session, and re- 
commended to refer the expediency of continuing 
them to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Which report, being read twice, was agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI TERRITORY. 


Mr. CLAIBORNE laid before the House, a memo- 
rial of the House of Representatives of the Missis- 
sippi Territory, statingsome inconveniences which 
had arisen from the want of authority in the Gov- 
ernor to issue writs of election, in case of improp- 
er returns; suggesting also the want of disposi- 
tion on the part of Governor Sargent to have the 
General Assembly organized, and stating the ad- 
vantage which would accrue to the Territory if 
an earlier day for the meeting of the Legislature 
was fixed by a law of Congress. The memorial 
was referred to Mr. CLAIBORNE, Mr. Goopricn, 


otherwise. 

Mr. Davis moved the reference to the. same 
cpmmittee of certain resolutions submitted by him 
to the House during the last session, but then not 
acted upon, stating the alleged existence of several 
unconstitutional laws in the Mississippi Territory, 
whereby unjustifiable extortions were practised on 
the citizens. 

The resolutions were read. After the reading, 
Mr. GriswoLp desired a postponement of the 
motion for a reference till Monday, which was 
agreed to. 

MAUSOLEUM TO WASHINGTON, 


Mr. H. Les, from the committee to whom was 
referred the several propositions made commemo- 
rative of the services of GEorGE WASHINGTON, re- 
ported a bill for the erection of a mausoleum, dif- 
fering in no other respects from the former bill 
reported, except as to the: materials of which the 
mausoleum is to be constructed; the present bill 
directing it to be made of stone, the former one 
directing it to be made of marble. He said that 
the committee, after maturely considering the re- 
lative merits of all the plans proposed, had prefer- 
red the mausoleum, as well from its superior du- 
rability as cheapness, to any other. 


Monpay, December 22. 
AFFAIRS OF MISSISSIPPI. 


The motion made on Friday by Mr. Davis, to 
refer to the committee to whom had been referred a 
memorial of the House of Representatives of the 
Mississippi Territory, on the official conduct of 
Governor Sargent, the following resolution, (con- 
cluding a specification of unconstitutional laws 
enacted by the Governor in conjunction with the 
Judges, and of sundry oppressive acts committed 
by him) viz: “ Resolved, That the laws passed by 
‘the Governor and Judges of the Mississippi Ter- 
‘ritory, and the petition of Cato West and others, 
‘ heretofore presented to the House, together with 
‘ all the documents relative thereto, be transmitted 
é to the President of the United States,” was taken 
up; and, on the question of reference. 

Mr. GriswoLp said the whole subject, of which 
the resolutions now offered formed a part, was al- 
ready referred toa committee. The charges laid 
in the resolutions were serious. To refer them 
would be to give an indirect sanction to their 
truth, and he thought any such sanction highly 
improper until they are proved. The committee 
already appointed had full power to investigate 
all the facts that existed. The result of their in- 
vestigation would be reported, and it would then 
be time enough to express an opinion on the pro- 
positions now offered. These same resolutions 
had been offered to the House the last session, and 
had then been rejected. Mr. G. hoped the same 
course would now be pursued. 

Mr. Davis said he had always thought that a 
committee, to ascertain facts, and to shape business 


and Mr. Nort, with authority to report by bill ot | for that House, proceeded from a knowledge, that 


a committee consisting of a few members could 
with more facility gain a knowledge of those facts 
than the House in its collective capacity could do. 
He could, therefore, see no good cause for with- 
holding the resolutions from the select committee, 
who were appointed to consider the remonstrance 


ifrom the Legisiature of the Mississippi Territory. 


His resolutions contained faets, and he was ready 
to support them, from the documents before him. 
It would be criminal in the House to withhold 
from the committee any facts it was in their pow- 
er tofurnish. If this resolution contains misstate- 
ments, let the gentleman trom Connecticut show 
them, and he would readily join in expunging 
them, so as only to let pure facts go to the com- 
mittee. He wished no imposition; he wanted 
only a fair examination into the conduct of Win- 
throp Sargent, Governor of the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory, whose administration had been marked 
with so much restlessness and discontent, and he 
believed justly. At the last session of Congress 
some alleviation was intended to be offered to the 
distresses of this oppressed peopie; but their Gov- 
ernor had defeated the object by omitting to. give 
notice of the election, as he ought to have done. 
He was enjoined, by the laws of the last session, to 
give notice of the election, and to appoint a judge 
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or judges to attend it; he had omitted to do'so, 
and had refused to issue a writ of election (doubt- 
ing for the first time his power.) This conduct 
had drawn from their Legislature a remonstrance 
which required the further interposition of Con- 
gress, to enable them to organize their body. This 
remonstrance makes a general allusion to the un- 
constitutional laws made by the Governor and 
Judges; the resolution particularizes those laws, 
and will bring them in a precise manner before the 
committee. If gentlemen doubted the accuracy 
of the resolution, he would convince those, who 
were not opposed to conviction, that it was cor- 
rect. [Here Mr. D. read several of the laws made | 
by the Governor and Judges of the Mississippi Ter- 
Titory,and some clauses of the Federal Constitution 
to provethat the laws were unconstitutional.] Here 
then are abundant proofs of unconstitutional and 
oppressive laws, under which the people of that | 
Territory labor, and of which they complain ; and 
will this House afford no relief, from a tyrant, who 
has trampled on their rights with a tiger’s stride ; 
and plucked from them, by voracious and disgrace- 
ful laws, their hard earnings ? 

The Governor of that Territory receives an- 
nually a salary of two thousand dollars for his ser- 
vices, and each of the Judges a salary of eight hun- 
dred dollars per annum. This was supposed by 
the law a competent compensation; their accept- 
ance of those offices for that sum acknowledges it 
to be enough; still you find laws here that give 
the Governor, a fee of eight dollars on tavern li- 
censes, &c. As well might the President of the 
United States claim fees for giving patents or any 
other writing to which he affixes hisname. The 
Judges of this Territory, who, conjointly with the 
Governor, made the laws have taken care of 
themselves. Hear their table of fees, giving to 


themselves fees for certain services, rendered by 
them in their Judicial capacity. And is not this 
a shameful abuse of the Legislative power they 
are vested with? [Here Mr. D. read the table of 
fees.| Congress cannot raise their own wages; the 
Constitution has wisely forbidden it, yet Winthrop 
Sargent and the Judges give themselves what 
fees they please, without regarding the spirit of | 
the Constitution. If this resolution accompanies | 
the remonstrance of the Legislature of the Missis- | 
sippi Territory, the committee will be able to | 
judge whether the Governor withheld the writ of | 
election from a fear of exceeding his power, or | 
whether he did it to prevent the organization of 
the Legislature; for had the Legislature been | 
formed, those very laws by which heand the Judg- 
es satiate their avarice, would have been repealed. | 

The gentleman from Connecticut says, that the 
resolution contains direct charges against a man 
high in office, and this House ought not to sanc- 
tion them until they are proved. I trust I have 


proved. thern by a reference to the laws now be- 
foré me, and if they are not proved, let the gentle- 
man take the laws and show wherein I am incor- 
‘rect; and-so-much as is found defective, let him 
expunge. The gentleman says, that despotism is’ 
charged: against the Governor. Why, said Mr.: 
> what stronger proof of tyranny or despotism’! 


can-you. ask, than to see a man set no bounds to” 
his conduct, and break through the limits set for 
him by the supreme laws of the land? 

Itis true this resolution was offered by me at the 
last session, but it was not rejected as the gentle- 
man supposes—it was not acted upon; but if the 
gentlemen from Connecticut, and other gentlemen 
on this floor, after seeing that Winthrop Sargent 
has openly violated the Constitution of the United 
States, consider him a fit object to rally round; if, 
after they see he has violated the ordinance design- 
ed for the government of that Territory, they 
consider him a fit object for them to cling to; if 
after seeing the shameful abuse of the Legislative 
power vested in his hands, and his disgraceful 
avarice ; if, after seeing and hearing all this, they 
consider that he acted consistently with Federal 
principles, and is entitled to Federal support, they 
will unite, and stifle this resolution here, and 
never let the committee see it. It may be that this 
resolution will be lost to-day, perhaps it would be 
to-morrow, but the time is approaching when the 
conduct of a public officer will not ‘be veiled in 
this manner. The sun of Federalism is nearly 
set—not three months, and it sets forever. 

If this resolution contained anything new or 
strange there would be some excuse for the objec- 
tions made to a reference; but its having been pre- 
sented during the last session must have imprinted 
the facts charged in it on the minds of every mem- 
ber present. Besides this, those complaints have 
been made from the first hour Winthrop Sargent 
came into office, and have been heard from one ex- 
tremity of the continent to the other. It is a fact 
well known, that at the time this man was appoint- 
ed Governor of the Mississippi Territory, he was 
hated and despised by the people of the Western 
country. His pride, his insolence, and tyrannical 
disposition, had rendered his name odious to the 
Western country. In this, the gentleman who re- 
presents the Northwestern Territory, and who was 
nearer the theatre of his actions than I was, can 
bear me witness. Still he was appointed. We 
felt indignant at the promotion of such a charac- 
ter by our Government; but we have guardedly 
repressed our resentment. 

The object, however, for which this man wasset 
over us, has not been accomplished. His mission 
has failed. Though we felt the just indignation of 
freemen, we had more wit in our resentment than 
to commit any extravagant acts that would au- 
thorize “the chief who now commands,” to lead 
“a heaven-born band” among us. We were ap- 


| prized of the disposition; we were apprized that 


an excuse was all that was wanted. But the reign 
of terror is almost atan end. If you want to con- 
ciliate the affections of the Western people, and to 
bring them over to your Administration, refer this 
resolution. If you do this, they will suppose that 
the cornplaints of their fellow-citizens are heard 
and attended to, and that there isa hope of speedy 
redress; but if you reject it, the reverse will be 
the effect. 

You have no idea, said Mr. D., of the mischief 
this-man has done in the Western country ;. par- 
ticularly in the Mississippi Territory. . His con- 


841 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


842 


DECEMBER, 1800. 


Mississippi Affairs. 


H. or R. 


duct has reared a powerful opposition to your Ad- 
ministration, which will grow with our growth 
and increase with our strength, unless you remedy 
the evils that oppress our suffering fellow-citizens. 
His conduct has alienated the affections of the 
Western people from your Government; and this 
effect it will have while our fellow-citizens are 


suffered to complain unheard, and the conduct of 


their oppressor is justified. Ask a well informed 


man from that Territory, or from almost any part of 


the Western country, Why are you opposed to the 
administration of the Government? He will tell 
you ina moment, “I know, that Winthrop Sar- 
gent, Governor of the Mississippi Territory, has 
openly violated the Constitution of the United 
States in sundry instances. I know he has out- 
rageously violated the ordinance of that Territory. 
I think he has shamefully exercised the legislative 
power put in his hands, by making it a cloak un- 
der which he has exacted the most exorbitant fees 
from the people to gratify his avarice. I know 
he has never received. even a rebuke from the 
Chief Magistrate for all this. I consider Win- 
thop Sargent but:a small vein of a great body; I 
am acquainted: with the pulsations of that vein ; 
I know it beats towards aristocracy; I know it 
swells with tyranny and despotism. I consider the 
great body that feeds this small vein as also 
contaminated.” This will be the answer you 
will receive; and this will eternally be the lan- 
guage you will hear from those people, until you 
release them from the tyrannical bondage under 
which they are laid by the oppressions of. their 
Federal Government. 

Mr. Oris was averse the last session, when this 
subject was before the House, to commit himself 
by a vote without possessing an accurate knowl- 
edge of the circumstances attending it. The same 
want of information under which he then labored 
he still felt. Casting his eyes over the resolutions 
just read he discovered that they contained two 
serious declarations; the first, that laws hostile to 
the happiness and prosperity of the citizens of the 
Mississippi Territory, and at variance with the 
Constitution, had been enacted; the second, that 
these laws had been passed under malignant in- 
tentions. 

On the truth of these declarations Mr. Oris was 
not prepared to decide. He required that infor- 
mation which the committee already appointed 
would be most likely tofurnish. Ifthe gentleman 
from Kentucky had moved the appointment of a 
committee, either to inquire into the expediency 
of repealing those laws that were complained of, 
or to report facts whereupon an impeachment 
could be grounded, he would have pursued the 
usual course; but when he commits a speech to 
writing (for by no other name could he designate 
the string of resolutions which he had moved) 
eriminating in terms of harshness the conduct of 
a public officer, he considered him as proposing 
an unprecedented step. As well might he move 
to refer what had fallen from him in debate this 
day. 

in his opinion, Mr. O. said, the subject desired 
by the gentleman from Kentucky could be ac- 


complished with much greater propriety in the 
usual way, than in that now proposed. ; 

But the gentleman asks, if the charges are true 
that are contained in the resolutions, why not 
pass them; if false why not expunge them? How, 
said Mr. O., are these charges proved? He con- 
fided in the veracity of the gentleman, and was 
persuaded that he would not say what he did not 
himself believe ; but his belief could not impart to 
other gentlemen the same strength of conviction 
with himself. 

If the people of this Territory are really oppress- 
ed, if they groan under the pressure of tyrannical 
and unconstitutional laws, let those laws be ex- 
amined, and repealed. But when he found a gen- 
tleman coming from the neighborhood of the Ter- 
ritory, actuated by personal and local considera- 
tions, and animated by a zeal that dictated sen- 
timents which in cooler moments the gentleman 
himself would not approve, he could not avoid 
hesitating in taking his opinion as the guide of 
his vote. 

This sir, said Mr. O., is nota question. of Feder- 
alism or anti-Federalism. If the sun of Federalism, 
as the gentleman from Kentucky asserts, be set; 
if the Administration be changed; may not such 
a measure as this strike back upon its authors, and 
produce a change in the tide of events. If thesun 
of Federalism be set, would it not be unkind in us, 
the very day after it, to suffer the gentlemen to in- 
jure themselves by such an act? 

I hope, continued Mr. O., that the sun of Feder- 
alism is not set. If it really be set, I hope that the 
satellite which that gentleman inhabits will not 
soon experience the want of its animating and 
protecting influence. I believe it is not set, and 
ardently hope that that quarter of the Union, as 
well as all the rest, willlong continue to feel its 
vivifying effects. 

It might be proper to repeal the obnoxious laws, 
without branding with corrupt motives those who 
enacted them. Mr. O. concluded with declaring 
that in the accomplishment of this purpose, if ex- 
amination and inquiry warranted it, as well as in 
every proper step to gratify the citizens of the 
Mississippi Territory, he would heartily concur. 

Mr. Rapora made some remarks on the ref- 
erence of the memorial of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Mississippi Territory. 

The SPEAKER said the question was on the ref- 
erence of the resolutions, and not the memorial. 

Mr. Ranvowps replied that his observations had 
respect to a resolution founded on the memorial, 
and requested that it should be read. 

The Spzaxer put the question whether it should 
be read, which was carried. And after the read- 
ing of those parts of the resolutions before the 
House which were requested to be read, 

Mr. RanpoupH again rose—I do not find any 
assertion made in these propositions the truth of 
which may not be substantiated, by every member, 
from the documents before the House. The first 
proposition is predicated on the resolutions of the 
citizens of the Mississippi Territory; and with 
respect to the other propositions, which gentlemen 
say “may possibly be true,” if they would give 
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themselves the trouble of turning to the code of 
laws for the Mississippi Territory, which had been 
laid before them, in an official shape, by the Pre- 
sidentof the United States, they will find no charge 
founded on them that is not completely substan- 
tiated. 3 : 

I do not consider the resolutions as covering 
dubious ground, but as resting upon firm facts; 
and the gentleman from Kentucky, who introduced 
these resolutions, ought to be contemplated as dis- 
charging his duty as a member of this House, as 
an upright citizen, and as.a neighbor to the op- 
pressed Territory. There isno misapplied feeling 
expressed in the resolutions; on the contrary, they 
contain little more than abstract propositions, I 
trust, therefore, that this House will throw no im- 
pediment in the way of examination. I trust they 
will be referred to a committee, and that such } 
committee will present the whole affair before the | 
people and the Government, | 

The Government was called upon, if itregarded 
its honor, to inquire into these charges. They 
were high and serious ones, and, if true, required 
immediate and decisive redress. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts ought to co-operate in the 
accomplishment of this end, without involving in 
the discussion considerations of Federalsim, of 
which he may consider himself as the primary 
orb, and other gentlemen as the satellites. 

Mr. Oris explained... He made no such allusion, 
either to himself or the gania from Kentuc- 
ky, of whom he had on y spoken as of one who 
sable’ a satellite—meaning by that phrase Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. Ranvoipa.—I did not assert what the gen- 
tleman denies. I didnot say the gentleman actu- 
ally did, but may, consider himself as the primary 
orb. 

I hope the House, after what L ha 
no longer be insulted by the declaration, on this | 
floor, that laws officially communicated may have 
been passed. I hope that, in any event, effectual 
measures will be. adopted, which shall not even | 
wound the squeamishness of gentlemen. | 

When this officer was appointed, these ch 
were made and supported 
laws existed ; still he was armed and fortified with 
destructive power. 

Sir, said Mr. R., I never wish to blunt the sword 
of justice by directing it against innocence or 
virtue ; I wish it only turned against the criminal. 
The object of the resolutions is to acquit Governor 
Sargent, if innocent—to convict him, if guilty. 
Is not this fair; is it not honorable; and ought 
not this House to promote it 2 

` Mr. Harper.—l apprehend that tbe honorable 
member has totally mistaken the course of the 
business. He was corrected when he 


i arges | 
; the unconstitutional 


still persists in error. 
ought to be heard; 


ve said, will | 


him the. removal of an officer who had violated 
his duty, but it offers you a string of preambula- 
tory stigmatizing remarks, and “concludes with 
directing certain laws, alleged to be unconstitu- 
tional, to be transmitted to the President. Does 
the President want these laws? Is he ignorant of 
them? Had he not them before we received them 
from him.? 

Are we then, by this side wind, to hint to the 
President that we wish the Governor of the Mis- 
sissippi Territory removed? It would be more 
consistent with the ideas of honor expressed by 
the gentleman from Virginia, to come forward 
fairly and avowedly with such an address. Such 
a measure would certainly be novel, but still it 
might be right, 

These were not the plain, fair means pursued 
for the attainment of anavowedend. The means 
were very different. They tended solely to the 
traduction by this House of a public officer. 

The gentleman from Kentucky had called the 
Governor of the Mississippi Territory, after heap- 
ing reproaches upon his character, a vein of the 
great trunk. The allusion did not answer his pur- 
pose ; but if it did, I will ask the gentleman, wheth- 
er,even if the vein were removed, the great trank 
would not still remain? The. simile was, there- 
fore, nugatory. os 

The same question had been before the House 
at the close of the last session. It had been then 
offered on the very last day. It had been laid 
aside. The same circumstances, then existing, 
attend it still. It is inherently the same. 

The contents of the resolution had gone forth 
to the world. They had carried with them that 
weight that was derived from their having been 
offered by a member of this House. They struck 
at the honor and integrity of a man, who to the 
age of fifty-six years sustained a character, not 
only unimpeached, but embellished with many 
virtues. Though this character may be impaired 
by more recent incidents, since his appointment to 


Upon the whole, if a proper plan be pursued, 
instead of sanctioning these resolutions by a ref- 
erence of them, a committee may be appointed, 
who may inquire extensively into the subject; 
after reporting to us all the information they can 
collect, the gentleman from Kentucky can add 
his, and a just decision be then made. This con- 
duct will be more appropriate than any implied 
address to the President. For if the charges are 
true, we should be lost to political integrity, and 
should betray our trusts, if we did not immediate- 
ly take higher ground; if we did not proceed ad 
hominem, and impeach the flagrant violator of his 
duty; and I pledge myself, that in such event, if 
no other member shall, to move his impeachment, 

Mr. CLarporne.—I cannot subscribe to the char- 
acter given to Winthrop Sargent by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina; and when that gen- 
tleman calls him amiable, I can only tell him that 
such.an opinion.is opposed by the united voice of 
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‘the Western world. But on this subject I must 
forbear, for with the whole part of Western Amer- 
ica Thave feelings that would hurry me into an 
expression of sentiments which a member of this 
“House should not indulge. 

“The gentleman from South Carolina was not 
“truly informed on this subject. The memorial, 
on which some of the charges were made in the 
‘resolutions offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, was addressed to Congress, and not to the 
President of the United States. It was fair to 
suppose that thé President was unacquainted with 
its contents; for had he known them, it were to 
be hoped, that, for the sake of vindicating the rights 
‘of an oppressed people, he would have removed 
their tyrants. 

The gentlemen from South Carolina and Mas- 
sachusetts declare themselves averse to the refer- 

-ence of the resolutions, lest by it they should give 
a sanction to the charges preferred. But does the 
House sanction the facts set forth in a petition by 
referring it? Do they not, on the contrary, refer 
for the very purpose of ascertaining them? Was 

“not this the case every day? Was such a resolu- 
tion or petition, on this ground, ever before op- 
posed? If it had. been, it was not since he was a 
member of this House. 

_ If the resolutions be referred, what will be the 
effect? If the charges exhibited are found to be 
untrue, the investigation will terminate in the tri- 
umph of innocence; if, on the other hand they 
are proved tő be true, he would proceed further— 
as far as the gentleman from South Carolina— 
‘and apply a Constitutional corrective. By a Con- 

“stitutional corrective, he meant an impeachment; 

“and he would not only have this man punished as 

‘a tyrant, bathe would hold forth his punishment 

‘as a terror to others. 

Mr. Gaiswortp.— The remarks made by the gen- 
tleman go to show an indisposition in members o 
this House to investigate the subject. Thisis not 
the fact. We say that the investigation isina 
train of being made. The petition of Cato West, 
and the memorial of the House of Representa- 
tives of the Mississippi Territory, have been re- 
ferred; under these circumstances, the subject 
generally is before the committee. To go further 
at present, would, we say, be wrong. For if we 
do refer also the facts stated in the resolutions, we 
take it for granted that they are true, and refer to 
the committee the expediency of adopting an in- 
‘ference from them. The facts charged might be 
true, for anything Mr. G. knew. He knew not 
whether they were true or not. Heknew nothing 
of Winthrop Sargent; he was no acquaintance of 
his. But, Mr. Gi said, he was swayed by higher 
motives than those which were personal, He 
knew that the’ House had ‘io right to pass cen- 
sure upon any man, until his conduct had been 
fairly investigated, and “his criminality proved. 
Then, and then only, had they a right to pro- 
nounce upon the character of any man. 

Never before had he seen a resolution ‘prefaced 
by such a number of whereases, only tending to 
flee the character of this man upon the rack. 
“This was introducing an old principle—a princi- 


ple which it was our boast that we had discarded. 
A rack was brought into this House—not, as of 
old, to rack the body, but what was still worse, to 
rack the mind. l 

Gentlemen say the charges are either true or 
false; if false, refer them to a committee, and that 
committee will, on inquiry, tell you so, and thus 
you will get rid of them; and if true, they ought 
to be acted upon by this House. But who could 
depend upon their truth? Few members had in- 
vestigated them in such a way as to forman hon- 
est conviction. If they shall appear to be true, 


after a faithful inquiry, the course proposed by his. 


friend from South Carolina ought to be taken. 
The culprit should be simmoned before the bar 
of this House, and should be impeached. 

Mr. G. concluded by repeating that he was: 
against the resolutions; not because he wasaverse 
to an investigation, but.because he felt averse to 
censure any man for offences uninvestigated and 
unproved. 

Mr. Harper here explained what had fallen 
from him in a previous part of the debate. He 
had not said, or, if he had said, ithad not been his 
design to say, that these resolutions were intend- 
ed to traduce the character of an individual, but 
that such were their effect. He knew nothing 
about the intention of the mover. 

Mr. Dennis thought the question then before 
the House an improper one. For, whether adopt- 
ed or rejected, it would inadequately express the 
opinion of members. On the one hand, it was 


‘contended, that if agreed to, it would contain a 


sanction of the truth of serious charges against 
the character of a publie officer; and if rejected, 
it would express an opinion that those charges 
were false. Mr. D., who was not prepared either 
to approve or condemn the conduct of Winthrop 
Sargent, hoped the House would pursue another 


f| course; and if, in conformity to his wishes, the 


resolutions then offered should be dismissed, he 
would himself propose a more general resolution, 
for the appointment of a committee to inquire in- 
to the official conduct of Winthrop Sargent, and 
report to the House the result of their inquiries. 
Such a resolution would convey neither approba- 
tion nor censure; and it would be free from that 
long string of preambles which prefaced the pres- 
ent resolutions. These were certainly improper ; 
for, however gentlemen might concur in certain 
general deductions, few men agreed in all points 
in the reasons assigned for any particular act. 
Mr. Crair thought the object of the resolution 
itself impropér. He desired to know in what part 
of the Constitution was to be found the right to 
move for the dismission of a public officer, or to 
impose a censure upon him? What was the view 
of the mover of the resolutions? He had not 
said that his object was to impeach. On the con- 
trary. his real object appeared to be to obtain from 
this House an expression of their censure against 
a high public agent; ard by the expression of 
such censure to effect his removal. Such a step 
would be improper. “It involved in it the exercise 
of powers which we did not possess. if the ob- 
ject of the gentleman, as professed, was to com- 
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municate information to the President, this object 
could be attained by the gentleman by his with- 
drawing the papers then before the House, and 
delivering them, in the capacity of a private citi- 
zen, to the President, who alone was authorized 
by the Constitution to remove a public officer, ex- 
cept by impeachment. 

Mr. Davis.—The opposition to these resolu- 
tions has assumed various shapes. One gentle- 
man is startled at the long preface, another is 
alarmed at the number of whereases,and others 
say that by referring them, you will sanction the 
truth of the charges. This was not the case. 
They stand upon the same footing with any peti- 
tion presented, which always contains some facts, 
‘to test the truth of which a reference is invariably 
made. The reference amounts to nothing more 
than an acknowledgment by this House that it is 
their duty to hear the complaints of the people, 
and when heard to inquire into their truth. Will 
not the committee, when appointed, compare the 
charges made with the facts that are proved, and 
fromsuch a comparison make a report; and will 
not that report be open to examination, revision, 
and amendment, by any member of this House? 

The gentleman from South Carolina, as was 
usual with him, had made remarks on this subject, 
without knowing where to begin; and had asked 
if the laws complained of had not been presented 
by the President to the House? It was certainly 
true that they had been so presented. But this 
was saying very little for the President, when it 
admitted that the President had seen the laws 
that violated the Constitution, and oppressed the 
people, without checking the officer who had 

usurped unconstitutional power, and exercised 
flagrant oppression. 

The gentleman from South Carolina had catled 
the charges contained in the resolutions mere as- 
sertions. Mr. D. denied the truth of the remark. 
There was nota charge made that was not proved. 
If he had told the House that he had laid hold of 
the threads of a conspiracy, he might have been 
charged with making mere assertions. 

Mr. D. was not acquainted with the early char- 
acter of Winthrop Sargent. But he was ac- 
quainted, which was more material, with his late 
and present character. He did know that in his 
recent actions he had exhibited the character of a 
tyrant. It was very probable that before he was 
corrupted by power he was a virtuous man. But 
with him, as with many other men, no sooner had 
he got power, than he assumed the character of 
the tyrant, and oppressed those whom he had been 
appointed to protect. 

Mr. D. cared but little for the present fate of 
his motion ; for, let the House decide as it would 
on'this day, a proper decision would soon be had. 
The reign of terror in this country would soon 
reach its end. 

. Mr: Macon.—The subject already referred does 
‘not embrace the contents of this resolution. The 
memorial from the House of Representatives of 
the Mississippi: Territory only relates to the elec- 
„tion for. Washington county, and the conduct. of 
-the Governor in relation to it; whereas the char- 


Could there be a more appropriate. mode o 
ing to this effect, than by the appointment of a 
committee, on whose reported statement of facts 
the House would be justified in acting? This 


gent. 


ges on which this resolution is founded are numer- 
ous and dissimilar. 


The subject had. been, last. session, introduced 


at a late day, and had from that circumstance 
been laid aside. 
was convinced, that the charges are true. 
are specially stated and supported by a reference 
to their proofs. 
not then refer them? Will not a committee in- 
quire into their truth? and should they be found 
untrue will not the committee say so? A refer- 
ence presented the only course whereby justice 
could be done to those who complain; to the coun- 
try at large; and to the individual criminated. 


He was then convinced, and still 
They 


Can more be required? Why 


It appeared to Mr. M. that it became that House 


to be more attentive to these charges, as they came 
from a territory unrepresented in our Federal 
Councils. 


Gentlemen say, impeach this officer, if guilty, 
ead- 


had been the uniform mode. It had-been prac- 
tised in the case of the failure of the Western 
expedition under St. Clair. A committee had 
been appointed to inquire into the subject; though 
he granted that he did not recollect that the word 
whereas (so much objected. to on this occasion) 
had been then used. 

Nothing had been more common than to ap- 
point a committee, and then give them certain in- 
structions; this resolution was nothing more. 
But weare told from all quarters that we cannot 
pass the resolution without sanctioning the char- 
ges, and staining the character of Governor Sar- 
It was not so. Gentlemen were mistaken. 
A reference involves no opinion, other than that 
a subject may be better investigated bya select 
committee than by this House. 

Mr. Harper asked whether it was in order to 
amend the resolution. 

The Spzaxer answered that it was. 

Mr. Harprser.—I then move to strike out. the 
whole of the preamble, and so much of the reso- 
lution that follows, as to make it read, “that a 
committee be appointed to inquire into the official 
conduct of Winthrop Sargent, which shall be au- 
thorized to send for persons, papers, and records.” 

Mr. H. declared his object was to bring about 
an impeachment of Governor Sargent, if he ap- 
peared on investigation to be guilty. 

Mr. Ciaiporne said he admired the. object 
avowed by the gentleman from Massachusetts; 
but he then rose to ask the Speaker whether the 
amendment was in order. 

The SPEAKER said it was. 

Mr. Eecieston.—I hold in my hands the rules 
of the House, where I find it declared that a mo- 
tion for commitment shall preclude all amend- 
ment. : 

The SPEAKER, after some hesitation, said it cer- 
tainly was so. 

Mr. Rouriepesr said gentlemen all seemed to 
agree as to the essence of the case, but to differ 
on the mode. He thought the instance referred 
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to by the gentleman from North Carolina fully in 
point, and altogether against him, In that case a 
committee bad been appointed barely to.inquire 
into the causes of the Western expedition. The 
resolution had not been prefaced by a long pream- 
ble;.it had not ascribed motives of cowardice, or 
other reprehensible motives to General St. Clair. 
The subject seemed to be entangled by the rules 
of the House. He approved the mode recom- 


mended by his colleague, and for the purpose of 


attaining that he would move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was then put, viz: “Shall 
the main question be now put?’ Which passed 
in the negative—ayes 36, noes 48. 

Mr. Harrer then moved to strike out the pre- 
amble. 

Mr. Macon moved a postponement of the ques- 
tion till to-morrow ; motion lost. 

Mr. KıTrcaELL moved an adjournment. 

Mr. THarcuer.—lIf we adjourn till to-morrow, 
when we meet then, what. will be the. question 
before the House? We have decided that the 
main question shall not be put; can that then be 
the question ? Where will it be? Where shall 
we find it? .. ; 

Mr. Harper ‘called to order; on a motion to 
adjourn there could be no debate. 

otion-for adjournment lost. 

Mr: Davis moved a commitment of the amend- 
meni to a select committee. 

The Speaker declared the motion not in order. 

Mr. Denr asked if it was not in order to com- 
mit the motions of both the gentlemen from Ken- 
tucky and South Carolina to a committee. 

The Speaxer said a vote on the main question 
had just been. put. - 

Mr. Eaousston said the:vote had been on the 

revious question, and not the main one. 

The Speaker acknowledged that it was so, but 
declared the proposition of Mr. Dent out of order. 

The question was then taken on striking out the 
preamble, and carried—48 members rising in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. Harper then moved to amend the conclu- 
ding resolution moved by Mr. Davis, by striking 
it out, and introducing in its room the motion 
already stated as made by Mr. HARPER. 

Mr. Ranvowpn desired to know, whether it was 
in order to move an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER said it was in order. 

Mr. RanpoLPH then moved the reference to the 
committee of the laws, documents, and other 
papers accompanying them. 

The Speaker said that appeared to him to be 
the amount of the original resolution. 

Mr. Ranvours replied that the original resolu- 
tion was for the transmission of them to the Pres- 
ident. l 

The Sprager acknowledged that it was so; 
and stated the motion of Mr. RANDOLPH. 

Mr. CHamp.in thought the motion out of order. 

Mr. Hareer rose to call the gentleman to or- 
der. The Speaker had already decided the mo- 
tion to be in order. 


rectly aimed at. 
appointed by 
uninstructed 
tigate, may be as blind 
selves who had spoken. He hoped, therefore, the 
House would compel them to take them into 
view. 


from Virginia, 


The Speaker again pronounced the.motion to 
be in order. 

A desultory debate ensued between Mr. Ran- 
DOLPH, Mr. Gaiswo.p, Mr. HARPER, and Mr. 
Norr—Mr. Harper’s motion under considera- 
tion. 

Mr. Ranvoupx would say, however hazardous 
the remark, that the House had never been more 
idly employed than on this occasion. All the 
gentlemen who have spoken against the original 
resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky, say 
they are agreed to the thing, but they dispute 
with tenacity every mode that we point out for 
accomplishing it. Whichever way we proceed, 
their ingenuity meets us at every siep; and thus 
they strive to baffle every motion whose object is 


a fair and full investigation. 


Mr. R. thought the direct point should be di- 
The committee proposed to be 
the gentleman from South Carolina, 
as to what charges they are to inves- 
as the gentlemen them- 


Mr. Rotiepce was in this stage of the busi- 
ness opposed to the amendment of the gentleman 
though he had no objection to 
agree to it, after the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina was agreed to. 

Mr. Davis appealed to gentlemen, whether they 


were serious in wishing to send for persons and 


papers? Could they expect to get them during 
the session from a country 1,700 miles off? 


The Speaker called to order. The main ques- 


tion was not before the House. Whatever was 
said must be on the amendment. 


Then, said Mr. Davis, I will say nothing about 


it, and sit down. 


The question on Mr. Ranpo.pn’s motion was 


then put and lost—ayes 29. 


Mr. CLarsorne moved to strike out of the 


motion made by Mr. Harrer, the words, “ to send 
for persons, documents, and papers.” His motion 


was dictated by a desire to obtain speedy justice 
for this oppressed people. The necessary proofs 
were before the House. If the committee were 
tied up from making a report until a message had 
been sent to, and returned from, the Mississippi 
Territory, he should despair of justice overtaking 
thisman. The committee may certainly imme- 
diately inquire into the subject; and, from the 
documents that would be laid before them, they 
would be able to act with effect without much 
delay or great expense. To test the sincerity of 
gentlemen he moved to strike out those words. 
Mr. Harper said that the motion carried an im- 
plication that his friend from Tennessee would 
not be willing to allow—either that a criminal 
might escape unpunished, or an innocent man 
be punished. Suppose the committee think the 
charges insufficient for the object of removal or 
impeachment, and yet they are of opinion that 
they are sufficient to justify strong suspicion and 
presumption of guilt, would it not be desirable to 
invest them with the right of making further in- 
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quiry? Suppose, on the other hand, that the | 
charges appear to them true, had not the experi- 
ence of ages justified the propriety of the maxim 
audi alteram partem? How can this dilemma 
be surmounted but by imparting to the commit- 
tee all the powers required for making a full and 
fair inquiry? Unless this be done you may con- 
vict the Governor without testimony, or dismiss 
him, though you think him criminal. 

Mr. Smitis.—lf extortion has been practised 
by Winthrop Sargent; if unconstitutional laws 
have been passed, it is the duty of Congress to in- 
terpose its authority, and redress these great evils. 
In such cases delays are dangerous. He was, 
therefore, for those measures that provided the 
most immediate and effectual remedy. 

Mr, Ciatsorne.—The gentleman from South 
Carolina has done justice to my feelings in suppo- 
sing that I would recoil at the idea of punishing 
‘an innocent man. I would recoil at such an idea. 

But the testimony upon which I stand forbids the 

‘indulgence of such a fear. Before the exhibition 
of the documents I had suspicions; but now I 
have convictions, The unconstitutional laws, 
officially communicated, are proofs whose author- 
ity I dare not resist. They are before the House; 
any member may read them. I deny, pursuing 
the course we wish to pursue, that Winthrop Sar- 
gent can be punished unheard. The committee, 

. after solemn inquiry, will report to us a statement 
of facts, on which an impeachment may be 
grounded; and when impeached, Winthrop Sar- 
gent will be heard in his defence, and your man- 
agers may be empowered to send for persons and 
papers. Let gentlemen who hesitate on this sub- 
ject, recollect that a delay of justice is often equal 
to a denial of it. 
- Mr. C.’s last words were scarcely uttered, when 
a person in the gallery clapped. 

“Sergeant,” said the SPEAKER, “see to that 
man!” 

[The Sergeant went into the gallery and took 
the person out, without resistance. He was kept 
in confinement by the Sergeant for about two 
hours, in consequence of which, and the loss of 
his horse, which he had fastened to a shed near 
the Capitol, and which was not to be found when 
he was released, he that very day obtained a war- 
rant from a magistrate against the Sergeant-at- 
arms for illegal confinement.] 

Mr. Cratx wished a full inquiry to be made, 
and of course thought the committee ought to be 
empowered to send for persons and papers. This 
measure, in his opinion, so far from evidencing an 
indisposition to meet the subject, was the strongest 
evidence of the sincerity and adherence fo justice 
of those who supported it. 

Mr. Nort considered the point in dispute as of 
little, if any, importance. 

“Mr. Griswotp hoped the words would not be 
struck out; for if they were struck out the effect 
*swould then be that the committee should not send 
‘for persons or papers. He was astonished at the 

- ideas:of*sdéme gentlemen. Could they expect this 
oe rérhed by the opinion of any one 
tells them that, in his opinion, cer- 


tain facts exist that criminate a high public offi- 
cer? If the documents are thus decisive, the 
committee need go no further; if not decisive, 
shall they substitute the opinion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee in the place of their own convic- 
tions? He hoped not. If gentlemen are serious 
in the expression of their wishes fora fair inquiry, 
let them give the committee full powers. 

Mr. Macon asked gentlemen in favor of retain- 
ing these words, to consider the distance to which 
they would have to send, which was 1,700 miles, 
and to calculate the time occupied in going and 
returning from the Mississippi Territory, and then 
to say whether a return would not be impractica- 
ble during this session. He thought it would, 
and for this and other reasons, was for an imme- 
diate inquiry. 

Mr. Birp.—Is it the intention of gentlemen 
that the committee they wish appointed shall be 
exclusively guided by those documents, which 
they, as accusers, hold in their own hands? Is 
this their idea of justice? If it were, he differed 
widely from them. e 

Not a proposition had been made by gentlemen 
who desired such an inquiry as justice prescribed, 
but had been clogged by the suggestion of imagi- 
nary difficulties, and tortured into thé most per- 
verse meaning. It was strange that gentlemen of 
such talents should, after wandering so long round 
a meander, not half an inch in diameter, come at 
last to the simple résolution, which appointed a 
common committee with common powers. He 
called them common, for every committee ap- 
pointed on such a subject have similar powers. It 
was presumption to suppose, as the arguments of 
gentlemen did suppose, that the committee about 
to be appointed will desire to exculpate Winthrop 
Sargent. Was it candid to imply that they would 
be corrupt? The supposition of a denial of jus- 
tice went on the idea that they would violate their 
duty in screening from punishment a criminal. 
If the laws are unconstitutional the committee 
will say so. But having done this, there remains 
a duty still more important—they must go into 
the intentions of Winthrop Sargent. How could 
they be ascertained but by that comprehensive 
investigation that would be derived from examin- 
ing persons and papers? Why, then, deny this 
authority in the first instance, when it will ulti- 
mately be necessary? Theideas on which it was 
opposed, such as the distance and the time it would 
require, were frivolous, such as he could neither 
admit as reasons, or argue from as premises. 

Mr. Ranpotrpa.—The gentleman who has just 
sat down, has impeached with unwarrantable ac- 
rimony the purity of our motives and our can- 
dor, because we differ from him on the course 
proper to be taken on this subject. Mr. R. was 
truly sorry that the gentleman had suffered such 
an accumilation of rancor to collect in his mind, 
as he had just poured out upon his side of the 
House. Every imputation hurtful to a feeling 
mind had been lavished. Since then, said Mr. 
R., the gentleman has become the censor morum 
and inquisitor of our hearts, permit me to draw 
the outlines of theirs, eS 
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-The gentleman, after an unbroken silence du- 
ring the whole debate, rises and tells this House, 
that they have spent their time most fruitlessly 
and idly, and that after wandering for hours round 
a meander not half an inch in diameter, they had 
got back to the very point from which they had 
started.. Did that gentleman recollect that the 
half-inch meander of which he spoke, designated 
the understanding of those with whom he acted, 
who, perpetually moving in a cirele, after all their 
labors, arrived at the point from which they first 
set out? 
~ Instead of uniting with us in an inquiry into 


those serious: charges you have heard; instead of 


aiding us with their talents; instead of perform- 
ing their duty, gentlemen satisfy themselves with 
holding tip before us a mere ignis fatuus. Under 
the idea of desiring a substantial investigation, 
they are converting us into a jury on life and death ; 
and they will not suffer us to take a single step to 
bring a criminal to justice, without previously 
possessing the most incontrovertible proofs of his 
guilt. It is in vain that we answer that we are 
an initiating body, and that our: present measures 
lead to that stage of the® business in which legal 
testimony ‘will be required ; still, deaf to our rea- 
sons, they call up expedients that can only tend to 
defeat the measure, 


they themselves occupy. 

Gentlenien on this su 
of hearing. They will not hear, or, if they do 
hear, they will not regard the pissage of laws pūt- 
ting money into the hands of the Governor and 
Judges; laws warranting various descriptions of 
extortion : laws violating the Constitution of the 
Territory. These grievances are sounded in their 
ears; they are informed of the necessity of im- 


bject are unusually hard 


mediate redress; of the danger of unredressed op- 
pression, and they still continue to talk of justice, 
and yet recommend nothing but what will delay, 
and, perhaps, defeat it. They may talk then of 
justice, and of their regard to the Constitution, as 
they please; the people will consider a delay of 
justice as a denial of it; they will say that the 
present Congress intend to do nothing. 
© A motion was made to adjourn, and lost. 

Mr. Ciatsorne’s motion to strike out the words 
“to send for persons, documents, and papers,” 
was then put and lost. | i 


Mr. RanpoLrH moved to postpone the ques- 
tión till the 3d day of March; the motion was 
lost. -` 

The question was then taken on Mr. HARPERS 
amendment- by yeas and nays, and carried—yeas 
70, nays 11, as follows: 

Yuas-—Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bart- 
lett, John Bird, Phanuel Bishop, John Brown, Robert 
Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, Gabriel Christie, 
Matthew Clay, John Condit, William Cooper, Wil- 
liam Craik, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, 
Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, John Dennis, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, 
Bdwin Gray, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, 


and have the boldness to tell | 
us that we are moving in that very meander which | 


| 


Robert ‘Goodloe Harper, Joseph . Heister, Archibald 
Henderson, William H. Hill, David Holmes, Benja- 
i min. Huger, James H. Imlay, Aaron Kitchell, John 
Wilkes Kittera, Silas Lee, Michael Leib, James Lynn, 
i Peter Muhlenberg, Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, 
| Robert Page, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven 
| Powell, John Randolph, John Reed, Nathan Reed, 
| John Rutledge, jun, William Shepard, John Smilie, 
| John Smith, John C. Smith, Richard Stanford, James 
| Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew 
| Thomas, Richard Thomas, John Trigg, Littleton W. 
Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Peleg Wadsworth, and Henry Woods. 

Nays—Theodorus Bailey, William Charles Cole 
Claiborne, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, An- 
drew Gregg, George Jackson, Matthew Lyon, Nathan- 
iel Macon, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, and 
Abram Trigg. 

The resolution, as amended, was then agreed 
to, and referred to Messrs. HARPER, CLAIBORNE, 
C. Goonricu, Nort, Davis, Birp, and Oris. 

Mr. Ranpo.ru moved that the laws passed in 
the Mississippi Territory, and the petition of Cato 
West, and others, with the documents, be referred 
to the same committee ; which motion was agreed 
to. 

Mr. Harper moved that the committee, to 
whom had been referred the memorial of the 
House of Representatives of the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory be discharged, and that the memorial be re- 
ferred to the committee appointed to inquire into 
the official conduct of Winthrop Sargent; which 
was agreed to. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, accompanying 
a report of the Commissioner of the Revenue, and 
sundry statements respecting the internal revenues 
of the United States, in pursuance of an act of 
Congress passed on the eleventh day of July, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight; and of 
a resolution of this House, passed on the sixth day 
of January, one thousand seven hundred andninety- 
ue ; which were read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Tuespay, December 23, 


Mr. Harper observed that experience had proved 
the existence of some deficiencies, as well as incon- 
veniences, in the provisions of the bankrupt law. 
He therefore moved the appointment of a com- 
mittee to inquire whether any, and if any, what 
amendments are necessary to be made in an act 
for establishing an uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States. 

Carried, and a committee of three appointed. 

On amotion made and seconded that the House 
do come to the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate and 
Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to adjourn the respective Houses 
on this day, to Tuesday, the thirtieth instant :” 

The question was taken that the House do agree 
to the same, and resolved in the affirmative. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do carry 
the said resolution to the Senate and desire their 
concurrence. : 


| 
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A message from the Senate, informed the Heuse 
that the Senate have agreed to-the resolution of 
this House for an adjournment. of. Congress, to 
Tuesday, the thirtieth instant. Rae 

A memorial of sundry inhabitants of the North- 
western Territory, residing on- lands purchased 
from John Cleves Symmes, was presented to the 
House and read, praying that the said Symmes 
may be allowed to complete his contract with the 
United States, or that such other relief may be 
granted to the memorialists, as to the wisdom of 
Congress shall seem.meet.. Referred to the com- 
mittee appointed, on the eighteenth instant, to in- 
quire into the situation of certain tracts of land 
which have been appropriated for the support of 
public schools and seminaries of learning, and for 
the support of religion, situated within the limits 
of a tract of land granted to John Cleves Symmes, 
and his associates, in the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the Ohio. 

A petition of the messengers and office-keepers 
of the several Departments of State, of the Trea- 
sury, of War, and of the Navy, was presented to 
the House and read, stating the insufficiency of 
the compensation allowed them by law; and pray- 
ing that the same may be increased, and rendered 
more adequate to their services. Referred to Mr. 
Oris, Mr. Taviarerro, and Mr. Woops. 

A petition of Charles Tomkins, in behalf of the 
parties concerned, was presented to the House, and 
read, stating that, by a resolve of Congress, passed 
the first of October, one thousand seven hundred 
and eighty-seven, one complete and entire town- 
ship of land, subject to the reservations as in other 
townships, agreeably to an ordinance of the twen- 
tieth of May, one thousand seven hundred and 
eighty-five, was granted to Arnold Henry Dohr- 
man, and by said resolve he was permitted to 
make choice of the said township, out of any of 
the three last ranges surveyed; that the said Dohr- 
man after having made his election of the thir- 
teenth township, in the seventh range, has been 
under the necessity of assigning his right to the 
said land, for the benefit of his creditors; but that, 
on application at the office of the Secretary of State, 
by the trustees of the creditors of the said Dohr- 
man, for a patent, it appears that there is no au- 
thority under the present Government for granting 
the same; and praying relief in the premises. Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


MAUSOLEUM TO WASHINGTON. 


Mr. H. Ler moved the going into a Commitee 
of the Whole on the bill for erectinga mausoleum 
to Georce WASHINGTON. 

On this question the House divided—yeas 42, 
nays 34. 
< Mr. Morris took the Chair, and read. the bill 
by paragraphs. 

Mr. H. Ler said the merits of the bill had been 
80 often discussed, and the subject was so delicate, 
that he would not again offer his sentiments gen- 
erally on it. As it was the opinion of several 
members, that the dimensions of the mausoleum 
Should not be fixed in the law, but that they should 
be governed by the sum appropriated, he moved to 


strike out “100 feet at the base and of proportion- 
ate dimensions.” 

The motion was.agreed to. 

Mr. H. Lee then moved an amendment con- 
fining the ground on which the mausoleum should 
be erected to public property. , 

Mr. HARPER opposed the amendment, which 
was lost, only 31 members rising in favor of it. 

Mr. H. Lee then moved to fill the blank, fixing 
the sum to be appropriated for erecting the mau- 
soleum, with $200,000. 

Mr. SmiLIE said he hoped the House would not 
with its eyes open go into a measure that might 
involve incalculable expense. It was proposed to 
appropriate $200,000. This was probably but a 
small part of what would be ultimately required; 
and when the thing was once begun, it must be 
completed, cost what it: would. If the architect 
would give security for accomplishing the work 
for $200,000 he would not be.so much opposed to 
it. But, as it stood, he was opposed to it, as a use- 
less expenditure of public money. = 

Mr. Harper said the old story was again rung 
in theirears. An object, in itself, highly important, 
was proposed, and, forsooth, because it cost some 
mopey, on the ground of economy it must be re- 
jected. 

He would ask the gentleman just up whether he 
knew anything about the expense of a mausoleum? 
And yet not professing to be informed, professing 
indeed to know little, he had put his vague con- 
pus in the room of estimates formed with de- 

iberation by artists of the first eminence. These 
clamorous objections were well understood. Their 
sole object was ad captandum vulgus ; to create 
alarm about what was termed useless expense, 
They were intended for nothing else. 

To satisfy the solicitude of gentlemen an artist 
of talents universally acknowledged had been de- 
sired to furnish an estimate; which estimate stated 
that a pyramid of 100 feet base would cost $67,000. 
This was the estimate of an artist of such accu- 
racy that in the greatest work ever undertaken in 
America, and the greatest, perhaps of its kind, 
ever undertaken in the world, (he alluded to the 
water works of Philadelphia, ) the expense actually 
incurred had fallen short of the estimate, The 
same accuracy had characterized his plan and ex- 
ecution of the Bank of Pennsylvania, which was 
probably the greatest work of the kind executed 
in this country. And yet the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will place his vague doubts, and 
(Mr. Harper begged pardon for the expression) 
his total want of knowledge against the calcula- 
tions of a man of practical science. 

Thegentleman had asked whether any one could 
be found, who would be responsible for the execu- 
tion of the work for the proposed sum. Mr. Har- 
PER said, if it were proper for a member of that 
House to say so, he would undertake himself to 
erect a mausoleum of 150 feet base, and 150 feet 
high, for $200,000; and for the performance of his 
engagement he could give the most unquestionable 
security, such as every member of that House 
would approve. He further believed that the ar- 
tist before alluded to, if required, would give the 
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necessary security: The accuracy of the estimate | our horizon; which, whenever we pursue, fly from 
had been tested by every circumstance that thena- | our reach, and which, always moving in a circle, 
ture of the case admitted. ‘The same course had | we can never overtake. 
been. pursued, in this case, that every reasonable| Gentlemen tell us they are unaccustomed to 
man was accustomed to take in his own private spend public money without estimates. To satis- 
concerns. Every such individual, who designed | fy the vigilance of their economy we obtain them. 
building a house obtained first an estimate from a | They then tell us they are inaccurate; their ob- 
skilful workman, which satisfied him. If men | jection arises from a want of detail; they wish a 
acted not in this way, there could be no progress minute statement of each separate charge. Again 
in human improvements. we consent to gratify their wishes, anxious for 
After this information, furnished by such an ar- their sanction to our measures, that they may ex- 
tist, gentlemen ought to be satisfied without oppo- | press the unanimous sentiment of Congress. We 
sing to it their own crude conceptions; and Mr. produce an estimate as minute as was ever fur- 
Harper said he hoped they would cease to talk | nished by an artist on any occasion. The total 
on a subject on which they were so ignorant, until | amount of estimated expense is $140,000, and to 


they became better informed. avoid the necessity of calling on Congress again, 
Mr. Macon did not see the subject in the same the gentleman from Virgina asks for $200,000. 
light with the gentleman from South Carolina. |. Still after all our trouble and solicitude to satisfy 


He was disposed to pay the greatest respect to his | the scruples of gentlemen, they continue to urge 
talents, but he could not give up his own opinion. | objections. One gentleman says the estimate made 
The estimate made by the artist amounted to $140,- | at Philadelphia differs from that made here ; ano- 
000; yet the gentleman from Virginia required | ther gentleman will not confide in any estimate, 
$200,000. Does not this show that the gentlemen | and another wants security. 
themselves have not confided in the estimate of Does it become the dignity of the House thus to 
the artist? 3 : be occupied with trifling objections on such a sub- 
Mr. H. Les explained, and said that he thought ject; and, in the spirit of bargaining, to waste its 
the most proper plan for adoption was that of Mr. | time in saving a few dollars? 
West; pursuing that plan $200,000 might be re-| Many gentlemen, anxious for this measure, had 
quired, as there would be interior arrangements te agreed to postpone the consideration of it, hoping 
make, additional to’ those contemplated by the es- thereby to accommodate other Seen in their 
timate, >o views, and expecting ultimately an unanimous 
Mr. Macon said he thought $140,000 would be | vote. But he now abandoned it. He saw no pe- 
sufficient. He knew not how to reconcile the dif- | riod to objections. Much time had already been 
ference between the estimate made in Philadelphia idly wasted. They had delayed too long to do 
and that made in Washington; the first was only what ought to have been done at once. Let us 
$67,000; which was a sum much. below any cal- then take the question at once, and get rid of it, 
culated here. He did not pretend to any informa- though a veto should be passed upon the bill. 
tion on this subject, and the various modifications | The question was then taken on filling up the 
the bill had undergone convinced him that no blank with $200,000,and carried—yeas 41, nays 38. 
member was well acquainted with it. The esti- Mr. Denr moved to amend the section appro- 
“mates differed materially from each other. They priating the sum, by substituting the word “for” 
could not therefore all be correct. He could not, in the room of the word “ towards,” which would 
from these considerations, feel confidence in the es- fix the whole sum to be appropriated instead of 
timates of the gentleman from South Carolina, or leaving it uncertain.—Agreed to. 
the other gentleman; for if they really possessed The Committee then rose and reported the bill 
correct information, how came they so radically to | as amended. On the question to agree to the 
differ ; and the committee itseif to propose so many $200,000. appropriated, the House divided—yeas 
alterations in the original bill? 41, nays 38. : 
Mr. Smiuie replied to Mr. Harper. The object | The SPEAKER then put the question on engros- 
of his remarks was to show that Mr. H. possessed | sing the bill for a third reading. f 
as little information on the subject as himself. Mr. CLAtBorNE was opposed to the engrossing 
Mr. Ruriepcs.—The substance of what the | ofthe bill. He hoped no gentleman would ascribe 
gentleman says, is that he wants to do nothing. | his opposition to a want of respect to the memory 
He had long thought so, and he was now confirm. | of our great patriot. His respect for this illustrious 
ed in his opinion. When the man, whose loss the | character had been almost coeval with his life, 
world deplored, departed from us, we were all | and would follow him to his grave ; 
shrouded with sorrow ; the mournful event awak- He was opposed to a mausoleum, because it 
ened our deepest regrets; and resolutions expres: | would not be so respectful to the memory of Wasa- 
sive of the national affliction at his death, and | INGTON as the equestrian statue directed by the 
commemorative of his services, were unanimously | old Congress, who had directed the battle during 
assed by both Houses of Congress. Those reso- | our Revolutionary struggle, and for whose char- 
utions were not carried into immediate effect | acter he felt the highest veneration. The present 
owing to the disagreement of the two branches of | Government could not refuse to carry into effect 
the Legislature. Now, when we propose to carry | this act of the old Congress without a violation of 
them into effect, objections are started to every moral principle. He preferred a statue to a mau- 
‘measure offered; objections that rise eternally in | soleum, because the former, from representing the 
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form and the features, would inspire the beholder 
with more lively emotions than a mass.of stones 
formed into a pyramid. : 

Were the expense of a statue greater than that 
of a mausoleum, he would, notwithstanding, prefer 
it; but he believed the reverse would be the fact. 
He not only wished a statue raised, but also was 
in favor of an immediate appropriation for depos- 
iting the remains of our departed friend within 
these very walls, in such:a manner as would not 
disgrace them. of. 

Mr. Cuampuin had heretofore voted fromaspirit 
of conciliation. He wasnow not alittle surprised 
to find the gentlemen from Tennessee and South 
Carolina (Mr. CLatporne and Mr. ALSTON) Op- 
posed to a mausoleum, though their names ap- 
peared, from an inspection of the journals of last 
session, among those who were then in favor of it. 

He considered a mausoleum as preferable toa 
statue, because the first was calculated to celebrate 
all the virtues of the statesman as well as the hero, 
while the latter would be limited to his military 
exploits. 

Great opposition had been made to the erection 
of a mausoleum, with the professed view of avoid- 
ing expense, and I admit generally that economy 
ought to be observed, in the expenditure of public 
money. But on an occasion highly interesting to 
the feelings, and deeply involving the character 
of the nation, even the appearance of parsimony 
should be carefully avoided. It is necessary to 
consider the nature and. magnitude of the object 
for which money is required. It is not asked for, 
in the present instance, to commemorate a man 
distinguished only on the field of battle. It is not 
wanted to gratify family pride, or to raise a monu- 
ment of despotic power and slavish submission. 
It is to be be furnished by a great and free people, 
to record, in a manner worthy of themselves, their 
gratitude for the important services rendered to 
them by one of their fellow-citizens; the fruits of 
which I cannot but hope will be enjoyed and re- 
cognised by future generations. We are called 
upon by the public voice to erect.a monument 
suited to the character of WasHineTon, who has 
been emphatically. styled, the man of the age, and 
whose virtues may, by the record we shall make 
of them, become the property of distant ages. 

These virtues will doubtless be the theme of 
some able biographer, and it is wished that -pos- 
terity may not search in vain for some striking 
evidence of our acknowledgment of them, It is 
indeed of infinite importance to civil society, that 
the memory of that great man should be perpetua- 
ted, by every means in our power. We may thus 
sow the the seeds of virtue, honor, and patriotism, 
in our country. He will be held up a model, to 
which the finger. of wisdom will constantly: point, 
to-which the attention of youth will be irresisti- 
bly, drawn, and the mind of every man aspiring to 
pre-eminence among a free people will be-rivet- 
ted. . The proposed mausoleum would be a struc- 


ture well caleulated to resist the ravages of time. |. 


As to the hand of man, at least of civilized man, 
We need not.guard against.it. . The depository. ot 
the ashes of Wasuineron will never be assailed: 


by. it. . It may indeed be attacked by the ruthless 
hand of some invading barbarian. But its only 


‘security against such an attack must be derived 


from. the courage and fortitude of the people of 
the United States. And I trust they will never 
tamely yield up the land of their forefathers. 

Mr. Birp was against the bill, because it pro- 
posed the erection of a mausoleum, which would 
not be-equal to the object for which it was raised 
without the expenditure of a vast sum of money; 
whereas a statue could be made, somewhat cor- 
respondent to the occasion, for a moderate sum: 
It was.in vain for gentlemen to talk about a strue- 
ture commensurate to the object. Such:a thing 
was impossible... He-moved the recommitment of 
the bill to a Committee of the whole House. 

The question being put, the House divided— 
ayes 39, noes 39; and it passed in the negative by 
the casting vote of the Speaker. 

Mr. Sueparp said, Iwill do as much as any 
man to honor the memory of Wasuineron. 1 
have fought and bled with him -several times. I 
have always supported and will continue to sup- 
port him. But on the score of expense I think 
we are going too far. I will go so farasto have 
his remains placed decently within: these walls. 
Further I will not go; for I do not think we have 
aright to throw away the public money. 

Mr. Macon delivered his reasons against 4 mau- 
soleum, and in favor of an equestrian statue “and 
among other remarks, said, the idea that a mauso- 
leum would be equal to the character of Wasu- 
INGTON was preposterous. Few individuals in the 
world were capable of drawing-his character. In 
a few words, he would say that no character that 
had ever lived was equal to him, and it was his 
firm peel that the world would never see his 
equal. 

Mr. Brown thought General Wasnineron the 
best man that had ever lived; and he was sur- 
prised at the ideas of gentlemen on the ground:of 
expense. If the mausoleum were agreed to, it 
would not cost.each person in the United States 
four cents; and if the equestrian statue were also 
made, (which he hoped would also be done, for 
the sake of general accommodation) it would not 
cost more than two cents. It seemed to him that 
some gentlemen were averse to doing anything, 
though they did not.wish the people to think so. 

Mr. ALsTon would not have risen, had he not 
been marked by the gentleman from Rhode Island 
as an object of inconsistency. 

Mr. Cuampiin explained by saying he did not 
mean to censure the gentleman for his change of 
opinion, for which he doubtless had good reasons. 

Mr. Auston.—Let the measures of Congress be 
reviewed, and it would appear, that the House it- 
self and the gentleman from Rhode Island had 
been as inconsistent as himself. He would appeal 
to the gentleman whether it was more honorable 
to desert his duty and fly a vote, than to act as he 
had done? i 

Mr Hucer said it was unnecessary at this time 
to. take into view the old arguments that had been 
urged. The proposition of the gentleman ‘from 
Tennessee, for an equestrian statue, was the only 


861 


Decemesr, 1800.: 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Mausoleum to. Washington. 


862 
H. or R. l 


one-he should notice. So impressed was he with 
the inadequacy. of a common statue to express the 
gratitude of América, that he would rather. have 
nothing done, than to have what was done in this 
backhanded way. 

. He was disposed to treat with respect the acts 
of ‘the old Congress. But the act, to which the 
gentleman from Tennessee had alluded, and which 
he-wished this House exclusively to carry into 
effect, was passed in reference to the military ex- 
ploits of Gen. Wasnineron, because, at the time 
it was passed, his life had been mosi characterized 
by them. Since that period circumstances had 
changed. If we are bound by the acts of the old 
Congress, are we not equally bound by those. of 
the last session? If you adopt the ideas of the 
gentleman, do you not hold out the Commander- 
in-Chief of the American Army as deserving a 
splendid monument, and the father of the Consti- 
tution and other great civil acts as deserving 
nothing ? 

Without any concert whatever, a remarkable 
concurrence had taken place-between West, Trum- 
bull, and other respectable artists, who all gave an 
unequivocal preference: to a mausoleum; which, 
in his opinion, would be far less expensive than a 
statue. The expense of the latter, as would appear 
from an estimate in.the. office of the Secretary of 
State, could not, be less than forty thousand guin- 
eas, deliverable at Paris; and when the additional 
charges of transportation, insurance, and other in- 
cidental expenses, were considered, he was per- 
suaded it.could not be completed for less than two 


se 


or three hundred thousand dollars. 


‘Mr. J. C. Smita considered the Government as 
pledged to do that which they had promised, and 
which the national feeling required. 

Mr. RanpoLrH must consider the present as a 
tedious and useless debate.. The gentleman had 
declared the Goverument to be pledged. To whom 
were they pledged, and for what? It was to the 
relics of the deceased; to have them placed with- 
in these walls. For this, there were the strongest 
reasons, as such a measure would be agreeable to 
the venerable lady to whom he had been united. 
If then they were so pledged, why violate this 
pledge, by referring the business to the Secretary 
of State, of the Treasury, of War, and of the 
Navy; though what connexion there was between 
the office of the Secretary of the Navy and the 
performance of this trust, he could not tell? 

One consideration with him was insuperable. 
The departure from the original plan tended, un 
justly, and most.cruelly, (however pure the in- 
tention,) to violate the feelings ofa lady, so much 
troubled already. -_ 

Mr. J. ©. Surra said it had been declared by 
some gentlemen that the reputation of WasHINe- 
Ton might be safely confided to the record of 
history. Was it the opinion of those gentlemen 
that the record was to be found in the charge of 
murder against that illustrious character? Was 
it to be found in the patriotic effusions of men who 
had pronounced all expressions of national grati- 
tude a mockery of woe, and had declared that it 
was high time for those who were the sincere apos- 


tles of liberty to be done with such foolery ; or was 
it to be found in the denunciations of a printer, 
supported by a State that. perpetually boasted its 
regard to Republicanism? 

Mr. Harper could not but regret that a gentle- 
man, who possessed so lively a regret for the ven- 
erable lady alluded to, should have exhibited in 
this discussion so glaring a contrast between his 
professions and his actions, by introducing that 
lady into the debate, and indelicately expressing 
her wishes, in reference to the place where the 
relics of her deceased partner should be deposited. 
Was it conceivable that to her the place could be 
of any importance? Or was it possible that this 
House could be enslaved by the trifling circum- 
stance of the locus in quo, or that the paltry con- 
sideration attending an action of trespass could be 
gravely introduced into such a debate, All that 
this venerable lady says amounts to this, that ac- 
customed from the example of-her deceased friend 
to obey the national wishes, she submitted to that 
disposition of his remains that Congress may make. 
Shall we, then, in violation of the plain meaning 
of her words, enter into whispers of hearsay re- 
specting wishes, which, from his knowledge of 
her good sense, he was persuaded had never been 
uttered? 

Mr. RanpoLrs rose to explain, He had neither 
said, nor intended to say, that he possessed any 
knowledge beside that which appeared on the 
journals; and from that knowledge he was justi- 
fied in saying that Mrs. WasuineTon’s compli- 
ance, as expressed by her, was not with any public 
will that might be expressed, but with that will 
which had been already expressed... Whatever in- 
sinuations the gentleman from South Carolina 
may mean to convey, his feelings of respect for 
every woman were sacred; nor were they limited 
to that sex alone. He was. not disposed on this 
oceasion to take the advice of the gentleman, who 
judging me by his own heart, said Mr. R., may 
imagine me capable of disrespect to the sex. 

Mr. Harper wished the gentleman would avoid 
any further interruption, and reserve his remarks 
until he was done. He did not know, nor was he 
concerned to inquire into the motives of the gentle- 
man from Virginia. Such inquiry would, of all 
others, be the least profitable or interesting, either 
to the House or to himself. Neither had he any 
idea of giving advice which that gentleman would 
follow. He well knew that it was the most hope- 
less of all things to give advice to one whose own 
sense of propriety did not tell him what was right. 
Those, who were incapable of receiving lessons 
from their own minds or feelings, were not likely 
to receive them from any other quarter. 

The feelings ascribed to Mrs. WASHINGTON Were 
unfounded. The lady was incapable of entering 
into trifling disputes about place or time, such as 
the House had this day witnessed. 

The arguments, by which the superiority of a 
statue to a mausoleum was attempted to be estab- 
lished, were fallacious. . The form and features of 
our illustrious friend would. be preserved without 
the erection ofany statue by us. Pictures by cele- 
brated artists were everywhere multiplied and 
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caught at with avidity; and the sculptor and the 
painter willbe employed unceasingly to keep pace 
with the increasing demand. Likenesses may be 
found everywhere, and as perfect on the other side 
of the Atlantic as on this. 

A mausoleum would last for ages, and would pre- 
sent the same imperishable appearance two thou- 
sand years hence, that it would now. Whereas a 


statue would only remain till some civil convul- | 


sion, or foreign invasion, or flagitious conqueror, or 
lawless mob, should dash it intoatoms; or till some 
invading barbarian should transport it as a trophy 
of his guilt to a foreign shore. 

I have beheld, said Mr. H., a monument erected 
to a man, once considered as the patron of Ameri- 
ca, defaced, mutilated, its head broken off, prostra- 
ted with the ground. A statue, erected by the 
Legislature of Virginia to perpetuate the virtues 
of a man to future ages, had been destroyed. 

Besides, a statue was minute, trivial, and perish- 
able. It was a monument erected to all that 
crowd of estimable but subordinate personages, 
that soar in a region, elevated indeed above com- 
mon characters, but which was infinitely below 
that occupied by WASHINGTON. 

The greatest honor which this country ever has 
received, the greatest honor which it ever could 
receive, was derived from numbering with its sons 
the immortal WASHINGTON. 

Shall then a mistaken spirit of economy, and a 
still more mistaken jealousy arrest us? Honor 
him, it is true, we cannot. 
itself with that task. Posterity, as long asthe world 
shail endure, will celebrate his virtues and his tal- 
ents; those virtues and talents of which every in- 
gredient of their happiness will be a perpetual evi- 
dence. But though we cannot honor him we 
may dishonor ourselves; though we cannot in- 
crease the lustre of his fame, we may show our 
own meanness, cowardice, spite, and malice; and 
show an astonished world that we are deplorably 
unworthy of the high honor conferred by Nature 
in giving us a WASHINGTON. 

l am, said Mr. H., awfully impressed by the sub- 
ject. I sink under the sublimity that surrounds 
it. No words can reach it; mine are totally in- 
adequate; to the feelings of the House then it must 
be submitted: they, after anticipating all that ge- 
nius or eloquence can say, will still far surpass 
their boldest effusions. 

Mr. RANDOLPH was very unfortunately situated, 
as he was compelled to rise, not in his own defence, 
but in defence of the calumniated reputation of 
that State which he revered, since from it he de- 
rived his birth. 

I will not, said Mr. R., enter into an elucida- 
tion of the motives of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, which have produced so much asperity, 
and such a virulence of rancour against the State 
of Virginia, but will confine myself to the ques- 
tion on engrossing the bill. 

The gentleman has talked to us about his dis- 
regard for the locus in quo. Mr. R. said he cared 
as little for the guo modo, as the gentleman: did 

“forthe locus in quo. 
< “He had further told. us that a statue might be 


The world has charged | 


| overthrown bya licentious mob; and that this had 
actually been the case in the State of Virginia, 
But, why -had it been so? Because that statue 
| had been erected in the life-time of the person it 
celebrated; because it had been erected under the 
| Colonial Government; and because, like ever 
other fetter of tyranny, it was broken by the Rey- 
| olutionary spirit that established our liberties. 
But, says the gentleman, statues are raised for 
subordinate men, for this admiral or that general, 
| who may deserve well of their country, but who 
do not merit the highest distinctions of national 
gratitude. If this measure of raising a mausole- 
um is to be only a cover for obtaining statues for 
temporary and secondary and trifling characters, 
it may have a very arning influence upon us. 

It is not easy, for a man of even less sensibility 
than myself, to hear in silence the State in which 
I was born, and one óf whose Representatives I 
am, calumniated in the manner in which it had 
been that day, by the gentlemen from Connecti- 
cutand South Carolina. In defence of that State, 

actuated by a love to it, and not ftom any respect 
to its detractors; not to repel any imputation of 
meanness, of cowardice, of malice, which the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina has called ours, (mean- 
ing, I suppose, his own,) I will inform him, and the 
gentleman from Connecticut, that that State was 
the first to celebrate the fame of the Hero of Amer- 
ica, by erecting a statue to him in the Capitol at 
Richmond. 

The gentleman from Connecticut objects toa 

confidence in the record of the historian. Does 
| the gentleman wish to suppress the history of the 
| political events of 17762 Or does he believe that 
these events will be handed down in association 
with the bloody buoy, and Porcupine’s works? 

| Perhaps he has formed from his own mind a pro- 

| per selection for our children, and is against the 
press handing down anything else? 

Mr. H. said, that the gentleman from Virginia 
had misstated what he had said. He had cast no 
reflection on the State of Virginia; but had barely 
stated two instances of statues overthrown and 
destroyed, to illustrate their frailty. 

During the preceding debate, Mr. CLAIBORNE 
stated that the committee to whom this subject 
had been committed, had obtained several esti- 
mates; among which was one in writing, by. Dr. 
Thornton, which states with confidence that the 
expense of an equestrian statue would not exceed 
from eight thousand to fifteen thousand pounds 
currency. 

After some remarks from Mr. SHEPARD and Mr. 
Lyon, the yeas and nays were taken on engross- 

ing the bill, and were—yeas 44, nays 40, as follows: 
Yzas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, John Brown, 
Christopher G. Champlin, William Cooper, William 
| Craik, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Samuel 
Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Har- 
per, Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, Benjamin 
Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry 
Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, 
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"Thomas Pinckney; Jonas Platt, Leven. Powell, John 
Reed, Nathan Read, John Rutledge, jr., John C. Smith, 
Samuel. Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, 
Richard:Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Lemuel Williams, 
and -Henry Woods. : : 

Naxs—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, John Bird, 
Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Mat- 
thew Clay, William Charles Cole Claiborne, John Con- 
dit, John Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Edwin Gray, An- 
drew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David 
Holmes, George Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Michael 
Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, 
Peter Muhlenberg, John Randolph, William Shepard, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, 
Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Talia- 
ferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John. Trigg, 
Littleton W. Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, and Jo- 
seph B. Varnum. ‘ 

The third reading of the bill was fixed for Thurs- 
day week; when the House adjourned to Tuesday 
the thirtieth. 


Turspay, December-30. 

Another member, to wits) Rogert WILLIAMS, 
from North Carolina, appeared, and took his seat 
in the House. 9-0 

A memorial aiid’rémonstrance of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Georgia was presented to the 
House and reat, protesting against the establish- 
ment by the United States of the Government of 
the Mississippi Territory within the limits of the 
said State; and praying a repeal of the acts au- 


thorizing the establishment thereof; as being un- | 


constitutional, injurious to; and subversive of, the 
rights of the State of Georgia. 
A ethers That the said memorial do lie on the 
table. í 

A memorial of Pleasant Henderson and others, 
inhabitants of the State of North Carolina, was 
presented to the House and read, stating their 
claims to certain lands ceded by the State of 
North Carolina to the United States, with a res- 
ervation of the claims of the petitioners; the pos- 
session of which lands the United States have 
since guarantied by treaty to the Chickasaw and 
Cherokee Indians; and praying relief in the 
premises. . 

Ordered, That the said memorial do lie on the 
table. 

Ordered, That a committee be appointed, to be 
denominated. “The Committee of Privileges;” 
and that Mr. Jonn C. Smrru, Mr. Cooper, Mr. 
Tuatcuer, Mr. Henverson, and Mr. Nort, be 
the said committee. 

The Spraxer laid before the House a letter 
from Joseph Wheaton, Sergeant-at-Arms to this 
House, stating that, in consequence of his having 
executed the order of the Speaker, in arresting a 
certain James Lane, for disorderly. behaviour in the 
gallery of the: House, on Monday, the twenty- 
second instant, he was apprehended-and conducted 
before a magistrate of the city of Washington, 
detained for a certain length of time, and finally 
discharged; in consequence of the non-appearance 
of the said James Lane, to prosecute his com- 
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plaint.—Referred to the Committee of Privileges 
this day appointed. 

Mr. Pua, from the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business, to'whom it was referred to 
examine and report what laws have expired, or 
are near expiring, and require to be revived or 
further continued, made a farther report, in part; 
which was read; and ordered to lie on the table. . 

The Sreaxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, enclosing a report on 
the claims of certain Canadian refugees, made in 
pursuance of the act, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of the refugees from the British provinces of 
Canada and Nova Scotia;” which were read, and 
ordered to be referred to the committee appointed, 
on the twenty-eighth ultimo, to prepare and bring 
ina bill for regulating the grants of land appro- 
priated for the refugees from the British provinces 
of Canada and Nova Scotia. 

Mr. Griswoup, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, instructed, on the seventeenth instant, 
to inquire into the expediency of repealing the 
act, entitled “An act to provide for the valuation 
of lands and dwelling-houses, and the enumera- 
tion of slaves within the United States,” made a 
per which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Mr. GRISWOLD, from the same committee, pre- 
sented a bill to continue in force the acts laying 
duties on. licenses for selling wines and foreign 
distilled spirits by retail; on property sold at aue- 
tion, and on carriages for the conveyance of per- 
sons; whieh was read twice and committed. 


Wepnespay, December 31. 


Ordered, That the memorial-of Pleasant Hen- 
derson and others, inhabitants of the State of 
North Carolina, presented yesterday, be referred 
to Mr. Pinckney, Mr. Coauncey Goopricn, Mr. 
Henperson, Mr. Nicnouas, and Mr. THATCHER. 

Mr. Dent, from the Committee of Elections, 
made a further report, in part; which he delivered 
in at the Clerk’s table, where the same was read, 
and is as follows: 

«The Committee of Elections further report, that, 
by the certificate of the Governor of the State of New 
Hampshire, under seal, and dated the twenty-second 
day of November, one thousand eight hundred, it ap- 
pears that Samuel Tenney is duly appointed a member 
of the House of Representatives of the United States, 
until the fourth day of March, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and one. It is further made to appear by infor- 
mation from several members of this House, from the 
said State, that such appointment was mad to supply 
the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of William 
Gordon. Whereupon, the committee are of opinion 
that Samuel Tenney is entitled to take a seat in this 
House in the place of William Gordon.” 

DUTIES ON LICENSES. 

The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill for continuing in force “an act laying 
duties on licenses for selling wine, and foreign 
distilled spirituous liquors by retail, on property 
sold at auction, and on carriages.” 

Mr. Varnum moved to limit the duration of 
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the bill to two years from the 1st day of March, 
1801. 

The motion. was supported by Messrs. Var- 
num, RANDOLPH, and Nicwouas, and opposed by 
Mr. GRISWOLD. 

On the question being taken, there appeared 
39 ayes and 39 noes. ‘The Chairman declaring 
himself in the negative, it was lost. 

Mr. Biro disliked that part of the bill which 
gave to the judicatories of the several States the 
right of taking cognizance of suits for duties pay- 
able under it. He declared himself averse to this 
investment of Judicial power, on the ground of ex- 
pediency ; but said he should not, on this occa- 
sion, oppose the bill for that reason. But he 
deemed the Judicial power, as delegated by the 
bill, to be unconstitutional. The bill must be 
amended before it could obtain his vote. He, 
therefore, moved so to amend the first section, as 
to confine all Judicial power exercised under the 
bill to the Federal courts. 

The Constitution expressly declares that “the 
Judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law 
and equity, arising under this Constitution, the 
laws of the United States,” &c. Ifthe Judicial 
power extended to all cases, surely it must extend 
to the present case. The Constitution further de- 
clared “that the Judicial power of the United 
States shall be vested in one Supreme Court, and 
in such inferior courts as the Congress may, from 
time to time, ordain and establish.” It was self- 
evident, that the State courts. could not be em- 
braced by the expression “one supreme court.” 
And as to the expression “inferior courts,” he 
would ask whether the State tribunals could come 
within its meaning? It was evident to him that 
they could not, as they were not appointed by 
Congress; as no cause of error lies from the State 
to the Federal courts, or writ of mandamus. It 
followed that they were not included in the true 
meaning of the term “inferior” courts; they were 
neither ordained nor appointed by Congress. 

Further, the Constitution prescribed that the 
judges should receive fixed salaries, payable by 
the United States, and hold their offices during 
good behaviour. This direction of the Constitu- 
tion precluded all other but Federal courts. 

Besides these Constitutional injunctions, which, 
on his mind, were irresistible, on a view of the ex- 
pediency of the delegated powers, it would appear 
that extensive and great inconvenience attended 
the exercise of it. Under the jurisprudence of the 
several States, such a variety of laws and mode 
of procedure existed as produced the greatest em- 
barrassmefits. Besides, it was not unfair to sup- 
pose, in the succession of evenis, the occasional 
existence in particular States of a spirit of hos- 
tility to some measure of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

On the whole, Mr. B. said, that he considered 
Congress as equally incompetent to transfuse into 
the State Courts, the right of judging on cases that 
oceurred under the Constitution and laws of the 
Federal: Government, as they were to transfuse 
‘Hixecutive of Legislative power, derived from 
that Constitution, into the hands of the Execu- 


tive and Legislative organs of the State Govern- 
ments. 

Mr. Dennis was so impressed with tne import- 
ance of a full and fair discussion of the point sub- 
mitted to the House by the gentleman from New 
York, that he recommended a suspension of 
any consideration of it, until the Judiciary bill 
came before them. Then the question might be 
met directly. He, therefore, moved that the 
Committee rise, report progress, and sit again; 
which was accordingly done, and leave to sit 
again granted. 


THE TERRITORY OF COLUMBIA. 


On motion of Mr. H. Lez, the House went into 
a Committee of the Whole on the bill in relation to 
the Territory of Columbia. 

Mr. Ranvotes moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion, which is in these words: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the laws of the State of Virginia, as 
they existed on the first Monday of December, in the 
year 1800, shall be and continue in furce in that part 
of the District of Columbia which was ceded by the 
said State to the United States, and by them. accepted 
for the permanent seat of Government; and that the laws 
of the State of Maryland, as they existed on the said 
first Monday in December, shall be and continue in 
force in that part of the said District which was ceded 
by that State to the. United States, and by them ac- 
cepted, as aforesaid. l 


Mr. H. Leer said, that he was far from consid- 
ering this bill as an act of supererogation. The 
Constitution had prohibited the States of Virgin- 
ia and Maryland from legislating for the Terri- 
tory ; and it now became a question, whether the 
existing laws of those States were in force, which 
question might come before the Judiciary, To 
obviate all doubts, this bill, in the shape of a de- 
claratory one, was reported. 

Mr. Nicuo.as said, this bill is not, in my opin- 
ion, merely an act of supererogation, but an act of 
| immense mischief. I do not agree with my col- 
league in the construction he gives the Constitu- 
tion. He is of opinion, that the powers given to 
Congress on this suhject must be exercised by 
them. I think differently. These powers are 
like many others conferred, which may or may 
not be exercised. It had never been contended 
that we are obliged to carry into execution all the 
powers with which we are invested. It is true, 
| that we have nearly exhausted the letter of our 
| charter, in the extent to which we have gone; 

but this fact furnished no reason for going still 
| further. 
| A construction contrary to that contended for 


had been given by Congress in the exercise 0 
their power. The act of acceptance passed by 
Congress, confirming the cessions made by Vir- 
ginia and Maryland, expressly declares, “ that the 
operation of the laws of the State within such 
District shall not be affected by this acceptance 
until the term fixed for the removal of the Gov- 
ernment thereto, and until Congress shall other- 
wise by law. provide.” 
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Great force was attached to that part of the 

Constitution-which gave Congress exclusive le- | 
gislation over the-Territory.. But the same clause | 
of the Constitution gave the same power over 
forts; magazines, arsenals, &c. Yet this power 
had-never been assumed by Congress. The pos- 
session of the right had heretofore been consider- 
edas sufficient ; the exercise of it was reserved 
until peculiar circumstances should occur, which 
rendered it necessary. 
. I believe the Committee are not prepared to 
sanction this bill. To sanction it would be to place 
the inhabitants of the Territory in a situation for 
which they would not be thankful. It would im- 
pose upon them all the laws of Virginia and Ma- 
ryland, as they existed on the first Monday of De- 
cember, without those improvements which ex- 
perience may suggest. 

If this bill passed, it would leave a considerable 
portion of the inhabitants of the Territory with- 
out any judicial authorities to which they could 
appeal. ‘There were parts of Fairfax; Montgom- 
ery, and Prince George’s counties, which would 
have no courts to which they could apply. 

Another consequence that would result from 
the construction attempted to be given to the Con- 
stitution, was ‘the deprivation of the inhabitants 
of all participation either in Federal or State legis- | 
lation. Assby the construction, they would cease 
to be thé subjects’ of State taxation, it could not 
be expected ‘that the States would permit them, 
without being taxed, to be represented. 

~Gould any man desire to place the citizens of 

thé District in such a state? To deprive them of 
the common right of participating in the passage 
of laws which all the. citizens enjoyed? 

If the construction be sound, that we are bound: 
to legislate, then all the judicial proceedings which 
had taken place since the first Monday in Decem- 
ber, whatever affected either property or persons, 
were mere nullities. I do not, however, believe 
the.construction to be sound. I believe it oppos- 
ed both to the spirit of the Constitution, and to 
the construction hitherto given by Congress. But 
were the construction just, to adopt the proposed 
bill would be to act in a way inadequate to the 
importance of the subject, which, involving in it 
a system of-government for a large portion of 
citizens, ought not to be acted upon with precipi- 
tation, but ought to be conducted by the collected 
wisdom of Congress, derived from mature and de- | 
liberate reflection. 

Mr. H. Lez said, my colleague is wrong in sup- 
posing this bill a part of a permanent system. It} 
is only intended to cure an evil which some per- i 
sons have supposed to exist, from the doubtful ju- | 
risdiċtion of the States of Virginia and Mary- 
land. i 

Mr. Orts said, though I respect the talents of 
the committee who brought in the bill, yet I can- 
not discover that it contains a single new view or | 
provision. Though I am myself at a loss to ac- 
count for the necessity of the bill, the committee 
were certainly right, if they entertained doubts, to 
attract the attention of the House to them. - 

By the first act of Congress accepting the ces- 


| sion, the United States have legislated in the very 


way the gentleman from Virginia now proposes. 
As it appeared at that’ time impossible to form a 
code of laws, those of Maryland and Virginia were 
confirmed till Congress should legislate. 

_If it were true that Congress were bound to le- 
gislate themselves, an equal obligation existed at 
that time with that which existed at present. Their 
not having done so wasa strong argument against 
the construction now contended for. 

To pass such a law as that now offered, instead 
of removing, would be the very means of exciting 
doubt. The time may arrive when Congress 
must go into the subject in detail, and make those 
provisions that were -necessary for a great city. 
But at present such a step was not called for: 
the Territory had gone on very well for ten years 
without the interposition of Congress, and I have 
no doubt it will continue for some time to come 
to do weli without it. 

Mr. Bird said, this question, in my opinion, 
is susceptible of a very clear and precise so- 
lution. Did the acts of cession by the States, 
and of acceptance by Congress, take away the ju- 
risdiction of those States, and vest it in Congress ? 
The acts of Maryland and Virginia make a com- 
plete cession of soil and jurisdiction to Congress. 
This cession has been accepted by Congress. What 
is the consequence of one sovereign transferring 
all jurisdiction to another sovereign? Does not 
the power that cedes give up all right whatever 
to that which accepts? The words of the Con- 
stitution are that Congress: shall exercise exclu- 
sive legislation. If Congress exercise exclusive 
legislation, does it not follow that no other body 
can exercise any legislation whatever ? 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. NichoLas) 
does not deny the power altogether, but limits it, 
as a power that may or may not be exercised by 
Congress; and in illustration of his opinion, in- 
stances the power to naturalize and to pass bank- 
rupt laws. But the cases are not analogous. 
These last are powers that Congress may or may 
notexercise. ‘The Constitution does not apply to 
them the term exclusive; nor are they shut out 
by the actual words of that instrument, or by ne- 
cessary inference. 

Over some objects Congress have partial au- 
thority; but in this case their authority is abso- 
lute and exclusive of all other; from which irre- 
sistibly follows the absolute cessation of all power 
in the ceding body. 

It was undoubtedly the intention of the framers 
of the Constitution, that, after this Territory be- 
came the actual seat of Government, no authority 
but that of Congress should be in force. 

The act of cession by the States, after stating 
the terms of cession, contains a proviso, that the 
power of legislation thereby vested in Congress, 
shall not impair the force of the laws of Maryland 
and Virginia, till Congress shall otherwise by law 
provide. A provisoisto prevent something from be- 
ing done that without it would be done. Congress 
declared the same thing when they accepted the 
cession with thesame proviso. This proviso tends 
to supersede the cession. Having this effect it 
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must fall, as conflicting with the act to which it is 
a proviso. It must be considered as absolutely 
void. A proviso is intended to prevent the ope- 
ration of a particular thing, not to give an opera- 
tion to it. It may prevent the enaction of a par- 
ticular law, but it cannot- re-enact that law. 

A difference of opinion seemed: to exist as to 
the period when the powers of the States were 
superseded. It was the opinion of some gentle- 
men that they ceased on the completion of the 
act of cession. 'The committee consider them as 
ceasing on the first Monday in-December of the 
present year. It became the House solemnly to 
settle this point before they entered into the con- 
sideration of a complicated system of government. 
If the legislative powers of the States had ceased, 
it follows, as a necessary consequence, that the 
Judicial powers had also ceased. 

For these reasons I think it will be best to de- 
clare that things shall remain in statw quo. If 
the ordinary jurisdiction established be not com- 
petent, it may easily be made so. i 

Mr. RanooLra was not prepared to enter into 
a discussion of the important point before the Com- 
mittee. He. would only state the dilemma in 
which the inhabitants of the District of Columbia 
would be placed by the construction given to the 
Constitution by his colleague, who was of opinion 
that all Legislative and Judicial. powers derived 
from. Virginia and: Maryland, ceased on the first 
Monday of December. If this construction were 
true, was it not equally true that the bill now pro- 
posed would be of the same validity, and of no 
more validity, than the act of acceptance passed 
by. Congress. 

From his being unprepared, what he offered 
was submitted more in the form of hints than of 
correct arguments. But it seemed to him that if 
the construction contended for should prevail, it 
would disfranchise the corporations of George- 
town and Alexandria, and all other corporations 
within the District. Would it not place the Ter- 
titory in the situation of a conquered country ? 
According to this construction, the Territory. was 
in a state of: anarchy, and murder, if committed, 
would be no crime. 

Further, if the Constitutional provision is ob- 
ligatory upon us to assume exclusive legislation, 
are we not bound to establish uniform laws 
throughout the entire District 2 and of course are 
we not prohibited from establishing one system 
in one place, and a different system in another 2 

One other objection merited the gentleman’s 
notice. The laws of Virginia precluded every 
officer under its Government from holding any 
Federal office. 

From the impression made on his mind by these 
considerations, Mr. R. said, he would be wanting 
to himself and to his country, if he agreed to the 
bill. He hoped, therefore, that the Committee 
would rise, and not precipitate a decision. 

Mr. Harrer was in favor of the motion that 
the Committee should rise, for the purpose of Te- 
committing the bill to a select committee. He 
would. state: his.reasons: The object of the first 
section ‘was to assume ‘the jurisdiction. That was 


his object. He wished the establishment of a 
Judiciary competent to the carrying into effect 
the laws now existing. He wished this object to 
be accomplished in a fair, open, direct way. At 
some future period Congress might find it neces- 
sary to enter on a system of legislation in detail, 
and to have established numerous police regula- 
tions.: At this time, the present exigency would 
be provided for by confirming thelaws of Virginia 
and Maryland, and by giving effect to them by 
the institution of a competent Judicial authority. 

Mr. Nicuotas said, that he should vote for the 
Committee rising, from a different motive from 
that which actuated the gentleman from South 
Carolina. He hoped the business would be suf- 
fered for the present to sleep. 

The construction given to the Constitution by 
the gentleman from New York, did not render it 
merely expedient in Congress to assume jurisdic- 
tion, but rendered it an absolute duty. ‘In reply 
to his remarks, the gentleman had- alleged that 
the authority given by the Constitution in rela- 
tion to this Territory, differed from the other pow- 
ers vested in Congress, inasmuch as:the former 
investment of power had connected it with the 
word exclusive ; whereas the latter had not. The 
meaning which Mr. N. affixed to that word, was 
altogether different from the one now contended 
for. The Constitution does not say Congress shall 
possess. exclusive power of legislation ; but that 
they shall have power of exercising exclusive le- 
gislation. Bs 

The acts of cession and acceptance contained 
a construction directly-opposed to that now made. 
They declare that the laws of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia shall continue till Congress shall alter them. 
Their cessation is made to depend on an uncer- 
tain event, viz: whether Congress shall legislate 
or not.. Not a tittle in the Constitution or in our 
practice, under the Constitution, infringed our. 
liberty to-act or not to act. ; 

What would be the effect of this law on the 
inhabitants of the Territory? It would impose 
on them the laws of Maryland and Virginia, as 
they existed on a particular day, without any ca- 
pability of improvement from the improved code 
of those States. 

Mr. N. had heard of no inconveniences which 
had arisen from the non-assumption of power by 
Congress. The people in the Territory of Co- 
lumbia had been a happy people for more than a 
hundred years under their State Governments ; 
and, he had no doubt; would remain so without 
the interposition of Congress, who, at present, 
were unqualified to act. 

After some further remarks:by- Messrs. HARPER 
and H. Leer, the question was taken on the Com- 
mittee rising, and carried without a division. 

The Committee rose; the Chairman requested 
leave to sit again, which was not granted. 

Mr. Harper then moved to recommit the bill 
to the same committee that introduced it. He 
said, the objection made by the gentleman from 
Virginia to the assumption of power by Congress 
goes to say that the Constitutional provision, the 
acts of cession of Maryland and Virginia, and the 
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act of acceptance by Congress, shall be all a dead 
letter ; and that the Territory shall continue, as 
heretofore, under its old jurisdiction. This was, 
to all intents and purposes, the amount of the gen- 
tleman’s remarks. He asked, what- necessity for 
the exercise of power by Congress? Had not the 
‘citizens lived happily for a hundred years under 
the State Governments? This Mr. H. did not 
dispute. It was probably true that they had lived 
as happily as other portion of citizens under the 
State Governments. But the provision of the 
‘Constitution on this subject had not been made 
with this view. It was made to bestow dignity 
and independence on the Government of the 
Union. It was to protect it from such outrages 
as had occurred when it was differently situated, 
when it was without competent Legislative. Ex- 
ecutive, and Judicial power, to insure to itself re- 
spect. While the Government was under the 
guardianship of State laws, those laws might be 
inadequate to its protection, ot there might exist 
a spirit hostile to the General Government, or at 
any rate indisposed to give. it proper protection. 
This was one reason, among others, for the provis- 
ions of the Constitution,.confirmed and carried 
into effeet’by the acts:of Maryland and Virginia, 
and by the-act of Congress. 

The object of: the gentleman was to defeat all 
these acts, and all these arrangements, in subver- 
sion of that’provision which the Constitution had 
made; and‘of that necessity which it had foreseen. 

The gentleman from Virginia requires more 
tite: He thinks we are not prepared to legislate. 
But if his (Mr. H.’s) ideas were adopted, there 
would be no occasion for this. The Territory 
has laws; and Mr. H. believed these laws would 
answer very well for fifty years, without giving 
Congress much trouble to modify them. 

‘The establishment of a Judiciary would be very 
easy, and would require little time. As toa po- 
lice, it may be necessary hereafter. At present it 
wasnotnecessary. With regard to a corporation, 
he was against it at present, and he did not think 
it would ever be necessaty. 

- Mr. Nicnoras did not consider the power im- 
parted by the Constitution as imperative. He, 
therefore, could not fairly be charged with a de- 
sire to deviate from the designs of its framers. 
‘The power was like a coat of armor, intended to 
protect the Government in periods of danger, and 
not to be worn at all times for parade and show. 

Remarks had been’ made to show that the dig- 
nity atid independence of the Government requir- 
ed the assumption. All such arguments, when 
set against the happiness of the people, were in- 
conclusive. Mr. N. had always been taught to 
‘consider the ‘true dignity of the Government as 
indissolubly connected with the happiness of the 
people; and was unable to unlearn all that he had 
heretofore acquired to this effect. 

Mr. Craix agreed with the member from South 
Carolina, as far as his. remarks went, but he did 
not think they went far enough. He was him- 
self friendly to the institution of a local govern- 
ment for local purposes, leaving all Federal pow- 
ers to Congress. If the bill should be recommit- 


ted, he would be prepared to offer a plan conform- 
ably to these ideas. He felt no alarm at the 
doubts suggested of the validity of the laws of 
Maryland and Virginia. He believed that they 
were still in force; and did not think there was 
any absolute necessity for Congress to act at-all 
at present. Still, he thought that delay would 
only multiply the inconveniences already experi- 
enced in the formation of a plan of government. 
A plan might be framed, to protect the General 
Government as well as, in some degree, the in- 
habitants of the Territory, from any tyranny that 
some gentlemen supposed might be exercised by 
Congress. __ 

‘He concluded, by expressing a hope that a com- 
pletely organized system might be formed and 
adopted. 

Mr. Dennis coincided with his colleague in de- 
siring an assumption of jurisdiction by ‘Congress. 
But, before he committed himself by an opinion, 
he wished to see an entire plan submitted. As to 
the bill before the Committee, it was little more 
than an abstract proposition. f 

Mr. D. believed that the assumption by Con- 
gress would be agreeable to the inhabitants, if a 
good system were adopted. 

Mr. C. Goopricn advocated the recommitment 
of the bill, that a more complete system might be 
devised, and submitted to the House in a more 
direct way. 

The question of recommitment was carried, 
and two members were added to the original com- 
mittee. . 

The Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Bu- 
siness reported it as their Seated that it would 
be proper to continue the Sedition law, which 
expires with the close of this session, for two years 
longer. 


Ordered, To lie on the table. 


Tuurspay, January 1, 1801. 


The House of Representatives having received 
information of the death of Major General Tuom- 
as HARTLEY, one of its members, who has repre- 
sented the State of Pennsylvania, in that branch 
of the National Legislature, from the commence- 
ment of the Government until his death, do, there- 
fore, unanimously, Resolve, That the members 
testify their respect for the memory of the said 
Tuomas Hart iey, by wearing a crape on the left 
arm, for one month. 

Resolved, That the Speaker address a letter 
to the Executive of Pennsylvania, to inform him 
of the death of Tuomas Harttey, late a member 
of this House, in order that measures may be taken 
to supply the vacancy occasioned thereby. 


MAUSOLEUM TO WASHINGTON. 

An engrossed bill concerning Georce Wasu- 
INGTON was read the third time; and, on the ques- 
tion that the same do pass, 

Mr. Dawson moved to recommit it. Lost—ayes 
39, noes 44. 

Mr. Ranpotpx moved to refer the bill to a se- 
lect committee. Lost—ayes 32. 
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Mr. Spareut and Mr. Davis then assigned their 
reasons for voting against the bill. a 

The question was then taken on the passing of 
the bill, and it was resolved in the affirmative— 
yeas 45, nays 37, as follows: 


Yzas—Bailey Bartlett, John Brown, 
Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, John Dav- 
enport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, 
Joseph Dickson, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan 
Freeman, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey Good- 
rich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William Barry 
Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, 
William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Inlay, 
John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Lewis R. 
Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Thomas Pinck- 
ney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan 
Read, John Rutledge, jr., John C. Smith, James Sheafe, 
Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, 
Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Lemuel Williams, 
and Henry Woods. 

Nays—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
William C: C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thos. T. Davis, 
John Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas. Elmendorf, 
Edwin. Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, David 
Holmes, George Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, 
James Lynn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, John Randolph, John 
Smilie, John Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard 
Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Resolved, That the title of the said bill be, “An 
act to erect a Mausoleum for Georcr WASHING- 
ron;” and that the Clerk of this House do carry 

the same to the Senate, and desire their concur- 
rence. 


Fripay, January 2. 


Another member to wit: James A. BAYARD, 
from Delaware, appeared and took his seat in the 
House. 

On motion of Mr. Griswotp the House went 
into a Committee of the Whole on the Judiciary 
bill; the House dividing—yeas 44, nays 33. 

The bill was read through, when the Committee 
reported progress, and asked and obtained leave to 
sit again. X 

A petition of sundry citizens and inhabitants of 
the county of Wayne, in the Territory of the Uni- 
ted States Northwest of the Ohio, was presented 
to the House and read, stating the uncertain ten- 
ure by which they hold the lands now occupied 
by. them, and praying relief therein; and, also, that 
the aid and patronage of Congress may be extend- 
ed‘to them in the establishment of schools for 
the education of their youth, and that a township 
of land belonging tothe United States may be ap- 
propriated in the said county for the support of 
the Gospel, and for erecting the buildings neces- 
sary for the celebration of divine service. l 
_ Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 

<Mr: Pinckney, Mr. McMituan, Mr. Imuay, Mr. 
‘Etizvr-Goopricu, and Mr. Kirrera. 
Mr. HARPER presented two papers; one of 


Christopher G. | 


which was a defence by Governor Sargent of 
himself, against charges preferred against him by 
a member of the House of Representatives; be- 
ing a letter to the Secretary of State, put by him 
into the hands of Mr. Harper; and the other, 
the presentment of a grand jury in the North- 
west Territory on charges made against Gover- 
nor Sargent, é&c. 

The papers were read and referred to the com- 
mittee of Inquiry into the offical conduct of Win- 
throp Sargent; as was a Message of the President, 
enclosing a copy of laws passed in that Territory 
between June 30, and December 31, 1799. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. Harper moved the following resolutions, 
which were read, and referred to the Committee 
on the Territory of Columbia: 


Resolved, That it is expedient for Congress to as- 
sume, forthwith, the jurisdiction of Columbia. 

Resolved, That the laws of Virginia and Maryland 
now in force in the parts of the said district contained 
within the limits of those States respectively, ought to 
be continued in force therein, until Congress shall 
otherwise provide by law. f 

Resolved, That for the administration of justice with- 
in the said District, there ought to be established. two 
Inferior, and one Superior Court; the Inferior Courts to 
sit at Alexandria, and the City of Washington, for such 
parts of the said District as lie on the different sides of 
the river Potomac respectively; to have a limited civil 
and criminal jurisdiction with competent powers; and 
to be composed of three Judges each; and the Supreme 
Court to be held at the City of Washington, to have 
full powers asa Court of Equity, original jurisdiction in 
all cases civil and criminal not within the jurisdiction 
of the Inferior Courts, and appellate jurisdiction from the 
said courts in all civil cases above the value of —~ 
dollars; and to be composed of a Chief Justice, who 
shall also be superintendent of police for the said. Dis- 
trict, with competent powers, and two associates. 

Resolved That the salaries of the said Judges ought 
to be established by law, and to be paid by the United 
States. 

Resolved That provision ought to be made for the 
appointment of a Marshal for the said District, and of 
clerks and other officers for the said courts, for the pres- 
ervation of records, and for the due confinement and se- 
curity of persons committed or imprisoned. 

Resolved That for the better ordering of affairs in the 
said District, it ought to be divided into three townships, 
so that one township shall include Alexandria, one 
Georgetown, and one the City of Washington; and that 
a Corporation ought to be established within each of the 
said townships, to be composed of a suitable number of 
persons annually elected by the freeholders within the 
same; and to be vested with power to make provision 
within their respective townships, by by-laws respect- 
ing streets, highways, markets, and other matters of a 
similar nature, to be particularly described ; the said by- 
laws to be subject to the revision of the Superior Court 
of the District, and to be annulled thereby, upon com- 
plaint by any person or persons aggrieved, notice to the 
proper officers of Corporation, and cause shown. 


SEDITION LAW. 
The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Busi- 
ness, made the thirty-first ultimo, which lay on 
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the table, and the same being again read, in the | tions for the support of Government, for the year 
words following, to wit: one thousand eight hundred and one; which was 

«The Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Busi- read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
ness further report, in part: Whole House on Monday next. 

“That, on examining the statutes of the United Ordered, That Mr Davis, Mr. Norr, and Mr: 
States, they find that the act, entitled ‘An act in addi- | CLAIBORNE, be excused from serving on the com- 
tion to the act, entitled ‘An act for the punishment of | mittee appointed, on the twenty-second ultimo, to 
certain crimes against the United States,” passed the inquire into the official conduct of Winthrop Sar- *` 
fourteenth day of July, one thousand seven hundred | gent, Governor of the Mississippi Territory ; and 
and ninety-eight, will expire on the third day of March, | that Mr. RoBERT WiLLiams, Mr. TALIAFERRO, and 
one thousand eight hundred and one. Mr. Pincxney, be appointed in their stead. 

“And the said committee report their opinion, that} Mr. Davis moved that the Committee of Ways 
ae oraaa bas ought to be continued; and, | and Means be directed to inquire into the expedi- 
erefore, recommend the following resolution : ency of inting agents in Kentuck h 
_ “Resolved, That the Committee of Revisal and Unfin- Nocduwert Verity’ 10 ap Bon ae 
ished Business be authorized to report a bill for contin- | dye > 

uing the act, entitled ‘An act in addition to the act, en- è 
titled ‘An act for the punishment of certain crimes JUDICIARY BILL. 


against the United States,’ passed the fourteenth day ‘ F 
of July, one thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight” | _ The House resolved into a Committee of the 


Whole on the Judiciary bill. 
The Cuairman proceeded in reading the para- 
graphs until he came to the fifth section, which, 
Mr. EaciesTon moved so to amend, asto preserve 


Tt was moved and seconded that the said report 
be committed toa Committee of the Whole House. 
And the question being taken thereupon, it was 

7 ea 
ee in the affirmative—yeas 47, nays 33, as the plan at present existing, which establishes one 
eeepc» Ree Jey B court for Virginia, instead of dividing the State 

Yeas—Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bart- | into two districts, and having two courts, one to 


lett, James A. Bayard, John Bird, John Brown, Chris- | <; : : 
; $ kantede 2 it at Richmond, and the other at Fredericksbur 
topher G. Champlin, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, = propose dby the bill. e orner r c 8; 


John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, On thi ; i hy deb a 
George. Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, n this motion a) engt e ebate ensued. ; 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Messrs. Eccueston, Nionoras, RANDOLPH, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Jackson, and Macon supported, and Messrs Gris- 
Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, Archibald Hen- | WOLD, HARPER, Bayarp, H. Lee, and Oris, op- 
derson, William H. Hill, James H. Imlay John Wilkes | posed it. 
Kittera, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Those who supported the motion contended 
Harrison G. Otis, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, that the proposed alteration was unwarranted by 
Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan Reed, John Rut- | any change which had taken place in Virginia ; 
ledge, jun., John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel Ten- | that heretofore much business had been done in 
ney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas. Richard | the Federal court from an accumulation of unsatis- 
Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Williams, Lemuel | fied demands incurred previously to the formation 
Williams, and Henry Woods. of the Federal Constitution; that these demands, 
Naxs—Theodorus Bailey, Robert Brown, Gabriel | for the most part, were now settled; that the ex- 
Christie, Matthew Clay, William Charles Cole Clai- isting demands are few, and which one court was 
borne, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, Joseph Eggles- | fully equal to attending to; that the fact was that 
ton, Lucas Elmendorf, Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, | justice had been administered under the present 
Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, George Jackson, A stem with the greatest dispatch ; and that at 
‘Aaron Kitchell Michael Leib, James Lynn, Nathaniel | $P last term the Ao ear Feu cag elered 
See ae r Non ka i eee ee caked 
- 5 ? 2 
olas, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Rich with deciding on suits which had gone through 


ard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sum- a 
ter Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, the usual forms, had actually decided on several 


John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, and Joseph B. Var- returnable to the ensuing term; that the addition- 
num. : al court was not desired by the citizens of Virginia, 
Ordered, That the said report be committed to whose convenience, so far from being furthered, 

; s 


: ; 7 would beinjured by it; for that the plan of having 
o of the whole House on Tuesday one court heldat Richmond, and anotherat Fred 


Ordered, That Mr. Harper and Mr. Otis be ericksburg, which were not more than seventy 
excused from serving on the committee appointed, miles apart, would place a large paon of the cit- 
on the twenty-second ultimo, to inquire into the izens at a greater distance tomt e o the 
official conduct of Winthrop Sargent, Governor courts, than they were at present irom Eee mond ; 
of the Mississippi Teritory; and that Mr. Craun- which was, besides, the capital of the State, and 


uand Mr. Bayar be appointed in the place to which the citizens very generally re- 
a orice ae eg paired for the transaction of their ordinary affairs ; 


-that it behooved those gentlemen who recom- 
Z mended this extension of the Judiciary system, to 
Monpay, January 5. show the peculiar necessity and advantages of it. 

Mr. GRISWOLD, from the Committee of Ways; Those who opposed the motion observed, that 
and Means, presented a bill making appropria- | it became the Government of the United States to 
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organize the J udiciary in such a way as to insure 
an obedience to its laws, and to insure the faith- 
ful collection of revenue; that this last object 
could only be attained by the institution of Federal 
courts, not so remote from each other, as to prevent 
the convenient attendance of prosecutors, parties, 
witnesses, and jurors at the seats of the courts; 
that the recovery of duties derived from this source 
could only be made before the Federal courts, and 
if the places at which infractions of the revenue 
laws took place were very remote, however ar- 
dent the patriotism of the citizens, they could not 
be expected to encounter the great expense and 
loss of time that would be required in attending a 
court three or four hundred miles distant; that the 
most solid objection to an extension of the courts 
was their expense; that in fact the extension | 
would probably be an economical arrangement, 


did not require an additional court it was entitled 
to no weight; as the additional court would not 
be instituted merely for the convenience of Vir- 
ginia, but for rendering justice to foreigners and the 
citizens of other States, and to insure the dignity 
and independence of the Government. 

It was further observed that ifthe division of 
Virginia, contemplated by the bill, was inconve- 
nient, it might be altered ; though it was believed 
that the objection arose from a want of geograph- 
ical knowledge in the gentlemen who made it. 

In reply to these remarks, it was said by a mem- 
ber, who represented the Western district of Vir- 
ginia, that there had been but one suit carried be- 
fore the Federal court from his part of the State 
for ten years, and that at present there was not 
a single one depending. 

Other gentlemen observed that it behooved those 


as the facility of recovering dues to the public | who avowed that this additional court was not in- 
would be increased, and with it the productiveness | tended to answer the convenience of the citizens 
of the revenue; and a considerable sum would be | of Virginia to answer, that, notwithstanding the 


a grand jury, which fromits very nature must be 
drawn from all the parts of each State, by the con- 
tracted size of the district from which they were 
taken; and that the same remark would apply, in 
a smaller degree, to common jurors, witnesses, 
prosecutors, &c.; that, so far from the statement 
made by the gentleman being correct, it was un- 
derstoood that severalsuits in which the public 
was interested, had been protracted for several 
terms; that the little business alleged to have been 
brought before the Federal court of Virginia, was 
the most-conclusive evidence of the inconveni- 
ences attending the present plan, whereby, owing 
to the remote situation of the greater part of the 
citizens, they were induced to prefer an appeal to 
the State, in preference to the Federal courts. 

It was further declared to be very doubtful, on 
Constitutional ground, whether Congress could 
delegate judicial powers to the State courts; and 
if they could, it was a delicate question how far 
State Judges were amenable to the United States, 
for a faithful ‘discharge of their duty, inasmuch, 
as, if they violated the laws of the United States, 
they were not Constitutional subjects of impeach- 
ment by Congress; that, at any rate, the effect 
might be the inexecution of the laws; from which 
an imbecility in the Government would arise, the 
more fatal as it affected the vital principle of the 
administration of justice; that it was not doubted 
but that Virginia would be well satisfied with one 
court in preference to two, or with no court 
whatever in preference to one; that it would be 
wise in Congress to conform as nearly as, they 
could, in consistence with economy, to the ideas 
adopted by the several States, as well asthe es- 
tablished principles of common law, which brought 
justice home to the door of every man: that it 
would therefore be advisable, if the expense were 
not too great, to divide Virginia, not merely into 
two, but into four or eight districts, with a court 
in each; that it-was a lame argument, that be- 


saved in the expenses, defrayed by the public, of 


contrary declarations of some gentlemen, who on 
this occasion. had betrayed the same ignorance of 
the physical state of the country that on previous 
occasions they had manifested of its moral and 
political state, the new arrangement would in- 
crease, instead of diminishing the existing inconve- 
niences, inasmuch as the citizens of the counties 
of Essex, Caroline, Louisa, and Orange, would be 
removed toa greater distance from Fredericksburg, 
the contemplated seat of their court, than they 
now were from Richmond. 

It was further contended that the State courts 
were fully competent to discharge all the duties 
assigned them; and that in Virginia the Federal 
laws had been either invariably obeyed or enforced; 
that no spirit of hostility to the Federal Govern- 
ment had appeared, and that it would be time 
enough to guard against it when it should appear; 
that, from the remarks of some gentlemen, it really 
appeared, as if they wanted an additional Judge, 
and ‘knew not where to locate him. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Ecoss- 
ron’s motion to strike out, and lost—~yeas 39, 
nays 44, 

A motion was then made that the Committee 
rise; which was lost—yeas 36, nays 39. 

Mr H. Lee moved so to amend the section, as 
to produce a division of Virginia laterally, instead 
of longitudinally, and to make Staunton instead 
of Fredericksburg, the seat of justice.—Carried, 
yeas 45. 


Tuespay, January 6. 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

The House took up the report of the Commit- 
tee of Privileges on the letter of Joseph Whea- 
ton, Sergeant-at-Arms, which is as follows: 

The Committee of Privileges to whom was referred the 
letter from Joseph Wheaton, Sergeant-at-Arms, re- 
port: 

That the representation made by the Sergeant-at- 


cause we could not do all that was required, we | Arms contains a correct statement of facts; and that 


should do.nothing; that as to the idea thrown out, 
that: the convenience of the citizens of Virginia | 


he, in the opinion of the committee, is to be commend- 
ed for.the promptitude and fidelity with which he exe- 
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cuted the order of the Speaker to apprehend the per- 
son guilty of indecent and disorderly conduct in the 
gallery. 

The committee have reason to believe, from the best 
information they can obtain, that the person who com- 
mitted the disorder, (and who has since absconded,) 
was at the time intoxicated with liquor. 

The magistrate, by whose warrant the Sergeant-at- 
Arms was arrested, and held in custody, for discharg- 
ing his duty in the premises, has explained his conduct 
in-a letter accompanying this report. The suggestion 
made to him, that any one member of this House was 
consulted with regard to the prosecution of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, is presumed by the committee to be 
false; as it would imply in such member not only a 
disregard of all sense of personal propriety, but also an 
inexcusable contempt for the honor and dignity of ‘the 
House. 

That although the arrest and confinement of an offi- 
cor of the House of Representatives for any act by him 
performed in its service, and in obedience to its orders, 
must be deemed a high breach of its privileges ; yet as 
the magistrate, in the present case, seems rather to 
have been deceived by false representations, than influ- 
enced by improper views, the committee cannot con- 
sider his conduct as a subject of animadversion. 

They are, therefore, of opinion that it is not expedi- 
ent for the House to take any further order on the let- 
ter from Joseph ‘Wheaton. 


The following is the letter of the magistrate 
alluded to: 


i Ciıry or Wasutneron, Jan. 3, 1801. 

Sır: Ín compliance with your request, I will endea- 
vor to state what took place between James Lane and 
myself respecting the warrant I granted at the instance 
of the said Lane against Joseph Wheaton, which is in 
substance as follows : 

On Monday the 22d ultimo, I was called on by a 
young man of genteel appearance, whose name he said 
was Lane, and informed (for the first time) thathe had 
been arrested in the gallery of Congress by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, and by him confined in one of the com- 
mittee-rooms upwards of an hour, on suspicion of clap- 
ping a member of the House of Representatives while 
addressing the Speaker, which charge he at that time 
denied being guilty of. He also stated that Mr. Whea- 
ton, after keeping him confined during the time above- 
mentioned discharged him, and that he was arrested 
a second time by the said Wheaton on the public 
square, some distance from the Capitol, who wrested 
from him, his horse without producing a written au- 
thority from the Speaker of Congress, or any other 
evidence to justify his conduct. 1 thought, under such 
circumstances, it behooved me as a justice of the peace 
for Prince George’s county, to take cognizance of the 
last charge, although I embarked in the business with 
great diffidence and reluctance. I issued a warrant to 
have Mr. Wheaton apprehended, which was served by 
Mr. Spalding (the constable) on the Wednesday fol- 
lowing, by whom Mr. Wheaton was brought before me. 
On hearing his defence, which was -corroborated by 
others who were present, I made -no hesitation in dis- 
charging him, as I was. well satisfied that his con- 
duct had been that of a vigilant officer, and I made 
no hesitation in declaring that, so far as his conduct 
has fallen under my own observation, it has been mark- 
ed with the strictest probity. Mr. Lane informed me 
that he had consulted with one or two members of 


Congress respecting his case, who thought he had been 
treated with improper severity, but he did not name 
any particular member. I have endeavored to state 
every circumstance that took place on this disagreeable 
subject, and hope my conduct may not be unfavorably 
construed, so as to lead to the smallest suspicion that I 
meant to offer an indignity to the representatives of 
this my native country, or any of its officers. 

I remain with sentiments of due respect, your obe- 
dient servant, 

RICHARD FORREST. 


The following is the letter from the Sergeant- 
at-Arms: 
To the Hon. Theodore Sedgwick, Esq., Speaker of the 

House of Representatives of the United States: 

Sır: I conceive it to be my duty to report to you, 
for the information of the House of Representatives, 
the circumstances which have attended and the pro- 
ceedings which have followed my obedience to your 
orders for arresting the person who had been guilty of 
contemptuous and disorderly behaviour in the gallery 
on Monday the 22d inst. Upon proceeding to the gal- 
lery-I found that the disorderly person was one James 
Lane, whom I accordingly arrested, conducted to the 
Clerk’s office, and treated with all possible civility, un- 
til the adjournment of the House, when he was re- 
leased, and suffered to go where he pleased. 

On the Wednesday morning I was apprehended upon 
a warrrant issued by Richard Forrest, Esq, in the 
name of the State of Maryland, commanding Thomas 
Barton Morris or Richard Spalding to arrest the body 
of Joseph Wheaton, and I was accordingly conducted 
before ‘the said Justice Forrest, and was detained a 
prisoner from 10 o’clock in the morning until 1 o’clock 
in the afternoon,“and was at length discharged because 
the aforesaid Lane did not appear to prosecute his 
complaint. 

I have the honor to be, faithfully, your obedient, 


humble servant. 
JOSEPH WHEATON. 
December 30, 1800. 


Mr. Nicuonas thought the report contained 
opinions that it would be improper in the House 
to sanction. It improperly censured the conduct 
of a magistrate, who did not appear to have vio- 
lated his official duties, as he had waived the pros- 
ecution as soon as he was informed by the Ser- 
geant of the real nature of the circumstances. 
More could not be required. To expect the ma- 
gistracy to forbear calling to account the officers 
ofa Legislative body, in all cases whatever, would 
involve a violation of every legal principle. 

As Mr. N. understood the affair before the 
House, the Sergeant had been directed by the 
Speaker to see to the man who made the disturb- 
ance in the gallery. He knew not that this order 
gave any authority to confine the man. He had 
not himself been present at the time; but, from 
the circumstances he had heard stated, he did not 
believe that the idea of arrest and confinement 
had entered into the head of any man. But the 
conduct of the Sergeant did not stop here. He 
had been told, and he believed truly, that the Ser- 
geant, after removing the man from the gallery, 
had dismissed him, and had returned to the House ; 
when, on the suggestion of some members, he 
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again pursued the man, who was in the strect, 
and arrested him a second time, when there was 
no disturbance, and held him in confinement, with- 
out any authority whatever. 


The opinions expressed by the committee would | then, 


be of little importance, if they did not go to estab- 
lish the incompetency of the magistracy of this 
country to inquire into the conduct of men who 
might be guilty of misconduct; of that magistra- 
ey on whom we must rely, in a great measure, for 
our protection. ` 

Mr. Davis moved to refer the report toa Com- 
mittee of the whole House. 

Mr. Smite hoped the House, before it commit- 
ted itself by any Judgment, would inquire by what 
authority the Sergeant had acted in this most ex- 
traordinary transaction, that the citizens might in 
future be protected from outrages similar to that 
under discussion, 

Mr. Bayarp said that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Nicnowas) had entertained the House 
with an enumeration of doubts, which he hoped 
they would take no notice of. The facts before 
them came from a select committee, who were 
the only organ of a correct investigation of facts. 
Tf the facts were doubted the reference of them to 
a Committee of the Whole, with the view of as- 
certaining their truth, would be perfectly futile. 

As to the sentiments of the gentleman on the 
report, he could not say he was surprised at them. 
They amounted simply to this, that there was 
something so sacred in the rights ofa free citizen 
of a free country, that it was altogether immate- 
rial how he acted, or in what manner he treated 
the constituted authorities of his country. Mr. 
B. felt as much as the gentleman for the rights of | 
the citizen; but he also felt some degree of re- 
spect for the Government; as he believed. that 
much, not merely of its dignity, but of the happi- 
ness of the people, depended upon an adherence to 
the settled principles of order. The gentleman had 
told the House he doubted its power in several re- 
spects. Did he doubt its power to take the most in- 
stantaneous steps to preserve its tranquillity and 
order? To advance such a doctrine would be to 
degrade the House below the grade of the most 
pitiful county court. There was no such court 
that did not possess the power of committing for 
a contempt. 

Mr. Nicwowas said that his remarks had been 
misstated. They were, that the magistrate was 
right in issuing his warrant; and that all that 
could be expected from him was an admission of 
the plea of the Sergeant, which had actually been 
done. But to say that a magistrate shall not call 
your officers to an account in any case, is saying 
more than had ever been said elsewhere. Cannot 
your officer commit abuses? Have not gentlemen 
heard of abuses committed elsewhere? Have 
they not heard, too, of their punishment? In such 
circumstances what other course can be pursued, 
than that whereby a complaint is first made, and 
the defence then heard 2 a 

-Mr N. did not think the committee had report- 
eda true statement of facts. The Sergeant had 
himself declared-that he had released the man, 


and afterwards arrested him a second time. He 
was, therefore, authorized in supposing, not that 
the committee had suppressed facts, but that they 
had not made a full inquiry into them. It was, 
an acceptable service to give this informa- 
tion to the gentlemen, in the hope that they would 
be influenced by it. 

He was surprised at the imputation thrown on 
a member, who was alluded to, as having advised 
the prosecution of the Sergeant. This conduct, 
so far from being disgraceful, he considered as 
highly honorable, coming as it did from a mem- 
ber enjoying an inviolability of character. 

Mr. N. concluded with the expression of a hope 
that the business would be buried in oblivion, 
without controversy. 

Mr. Dana said there were two features of the 
report that seemed to excite the sensibility of the 
gentleman from Virginia ; one was the improper 
opinions expressed in it; the other, theimputation 
thrown on a member. He would have been truly 
surprised at the remarks he had heard on this oc- 
casion, had not very similar remarks often been 
expressed. Could any gentleman, pretending to 
judicial knowledge, doubt the power of the 

ouse? Could any man doubt that to arrest an 
officer of this House for discharging his duty was 
a violation of privilege ? 

As to the imputation thrown on a member, if 
any member had advised the prosecution, was not 
the imputation merited? For could any member 
of this House, impressed with a just sense of his 
station, so far degrade himself or the House as to 
request the interference of a magistrate? This, 
indeed, would be a miserable degradation of the 
House. 

Mr. Harper was prepared, if this were a-fit 
time, to show that the Speaker clearly possessed 
the power he had exercised. It could be estab- 
lished by the best authorities. He was against a 
reference to the Committee of the Whole, which 
was the only question before the House. If gen- 
tlemen wished to try the abstract principle of pri- 
vilege, they should move a recommitment to the 
select committee, and assign for reason the objec- 
tionable parts of the preamble. 

The Speaxer said that whatever words he may 
have used in giving his orders to the Sergeant, it 
was his intention to have arrested, and held in 
confinement, subject to the order of the House, 
the man who had committed disorderly behaviour 
in the gallery. He thought then, and he still 
thought, that his power extended to this length. 
If the Speaker did not possess this power a mem- 
ber might be assaulted without the bar, a debate 
might ensue, and before the House could come to 
any decision, the object to be answered might be 
defeated. It was, therefore, only justice to the 
Sergeant to declare that whatever he had done 
had been in obedience to his orders. 

In the case of disorderly behaviour in the gal- 
leries, there were but two courses which could be 
pursued. One was to clear the galleries of all 
the persons in them. This would be to punish 
the innocent for the guilty. [The other was not 
heard distinctly.] 
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Mr. Davis spoke against the report, and in fa- 
vor of referring it to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Kirrera advocated the report. 

Mr. SmıLıe declared his decided disapprobation | 
of the conduct of the Speaker, the Sergeant, and | 
the Committee. i 
Mr. Oris spoke at considerable length. He de- | 
fended the conduct of the Speaker, the Sergeant, | 
and the Committee. He observed that the au- 
thority of the Speaker to direct a momentary ar- 
rest was conceded. To arrest for an instant was i 
as great a trespass as to arrest fora day. It could 
not admit of question that the Sergeant was 
bound to execute the orders of the Speaker; and 
these given in the presence of the whole House, 
-without the House making any interference, were 
equal to the actual orders of the House. 

It should be noticed by gentlemen. that the spe- 
cies of outrage recently committed was more to 
be dreaded than any other kind of outrage. In 
other countries it had been fatal. In the French 
Republic it had produced: much bloodshed, and 
other mournful transactions. “Designing men at- 
tended for the express purpose of inspiring terror, 
thereby hoping to carry their favorite measures ; 
and, in case they were called to account, they too 
generally found adherents, or lost themselves ina 

rowd. ` This description of outrages was, there- 
fore, more to be feared than open assault upon the 
members. 

Mr. Macon conceived that, in an affair of this 
kind, which presented the first instance in which 
a complaint had been made against an officer of 
the House for the arrest of a citizen, is became the 
House to act with deliberate caution. He was 
for a reference to the: Committee of the Whole. 
‘He was not disposed to goat length into the ar- 
guments, urged by gentlemen in favor of there- 
port. But he did not believe that the dignity of 
the House had anything to do with the business. 

Mr. Nicnotas had little doubt but that the sen- 
timents contained in the preamble would hereaf- 
ter be quoted as authorities. In this point of 
light he considered them as dangerous. They 
tended to extend, under the name of privilege, the 
powers of an Assembly, placed in circumstances 
peculiar to itself; and this extension could only 
be made at the expense of the magistracy of the 
country. The truth was that the civil authorities 
had powers, in many cases concurrent with those 
of the House; and it became not the House in 
such cases to countenance an exclusive exercise 
of them. 

<Mr: N. had no doubt of the Speaker’s making a 
true statement, according to his own impressions. 
But he did doubt the actual correctness of his 
statement. His own opinion was that no author- 
ity had been given to the Sergeant to take the 
‘man into confinement. 

[Mr. N. here stated, in corroboration of ‘his 
opinion of the correctness of the facts reported 
by the Committee, the declaration made to him 
by several gentlemen as to the conduct of the 
Sergeant. His statement was substantially the 
same with that of Mr. Astron, which will be 
-found below. ] 


The Speager rose to explain what he had pre- 
Manas stated. He had said that he considered 
himself as possessed of the power to arrest and 
confine a person for disorderly behaviour during 
the present sitting, subject to the instructions of 
the House. He had not said that he had any 
power to confine an individual beyond that time. 

The words in which he had conveyed his or- 
ders to the Sergeant, were he believed: “Take 
care of him.” He would take this occasion to 
say that there was in the public prints of that day 
a gross misrepresentation of what occurred in the 
House. 

[The editor of the National Intelligencer would 
deem it an act of pusillanimity to shrink from 
noticing this declaration of the Speaker. It is 
possible that it may not refer to his statement of 
the proceedings of the House ; but the probability 
is that it does refer to that statement, inasmuch as 
itis the most particular which has been publish- 
ed, and the only one which states in detail the 
order of business of that day. 

The day referred to is December 23d, 1800 ; 
and the debate that which took place on certain 
resolutions relative to the official conduct of Win- 
throp Sargent. 

By a reference to that debate it will appear 
that, during the day there were sixty-nine success- 
ive risings of members, (including the Speaker ;) 
that numerous points of order were started and 
decided upon by the Speaker ; that embarrassment 
followed embarrassment; and that in several in- 
stances the Speaker, on the information of mem- 
bers; reversed his own decisions. 

As a faithful reporter, a statement of these cir- 
cumstances was published; as well as the words 
which fell from the Speaker on the disturbance in 
the gallery, which were: “See to that man.” 

Deeming it peculiarly important to be correct 
asto the words uttered by the Speaker, before 
they were published, the editor asked a gentleman, 
whose correctness cannot be questioned, and 
whose nearness to the Chair enabled him distinct- 
ly to hear, whether these were the words? he re- 
plied that they were. 

This statement is extorted by the charge of 
gross misrepresentation. These are words which 
convey anything or everything. Without much 
latitude of construction they may be applied not 
only to the act, but the intention. 

They tend, therefore, to impair that character 
for a sacred and undeviating adherence to truth, 
which the editor claims as of right. While he 
stands on the ground of truth, (and he never can 
stand on any other ground,) he knows that his 
statements will continue to be received as fairand 
correct representations of facts. 

He will not deny his inability always to un- 
derstand the meaning of the Speaker, even 
when he hears all his words. His consolation, 
however, is, that the misfortune is not peculiar to 
himself. The close of this day’s debate will show 
that at least three members of the House labor un- 
der the same inconvenience. | 

Mr. Ruriepes had been informed by the Ser- 
geant that there had not been a second arrest. 
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The account given to him at the time of the out- 
rage, and that given him to-day, precisely corres- 
ponded. The account was this: that when the 
Sergeant went into the gallery, the man who had 
committed the disorderly behaviour braved the 
vengeance of the House; in consequence of which 
he was taken down stairs by the Sergeant; he 
then broke from the custody of the Sergeant, and 
was finally conducted into the committee room, 
where he remained till the House rose, when the 
Speaker released him. 

Nothing so gross as this had occurred under the 
Government, except once in Philadelphia, when 
the Speaker had actually confined all the citizens 
in the gallery by locking them in for atime. So 
that this power of confinement, which gentlemen 
declared to be novel, had been exercised, and that 
too in a much more extensive degree. 

Mr. AustTon observed that, had it not been for 
the observations which fell from the gentleman 
from South Carolina, who had just sat down, he 
should not have troubled the House with any re- 
marks upon the present occasion; but that the 
statement of facts given by that gentleman to the 
House, so far as they related to the information 
which he had received from the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, was so entirely different from that which 
he himself had received from that 
conceived himself bound to state 


fifteen gentlemen, who, Mr. A. said, he was very 
confident would bear him out in what he was 
about to relate, the Sergeant-at-Arms said that, in 
executing the orders of the Speaker, respecting 
the noise in the gallery, he had turned the disor. 
derly person out of the gallery, and intended to 
have let him go about his business; but upon re- 
turning into the House, he had been advised by 
some of the members not to let him go; that it 
was extremely improper. Upon this he returned, 
and found the man some distance from the Capi- 
tol, upon his horse; that he again arrested him, 
and conducted him into the Clerk’s office, or one 
of the committee rooms, and there detained him 
until the House adjourned. 

Mr. A. then observed, that if the Sergeant-at- 
Arms had been capable of relating in language so 
diametrically opposite, the transaction which had 
taken place, as had been justgiven by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina and himself, that, in- 
stead of his conduct being praiseworthy, as was 
stated by the report of the committee, in his opin- 
ion it merited reprehension, and that he should, 
therefore, give his vote against concurring with 


+ 


the report of the committee. 


Mr. STANFORD observed, that what he knew of 


the subject did not come from the Sergeant; but 
he had good authority for saying, that the person 
who had committed disorder in the gallery, had 
been set-at large after he was taken, and arrested 
under the advice and influence of certain mem- 
bers of the House, one, at least, if not more ; that 
he himself could establish these facts ; of course, 
thatthe report of the select committee was incor- 


officer, that he 
to the House 
what he had himself heard that officer say. That 
upon the evening after the transaction took place, 
sitting by the fire-side in the presence of ten or 


rect, and he hoped the business would be commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Norr spoke in approbation of the report, 
and stated in detail the facts which had attended 
the business ; but not having heard with distinet- 
ness more than half the words he uttered, and 
these in a broken way, we cannot state even the 
substance of his statement. 

Mr. Stanrorp begged leave more particularly 
to state that, on the day of the disorder, after 
the House hdd adjourned, he. stepped into the 
Clerk’s office. He there found the young man, 
the subject of the present inquiry, held in custody, 
He then expressed his surprise to the young 
gentlemen of the office, that the Sergeant had 
confined him, and exposed him to this humil- 
iating mortification so long; that, as it was a 
thoughtless act on the part of the young man, to 
have turned him out of the gallery was sufficient 
punishment for the offence, and, indeed, the usual 
course. The answer was, that the Sergeant had 
done no more at first, but that, at the instance, it 
seemed, of one or more of the members, and not 
by the authority of the Speaker, he had after- 
wards gone, rearrested, and thus confined him. 

Mr. X. hoped that the matter might goto the 
Committee of the Whole; the facts, he alleged, 
could then be substantiated, and the report of the 
select committee, so evidently erroneous, might be 
corrected. 

Mr. Epmonps thought that the conduct of the 
Speaker and Sergeant had been just what it ought 
to be. Nor did the different statements of facts, 
in the least, affect the propriety of the steps taken. 
In consequence of the order of the Speaker the 
Sergeant had arrested the individual, who was 
immediately in confinement. After this arrest 
the Sergeant had no power to liberate him with- 
out the permission of the Speaker or the House. 
Whether, therefore, he had remained personally 
in the custody of the Sergeant, or whether he had 
been disengaged from him, still he was substan- 
stantially and legally under arrest and in confine- 
ment; and if he had withdrawn from the custody 
of the Sergeant, the latter had only done his duty 
in retaking him. 

The question was then taken on referring the 
report to the Committee of the whole House, and 
lost—ayes 34, noes 48. : 

Mr. Davis, after making a statement of facts 
in correspondence with those of Mr. ALSTON, 
moved a reference of the report to a select com- 
mittee. Lost—ayes 38, noes 47. 

The question on agreeing to the resolution, 
with which the report concludes, recurring; the 
yeas and nays were agreed to be taken. 

Mr. Varnom. Is it in order to move to strike 
out the preamble? 

Mr. Speaker. It is notin order. The pream- 
ble to a resolution may be struck out. But he be- 
lieved no preamble, that barely assigned the rea- 


sons of a committee, had ever been struck out. 


Mr. Varnum was of opinion there had been 
such instances; and referred to a report of the 
Committee of Elections in 1795. 

The Speaxer declared that the preamble was 
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not before the House ; the only question was on | briel Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, 
agreeing to the concluding words. John ‘Condit, William Craik, Thomas T. Davis, John 
On which the yeas and nays were taken. Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas El- 
When the Clerk called the name of Mr. | mendorf, Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, 
Spaicut, he rose, and asked the Speaker whether. John A. Hanna, David Holmes, Benjamin Huger, 
the preamble would be inserted on the j ournals ? George Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, James 
declaring that if it were not, he would vote for Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
the resolution. New, John Nicholas, Abraham Nott, John Randolph, 
The Speaker replied, in words that we consid- | John Reed, John Smilie, John Smith, Richard Dobbs 
ered as equivalent to a declaration that it would Spaight, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin 
not be inserted. So impressed, Mr. Spaicut | Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, 
. p y WT. Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg 


said, “aye” Wadsworth, and Robert. Williams. 
On enumerating the yeas they were 58, and} Nays—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
the nays 30, as follows: ard, John Bird, John Brown, William Cooper, Samuel 


Yzas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. | W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John 
Bayard, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher G: Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas 
Champlin, William C. C. Claiborne, William Cooper; Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, 
Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William Barry Grove, Robert. Goodloe Harper, Archi- 
William. Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jon- bald Henderson, William H. Hill, James H. Imlay, 
athan Freeman, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chaun- | John ‘Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Lewis 
cey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Andrew Gregg; Roger R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Rob- | Platt, Nathan Reed, John Rutledge, junior, William 
ert Goodloe Harper, Archibald. Henderson, William H. Shepard, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel Ten 
Hill, Benjamin Huger, James.H Imlay, Aaron Kitchell, | ney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard 
John bee Kittera,, Henry. Lee, Silas Lee, James Thomas, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 
Lynn, Lewis R, Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Sroa ‘ i 
Otis, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, | G elke is a E T EA RO 
John Reed, Nathan Reed, John Rutledge, jr, William : te 3 ; 

eaan ? Bes JT., Speaker that he would direct the preamble to be 


Shepard, John C.. Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight. : ay t 
James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John place d on the journals—yeas 50, nays 38, as fol 


Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, John Thompson, Pe- i 
leg Wadsworth, Robert Williams, Lemuel Wiliams, Yras—George Baer, Bailey Bartlet, James A. Bay- 
and Henry Woods. ard, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher G. Champ- 
Nats- Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel | lin, William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, Jo- 
Clay, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John’ Dawson, seph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel 
George Dent, “Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glenn, Chauncey 
Edwin Gray; David Holmes, George Jackson, Michact Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich; Roger Griswold, William 
Leib, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Hen- 
New, John Nicholas, John Randolph, John Smilie; | derson, William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H 
John Smith, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Benja- Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, 
min Taliaferro, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van James Lynn, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Har- 
Cortlandt, and Joseph B. Varnum. rison G. Otis, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven 
The $ h d k Powell, John Reed, Nathan Reed; John Rutledge, jun., 
he SPEAKER then made some remarks on | Wiliam Shepard, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Sam- 
placing the preamble on the journals. uel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, 
_ Mr, Krrewe Le said he had voted for the resolu- | Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Lemuel Williams, 
tion from the declaration of the Speaker that the | and Henry Woods. 
preamble was not to be inserted on the journals. | ~~ Nars—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
If it were to be inserted he would change his | Bishop, Robert Brown Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
vote. ; William Charles Cole Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas 
The Sreaxer declared he had not said so. T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggles- 
Mr. Sraicur had been similarly impressed with | ton, Lucas Elmendorf, Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, 
Mr. Krrcneiu. He, too, must request permission | Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, David Holmes, George 
to change his vote. Jackan, ee eee oe oe ih se 
.G $ . r the | con, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nichols, 
Pan eo nna Rented pated Uu | John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Richard Dobbs 
The members were not permitted to change Spaight, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin 
their votes. Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, 


Mr. KrrcHect said that, in order to havean op- Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert 


A i z F os Williams. 
portunity of fairly expressing his opinion, he 
moved a reconsideration of the question Just Mr. Griswoxp, from the Committee of Ways 


taken. : and Means, presented, a bill making appropriations 
On which question the yeas and nays were | for the Military Establishment of the United States, 
taken—yeas 45, nays 42, as follows: for the year one thousand eight hundred and one; 


Yeas--Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel | which was read twice, and committed toa Com- 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, Ga- mittee of the Whole House on Monday next. 
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Ordered, That the committee to whom was 
referred, on the twenty-third ultimo, the petition 
of the messengers and office-keepers of the several 
Departments, be discharged from. the considera- 
tion of the same; and that the said petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


WepNEspay, January 7. 


Ordered, That the memorial and remonstrance 
of the Legislature of the State of Georgia, pre- 
sented the 30th ultimo, and which lay on the table, 
be referred to Mr. Dana, Mr. Tatiarerro, Mr. 
Tenney, Mr, Nort, and Mr. EGGLESTON. 


JUDICIARY BILL. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Judiciary bill. 

A considerable number of amendments were 
offered by Mr. Harper, and approved. 

Mr. Dennis moved an addition to one of the 
sections, in the form of a proviso, declaring that 
nothing contained in the act should beso constru- 
ed as to repeal so much of an act for securing du- 
ties on stills, &c., as vests in the courts of the sev- 
eral States a jurisdiction in certain cases therein 
mentioned. : 

He made this motion, not with reference to his 
own decision, but to try the sense of the Commit- 
tee on the constitutionality of the power thus 
delegated ; which, on a former day had been con- 
Baw) by a gentleman from New York, (Mr. 

IRD.), 

He had himself no doubt of the constitutional- 
ity of the power. 
Government, as well as under the Confederation, 
it had been exercised in analogous cases. The 
old Congress had expressly vested in the State 
courts tne jurisdiction over Admiralty cases. ` 

The Constitution has empowered Congress to 
establish judicatories, which might be made the 
sole organs of decision in certain specified cases; 
but it had not prescribed that they should abso- 
lutely be the exclusive organs. He recollect- 
ed that in the Convention of Virginia that rati- 
fied the Federal Constitution, the advocates of it 
urged, as an argument for its adoption, that though 
Congress had the right of establishing independ- 
ent judicatories, it was not probable that they 
would extensively exercise the right; but that 
they would devolve Judicial powers on the State 
tribunals. 

As to the expediency of delegating Judicial 
powers to the State courts, it presented a more 
difficult inquiry. It was certainly a kind of clum- 
sy affair. Under all other Governments the Ju- 
dicial authority was at least coextensive with 
the Legislative; and in many Governments it 
went beyond it in a decision of cases under the 
law of nations. 

Besides, Mr. D. discerned no way of compelling 
State Judges to perform their duty; and there 
appeared to be peculiar hardships in obliging 
courts and juries, supported by particular coun- 
ties, to perform Federal duties. 

Mr. Harper had as little doubt of the Consti- 
-tutionality ashe “had of the expediency of this 


Under our present system of 


| delegation of power. At present we are not under 
the necessity of establishing a Judicial system as 
extensive as the powers of Congress. If we were 
constitutionally obliged to do this, we should be 
compelled to cover the whole ground, and to in- 
stitute a great number. of new courts. It is true 
that we cannot enforce on the State courts, as a 
matter of duty, a performance of the acts we con- 
fide to them ; but we give them the power, and 
until they refuse to exercise it, we have no cause 
to complain. He did not believe this proviso ne- 
cessary. Butas some gentlemen thought it was 
necessary, he would vote for it. ; 

Mr. Bien declared himself still of opinion, that 
the delegation of Judicial power to the State 
courts was unconstitutional. This is denied by 
the gentleman from Maryland. The argument he 
makes use of stands thus: He denies the uncon- 
stitutionality of the transfer, because we have 
practised it; therefore we have the power. Is 
this correct reasoning? Does the practice of a 
particular thing demonstrate it to be right? 

The extreme difficulty of stretching out Judi- 
cial power in federal tribunals, which was alleged, 
was not a question of right, but of expediency. If 
it were a question of right, then must the question 
of right, as superior, supersede the minor question 
of expediency. 


Some gentlemen seemed to think that, as soon’ 


as Congress pass a particular law, there existsa 
right and a duty in the State courts to execute it. 
But our own practice destroys this idea; for all 
our laws on thesubject actually give power to the 
State courts; the expression is, “they may have 
jurisdiction in certain cases.” 

It had been asked, whether the laws of the 
United States did not bind the State Judges? He 

i answered that they bound them as citizens but 

| not as Judges. Even the gentleman from South 
Carolina admits that there is no obligation impo- 

|se upon them to-act. This furnished a strong 
argument of the inconsistency of gentlemen, as 
the Judges were neither bound to execute our 
laws nor punishable for omitting to execute them. 
Further, the institution of a Judiciary coexten- 
sive with the other branches of the Government, 
was essential to the due administration of all just 
plans of civil policy. On the Judiciary depended 
the fair administration of justice. It was an or- 
gan of essential use and necessity. It should be 
attached to the system of which it forméd a part, 
independently of all other systems. As well might 
the organ of one human body expect to derive 
support from the organ of another disconnected 
body, as the Federal Judiciary expect to gain 
support from State tribunals. So thought the 
framers of the Constitution; and a cotempora- 
neous commentator on it has declared thata Judi- 
ciary coextensive with the Legislature isso natu- 
ral as not to require argument to support it. 

Mr. B. then went over the same ground with 
that taken by him in a former debate. 

He concluded by declaring that, until the point 
was better cleared of Constitutional objections, all 
arguments of inexpediency were perfectly futile. 

Mr. Norr said, the simple question was, wheth- 
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er the Congress of the United States had or had 
not the Constitutional right of transferring to the 
State judicatories the power of trying causes 
arising under the Constitution or laws of the 
United. States. In discussing this question he 
should not consider the consequences resulting 
from the decision, for although the consequences 
might be as his colleague (Mr. Harrer) had rep- 
resented, that the Judiciary of the United States 
must be made coextensive with the State Judi- 
ciaries, if this power was not admitted, yet if so 
the Constitution was written, so it must be un- 
derstood. The Constitution could not be bent as 
convenience might require. The decision, there- 
fore, must be made by the instrument itself. 
© The Constitution provided that the Judicial 
power of the United States should be vested in 
one Supreme Court and such inferior courts as 
the Congress might from time to time ordain and 
establish; and also that they should hold. their 
offices during good behaviour, &c. 

Mr. N. said, the clause in the Constitution re- 
quiring inferior courts; was equally imperative 
with that requiring a> Supreme Court, with this 
difference only, that the Supreme Court was lim- 
ited to one, but. the details of the inferior courts 
were left to Congress. The expression “inferior 
courts” was a technical expression, as well under- 
stood by every lawyer as any in our law books. 
It meant a court possessed of subordinate powers 
within the same Judiciary system, and necessarily 
implied a superior court, capable of controlling an 
undue exercise of those powers; that the State 
Legislatures might with as much propriety be 
called inferior to the Federal Legislature, or. the 
Executive of any State be. called a subordinate 
officer of the President of the United States, as 
the State courts could be considered inferior 
courts of the United States. 

The words in the Constitution were, “such in- 
ferior courts as Congress may ordain and estab- 
lish ;” and it was not sufficient to say that by 
giving the power to try causes arising under the 
Constitution, &c., you, quo ad hoc, made them 
courts of the United States; for there was an es- 
sential difference between ordaining and estab- 
lishing courts and transferring power to courts 
already ordained and established. The obvious 
meaning of the Constitution, was that the Judicial 
power of the United States should be confided to 
courts established and organized by their own 
Government. Besides, Mr. N. observed, it was 
required that the Judges should hold their offices 
during good behaviour; but this was not the case 
in the several States; in some, he said, they held 
their commissions for a limited time; in others 
during the pleasure of the Legislature, and in 
others they could not hold them after a certain 
period of life. ; 

There was another objection, he said, to this 
mode of appointing officers of the United States. 
The Constitution has provided that the President 
should appoint all the officers of the United States 
not otherwise appointed by the Constitution, ex- 
cept Congress should by law provide otherwise, 
as mentioned in the same clause of the Constitu- 


tion. The Judges were not, however, of that de- 
scription of officers contemplated by the Consti- 
tution, the appointment of whom Congress might 
vest in some other department, and if they. were, 
that power had never yet been exercised by Con- 
gress. This, in effect, would be to divest the 
President of the power given him by the Consti- 
tution of appointing all officers, and to exercise it 
ourselves. 


The doctrine he contended for would be further 
obvious by a reference to the second section of 
the third article of the Constitution, expressing 
the cases to which the Judicial power of the 
United States should extend: 


“The Judicial power shall extend to all cases in law 
and equity arising under this Constitution, the laws of 
the United States, and treaties made, or which shall be 
made; under their authority ; to all cases affecting Am- 
bassadors, other public Ministers, and Consuls; to all 
cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction ; to con- 
troversies to which the United States shall be a party ; 
to controversies between two or more States, between 
a State and citizen of another State, between citizens 
of different States, between citizens of the same State, 
claiming lands under grants of different States, and 
between a State and a citizen thereof, and foreign 
States, citizens, or subjects. In all cases affecting Am- 
bassadors, other public Ministers, and Consuls, and 
those in which a State shall be a party, the Supreme 
Court shall have original jurisdiction. In all the other 
cases before mentioned, the Supreme Court ‘shall have 
appellate jurisdiction, both as to law and fact, with 
such exceptions. and under such regulations as the 
‘Congress shall make.” 


He said there was a marked difference between 
the words of the Constitution relating to the cata- 
logue of cases enumerated in the first part of that 
section, and those in the latter part of the same. 
The word “all” was prefixed to each of the cases 
first mentioned, down to the words “admiralty 
and maritime jurisdiction” inclusive, but was 
omitted in all the subsequent cases. He could 
see no reason why that word was added in the 
former part of the section, and omitted in the lat- 
ter, except it meant that there was no case of the 
former description to which the Judicial power of 
the United States should not extend; in fact that 
the courts of the United States should have ex- 
clusive jurisdiction of all those cases, and in the 
latter their jurisdiction should be concurrent with 
the State courts. 

It was further to be observed, he said, that the 
first description of cases here enumerated, were 
such as had received their birth from the Consti- 
tution and laws of the United States, and could 
not have existed previous to the establishment of 
the Government, or be such as immediately in- 
volved the rights and interests of the General 
Government; but that the latter were such as the 
individual States might have jurisdiction of, pre- 
vious to that period. He presumed the State 
courts were not vested with more power under 
the present Constitution than they were before, 
unless given them by the Constitution; nor are 
they divested of any, uuless by the same instru- 
ment, or by Congress, in. pursuance of the power 
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‘therein given tothem. And he had seen no part 
of the Constitution that delegated this power to 
the State courts, or that authorized Congress to 
doit. It appeared to him that the meaning of the 
Constitution was to give to the courts of the 
Uniied States exclusive jurisdiction over cases 
arising under the Constitution or laws of the 
United States, and also over all cases immediately 
affecting the general interests, and to reserve to 
the individual States the exclusive jurisdiction 
over their own local concerns; and that in.cases 
involving their own interest and the rights of 
others, they might have concurrent jurisdiction. 
It was acknowledged by the gentleman from Del- 
aware (Mr. Bayarp) that Congress had no power 
to compel the State courts to perform that duty, 
but that the Judges of the several States were 
bound to obey all the acts of Congress. Other 
gentlemen had observed, that this doctrine would 
go to deny that the stamp act, or any similar act, 
was binding on the State Judiciaries. On this 
Mr. N. observed, that the State courts were bound 
to observe all the Constitutional laws of Congress. 
When, therefore; Congress passed a law that no 
instrument of writing for the payment of money 
should be received in any State court as evidence 
of such debt, unless the same was upon stamped 
paper, the Judges were bound to obey it; but if 
they should pass. a. law giving power to any 
county court within the United States, to try per- 
sons guilty of treason against the United States, 
that law would not be obligatory upon them; 
nevertheless, it would be an act of Congress. Mr. 
N. said, the distinction was between cases arising 
under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, and those that did not. Hisidea might be 
further illustrated by the act above mentioned 
(the stamp act.) Ifa person should give a note 
of hand for a hundred dollars on unstamped paper, 
with a view of evading that act, he was liable to 
a penalty; that would of course be a case arising 
under a law of the United States, and would be 
exclusively cognizable in the courts of the United 
States. But an action brought on a note of hand 
written on stamped paper, is not a-ease arising 
under the law of the United States, but arises 
from the contract itself; and, although no note 
had been given, the contract would, nevertheless, 
have existed. The stamp act does not require a 
contract to be in writing; but if people will have 
their contracts tested by written evidence, it re- 
quires that paper should be stamped. 

Mr. N. said, wherever a duty was enjoined by 
law, the person who was guilty of the non-per- 
formance of that duty incurred the penalty an- 
nexed, and that penalty could be recovered no 
other way but by indictment, unless otherwise ex- 
pressly provided by the law itself. And how 
would gentlemen frame an indictment in a State 
court, to embrace a case that had occurred under 
a law of the United States? It was essential in 
every indictment, to lay the offence to have been 
committed against the law of the State, and to 
conclude against the peace and dignity of the 
same But, surely, gentlemen would not contend 


thatan offence against a law of the United States | 


was an offence against the law of an individual 
State, or against its peace and dignity. The gen- 
tleman from Delaware (Mr. Bayarp) had ob- 
served that penalties incurred under the revenue 
laws were not considered as crimes, but were re- 
coverable in actions of debt. But, said Mr. N. 
merely changing the action or the mode of re- 
covering the penalty cannot alter the nature of 
the offence, nor the tribunal before whom it is to 
be tried. It was stilla case arising ander a law 
of the United States, and although a debt, it was 
one in which the defendant not even in contem- 
plation of law had any agency. And to contend 
that because a penalty is by an act of Congress 
recoverable by an action of debt, therefore they 
have a right to transfer these cases to the State 
courts for adjudication, is to say that Congress 
may first give themselves the power to delegate 
it, and then exercise the power that is acquired. 

But, said Mr. N., if it is true that Congress 
have a right to impose this duty on the Judges 
of the State courts, they must have the right to 
compel a performance of it. It was incompati- 
ble with the idea of sovereignty, to pass laws and 
not to have the power and the means of carrying 
them into execution. 

Upon the whole, he had seen no part of the 
Constitution that authorized Congress to delegate 
such power to the State courts, or that author- 
ized the State courts to execute it, and he should 
therefore vote against the proposed amendment. 

Mr. Bavaro considered the question of the del- 
egation of power altogether misapplied. The 
proviso moved by the gentleman from Maryland 
related to the jurisdiction of the State courts, not 
over offences, but over civil suits, which were 
brought by the United States for debts arising 
out of contracts with the individuals indebted 
tothe Government. Now, it would puzzle him 
to say why the State courts should not decide 
cases in which the United States werea party, as 
well as in any other description of cases, when it 
was known that their jurisdiction extended over 
all actions for debt. 

Mr. Nicuoxas desired to know whether there 
did not exist other laws than the one embraced 
by the proviso, to which it would be proper to ex- 
tend its provisions? for which purpose he moved 
that the Committee rise. Motion lost—ayes 34, 
noes 37. 

Mr. Biro, wishing an amendment to the bill 
that would fairly and fully meet the question of 
constitutionality, recommended to the gentleman 
from Maryland to withdraw his proviso; in which 
case he would, at a proper period, present an 
amendment to that effect. 

Mr. Dennis withdrew his motion. 

The Cuarrman then read the 13th section, one 
clause of which is as follows: 

“ The circuit courts shall have cognizance of all ac- 
tions, or suits, matters or things, cognizable by the Ju- 
dicial authority of the United States, under and by vir- 
tue of the Constitution thereof, where the matter in 
dispute shall amount to hundred dollars, and 
where original jurisdiction is not given by the Consti- 
tution of the United States to the Supreme Court 
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thereof, or exclusive jurisdiction by. this act to the | pense; that if any benefit did attach to the cred- 
courts of Admiralty hereby established.” | itor by the right of instituting process in a Fed- 

Mr. Nicnotas moved to fill the blank with 500, | eral court, which was, however, not granted, 
sò as. to confine the jurisdiction to debts above | that very benefit would violate the established 
$500. Among other reasons assigned by him, he | principle of law that the assignee of a debt ought 
stated that the estate of Lord Fairfax, with the | not to be placed ina better situation than the as- 
quit rents. due thereon, had been confiscated | signor ; that when a citizen made a contract with 
during the Revolution by the. State of Virginia; | a foreigner, he knew the consequences, but when 
notwithstanding the confiscation, the heirs of | he made a contract with a citizen, he entertained 
Lord Fairfax had sold all their rights, (which the | no idea of amenability to the Federal courts, and 
assignees contended remained unimpaired.) It had no idea of being dragged to a distance in 
might be their wish to prosecute in a Federal | case of a controversy with his creditor; that. in 
court, expecting. to. gain advantages in it which | the Southern States, and particularly in Virginia, 
could not be had from the courts of Virginia. His this power would be highly injurious; for that in 
object was. to defeat the purpose: by limiting the. Virginia all bonds were assignable, and a great 
jurisdiction of the circuit courts to sums beyond:| mass of the debts contracted were in bonds and 
the amount of quit rents, alleged. to be due by any-| Promissory notes ; that if the power were bestow- 
individual. ed, it would place the debtor at the mercy of the 

[It is understood that the present assignees of creditor ; inasmuch as the latter would cheose his 
the claims of Lord Fairfax, are Géneral Marshall, | court, and the former would in many cases be 
General Lee, anda third individual, and that they | drawn two hundred miles from his home, where 
maintain their claims under the British Treaty.] the debt had probably been contracted, where only 

The motion was opposed: by Messrs. Harpur | Were to be found his witnesses, and where a jury 
and BAYARD. could be formed acquainted with his general char- 

On the question being taken, it was lost by the | acter; that the power would operate severely to 
casting vote of the Chairman—ayes 37, noes 37, | the prejudice of the citizens of North Carolina, 
The blank was then filled with $400—ayes 41. as in that State there circulated a paper currency 

The Committee then rose, reported progress, | Which was 25 per cent. below par,and which was 
and had. leave to-sit-again. a lawful tender in the State courts; whereas 

judgments were given in the Federal courts for 
specie only ; the effect, therefore, would be that 
the creditor would commence his suit in the Fed- 
eral-courts, and by that mean obtain 25 per cent. 
more. than was really. due.to him, as the contracts 
made in that State were predicated on the depre- 
ciated state of the paper currency. 

Those who opposed. the motion. demanded to: 
know whether a real bona:fide debt could not be 
created by endorsement; whether it was not one: 
of the most common. operations among mer- 
chants; and whether the person who-.thus receiv- 
ed an endorsement was not.as completely and 
substantially the creditor as the original holder of 
the obligation? The effect of the amendment 
would he to.shut out from the Federal Courts all 
persons of this description, whose claims would 
be as much affected by local passions and preju- 
dices, as though they had not assigned. It was 
contended that this was one of the precise cases 
for which the Constitution had provided; and 
that the attempt to defeat this essential provision 
was another evidence of that invariable and una- 
bating disposition to defeat the most important 
provisions of the Constitution, to destroy its en- 
ergy, and to withdraw from it the respect of the 
citizens, which on every oceasion was manifested 
by: some gentlemen in that House. 

The reasons offered in defence of the amend- 
ment. were declared to be fallacious. There would 
exist no irrational, unfounded predilection of the 
creditor to the Federal tribunals; in most cases 
the creditor would prefer the State courts; in all 
cases, except those in which he had a strong 
dread that. the undue influence of sinister feel- 
ings would bias them. If gentlemen simply de- 
sired to repress suits for demands not bona fide 


Tuurspay, January 8. 
JUDICIARY BILL. 


Ree Committee of the Whole on. the Judiciary 
iH— ! : 

Mr. Nicnotas-moved to add to the 17th section 
the following clause of the act, passed September 
24, 1789, which is omitted in the-bill now before 
the Committee, viz: 

“ Nor-shall any district or circuit court have cogni- 
zance of’ any suit to recover the contents of any prom- 
issory note or other chose in action in favor of an as- 
signee, unless a suit might have been prosecuted in 
such. court to. recover the said contents if no assign- 
ment had been made, except in case, of foreign bills of 
exchange. i 

Mr. N. stated his object to be to leave the jutis- 
diction of the Federal courts, as far as respected 
debts created by assignment, in the situation in 
which it now stood. 

On this motion a debate of considerable length 
took place. The supporters of the motion were 
Messrs. Nicnouas, Ranvotpu, and Auston; the 
opponents, Messrs. Griswotp, Harper, and 
BAYARD. i 

Those who supported the motion contended 
that by giving jurisdiction to, the. Federal courts 
over assigned debts, a. great mass. of suits would 
be transferred from the State to the Federal trib- 
unals ; that this would be done: by a collusive as- 
signment; that it would thereby be.in the power 
of a creditor, by nominally assigning his claim to 
a citizen of another State or to a foreigner, to 
bring his debtor into any Federal court he pleas- 
ed, and occasion an increase of trouble and ex- 
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assigned, an express provision could be made to 
this effect. to which the House would generally 
agree; for that provision, while it gratified the de- 
sires of several gentlemen, would not impair one 
of the vital principles of the Constitution, estab- 
lished on the conviction that an alien did not in 
the State courts stand on an equal footing with a 
citizen. It was contended that the observations 
derived from the situation of the State of North 
Carolina was not correct; as it was not believed 
that the Federal courts could alter a contract 
from its original form; and that, of course, in 
those cases where contracts had been made in pa- 
per money, judgment would be given, not for 
money, but in the nature of provisions, or some 
similar way, as no power could exist to deterio- 
rate the contract. 

It was not true that the great mass of debts in- 
curred were in bonds or promissory notes; the 
great mass of debts were in the shape of book 
debts, which were not transferable. 

It was further observed that if a disposition to 
evade the spirit of the law existed, it would be 
extremely easy in the creditor, when making his 
bargain, to obtain a note payable to a person in 
another State, or to an alien; and in this way his 
object of getting access to the Federal courts 
would be completely effected. 

It was further contended that this amendment 
violated the Constitution. By it a citizen of one 
State had a declared right of suing the citizen of 
another in the Federal courts. As to the idea of 
additional expense in the Federal courts, if it had 
any weight, it would as forcibly apply to the 
creditor as the debtor. 

In reply it was contended, that facts were stub- 
born things, and that they established, notwith- 
standing the ingenious theories of gentlemen, that 
judgments in North Carolina were actually given 
in the Federal courts in specie, while in the State 
courts they were given in paper money; and that 
as to the idea of discriminating between bona fide 
and mala fide assignments, it would produce one 
of the most intricate and embarrassing questions 
that could come before the courts; that in most 
cases all the knowledge to be obtained must pro- 
ceed from the party interested in suppressing it; 
and that in consequence an extensive scene of per- 
jury would be opened by appealing to his oath. 

To this remark the opponents of the motion 
rejoined, that the operation would be a very sim- 
ple one, consisting only in a resort to the equity 
side of the court to obtain, an oath of the assignee, 
a true statement of facts; and this resort had ac- 
tually been had in Pennsylvania. 

The question was then put on agreeing to Mr. 
Nicwo.as’s motion, and carried—ayes 42, noes 
27. 

Mr. Harrer moved to strike out sections 23, 
24,25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, and 33, which es- 
tablished a number of distinct courts with Admi- 
ralty: jurisdiction. 

On reflection, Mr. H. said it had been thought 
advisable at present not to constitute these new 
courts, but: to establish two or three additional 
district courts, inthe most maritime positions, 
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with Admiralty powers; for which purpose Mr. 
H. would prepare an amendment.—Motion ear- 
ried without a division. 

The Committee here rose, and had leave to sit 
again. 


Frinay, January 9. 
THE JUDICIARY BILL. 


The House went into Committee of the Whol 
on the Judiciary bill. A 
The forty-eighth section was read as follows: ; 


“Src. 48. And be it further enacted, That each of 
the Circuit Judges of the United States to be appointed 
by virtue of this act, shall be allowed as a compensa- 
tion for his services an annual salary of two thou- 
sand dollars, to be paid quarter-yearly at the Treasury 
of the United States; and that the salaries of the Dis- 
trict Judges of Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, Vermont, New Jersey, Delaware, Geor- 
gia, Kentucky, and Tennessee, shall be, and they here- 
by are, augmented to the like sum of two thousand dol- 
lars annually, to be paid in like manner.” ` seh ne 


Mr. Greca moved to strike out $2,000 and 
insert $1,800. a 
Mr. CLarrorne declared himself in favor of the. 
motion. He considered $2,000 as too high a com- 
pensation. In the State which he represented 
(Tennessee) it would be immoderate. The bill. 
established three Circuit Courts for Kentucky and 
Tennessee, the Judges of which would receive 
$6,000, which was a larger sum than the total 
amount of the expenses of the Government of 
Tennessee. The Judges of the Supreme Court 
of Tennessee receive but $500 each, and the pre- 
sent Federal Judge received only $800. The du- 
ties which the Federal Judges would have to dis- 
charge would not equal those of the State Judges.’ 
Such an exorbitant salary would be distressing to 
the State of Tennessee. It would either lessen 
the respect of the citizens for their own Judges, or 
rouse their pride to afford them salaries equal. to 
those of the Federal Judges, even to their own 
oppression. As, therefore, such an expenditure 
would exhibit an instance of shameful profusion 
of public money, and would deeply wound the in- 
terests of his State, he would give his decided vote 
against it. T 
Mr. Oris, persuaded that if the Judiciary were 
not filled with men of the first talents and integ-: 
rity, the system we are now devising would be 
injurious instead of being beneficial, was opposed 
to the motion. Talents of this order were not to 
be obtained for a small compensation. The sum 
proposed in the bill, as far as his knowledge ex-. 
tended, was not greater than that now allowed.in 
the Superior State Courts. In his part of the — 
country a lesser compensation to men qualified to 
decide those great and intricate questions, which 
often come before them, would be deemed‘a 
shameful parsimony. As to the idea of discrimi- 
nating the compensation of different Judges, he. 
thought the benefits to be derived from it were 
trivial compared with the evils it would create: 
Grant that the effect of this bill will be the af- 
fording a higher compensation to the Federal 
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Judges than is at present made to those of the 
States. The effect, he thought, would be a good 
one. It would operate asa powerful stimulus to 
the State Judges ably and faithfully to discharge 
their. duty, that they might be qualified for, and 
likely to receive, Federal appointments. 

So convinced was Mr. O. of the importance of 
this part of the bill, that he would rather not see 
it pass at all than pass without it. It might, in 
that event, be rationally expected that the com- 
munity, realizing the inconveniences to which 
they would be inevitably exposed, would be 
awakened to the obligations of a more liberal 
policy. 

Mr. Davis said, if he seriously believed that 
additional salaries would inspire men with bright- 
er talents, he would not object to the increase 
contemplated by it. But as he knew full well 
that, in making appointments to office, the only 
inquiry made would be, what were the candidate’s 
politics, he should object to the increase. 

Hitherto, the entire compensation given to the 
Judges in the Western country has not exceeded 
$2,000; and now we add three Judges, whose 
duties, individually, will of course be greatly di- 
minished, and at the same time increase their 
compensation ! ° 

Mr. Harrer.—The gentleman from Kentucky, 
in making his remarks on the exclusive inquiry 
that will be made in respect to the qualifications 
of a candidate for office, has forgotten to state one 
circumstance. He has forgotten to state that in 
appointments to office the choice of talents isal- 
topetier confined to men of one description of 
politics. Though this be the notorious fact— 
though men of one description of politics possess 
the great mass of talents—yet it is certain that 
men of this class possess among themselves dif- 
ferent and various degrees of talent. The ten- 
dency of this motion is to fill Federal Judicial 


offices with trifling characters—with men whose ‘ 


want of talents and reputation would degrade the 
Government, and render it an object of contempt 
instead of an object of admiration and affection. 

If the pride of Tennessee and other States took 
alarm at the high salaries of the Federal Judges, 
and, to place themselves on an equality, increased 
the salary of their own Judges to their standard, 
he should consider this effect as the strongest ar- 
gument in favor of the provisions of the bill; and 
it would be an evidence that their pride enlisted 
itself on the side of their understanding. 

It is in the administration of justice, in the ap- 
plication of our laws to the interests of the peo- 
ple, that the benefits of the Government are felt 
and brought home to them. Protecting by its 
salutary energies the lives and the property of the 
citizens, they feel a respect for the Government 
from which they derive their support. Shall we, 
then, seduced by a deceitful spirit of parsimony, 
after erecting the scaffolding of our Judicial sys- 
tem, hesitate, by the expenditure of a trifling ad- 
ditional sum, to render the system itself respecta- 
ble? Weighed with such an object, a few thou- 
sand dollars was a paltry consideration. 

It was not denied that the expenses of living in 


some States were greater than in others. But on 
this ground to graduate a scale of compensations, 
would be to do what no State had done, and what 
would inevitably produce unpleasant jealousies. 

Mr. S. Smiru was for a liberal but not profuse 
compensation. He was also for accommodating 
the compensation made to the duties to be per- 
formed, and the expenses of living in the several 
States. 

Heretofore, when the salaries were lower than 
those proposed by the bill, there had been no want 
of talents. He said, that in the State of Mary- 
land, the office of District Judge had been twice 
successively filled by men of first rate talents. 


Mr. Dennis opposed the amendment as it ap- 
plied to all the Judges. If it were rejected, he 
would propose an amendment for reducing the 
salaries of the Judges of Kentucky and Tennessee. 


Mr. Smile was in favor of the amendment. In 
Pennsylvania the Judges of the Supreme Court 
received only $2,000. They were men equal in 
legal talents to any in the Union, and had to go 
into every county of the State every year. It was 
well understood that $2,000 presented no tempta- 
tion to a lawyer at the bar of Philadelphia who 
was in full practice. But did gentlemen suppose 
patriotism to be so low that all our officers were 
actuated by mere mercenary views ? 


Mr. CLAIBORNE again rose, and went over the 
ground of argument, declaring that his wish was 
to be frugal, but not parsimonious—liberal, but not 
profuse. He was persuaded that in Tennessee 
five suits would not appear on the Federal dock- 
ets in a term. For myself, said Mr. C., I pay 


little regard to that wisdom that rises up in a 


day—to that wisdom which has sprung up since 
the third day of December. Our old principles 
I consider as good ones, and I am still for them. 
He then moved to strike out the whole section, . 
with a view of introducing an amendment for 
apportioning the salaries of the Judges to their 
duties and expenses. 

Mr. Harper said gentlemen bad committed one 
egregious mistake; they had confounded District 
with Circuit Courts; in the last of which the ex- 
penses of the Judge were to be determined by the 
distance he had travelled, and not by the number 
of suits he had tried. 

Gentlemen were mistaken in their notions about 
the degree of business in the Federal courts. The 
very gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Davis) had 
on a former occasion stated the existence, he knew 
not of how many hundred suits in the District 
Court of that State. There was not a doubt of 
there being in the Western country great litiga- 
tion about titles to lands, and a lively jealousy of 
the State courts among claimants who lived ata 
distance. 

The present District Judge of Maryland, not- 
withstanding the possession cf a handsome pri- 
vate fortune, had been obliged to retire from Bal- 
timore and live on his farm. And yet his travel- 
ling expenses were trifling compared with those 
of the Circuit Judges, who have to perform five 
times as much travelling as the State Judges. 
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When you deduct all travelling expenses, you 
will reduce the salaries below $1,500. 

Mr. S. SmTa.—The gentleman from South 
Carolina is incorrect in his statement of facts. 
With respect to the District Judge of Maryland, 
he believed (as he had the information from the 
Judge himself) that he had retired of choice to 
an elegant country seat, which he purchased two 
years ago, before he was appointed Judge, with a 
view of residing on it. 

Mr. H. Les was in favor of adequate and libe- 
ral compensation to the members of the Judicia- 
ry; such compensation attracted to those offices 
talents, integrity, and reputation, which cemented 
and strengthened the Union. He did not under- 
stand those sentiments of jealousy that were so 
often expressed. We are too apt to view our Fed- 
eral Government asa foreign one. These preju- 
dices were unworthy of Americans. As a citizen 
of Virginia, who was a member of the Union, he 
beheld the Federal Government with sentiments 
of filial affection, as the protectress of all the 
States. He did not suppose that a part of the 
whole could be expected or ought to render com- 
pensations as liberal as the whole itself. 

Mr. Davis, in reply to the gentleman from | 
South Carolina, (Mr. Harper,) acknowledged 
that he had on a former occasion stated the exist- 
ence of a good deal of business in the District 
Court of Kentucky. Then there was but one 
Judge, with a salary of $1,000; and now, when 
the business has diminished, we are to have two 
Judges, whose salaries are to be doubled. He 
placed no confidence in the hope which some gen- 
tlemen cherished of cementing the Union by giv- 
ing high salaries to our officers. Sir,said Mr. D., 
it is not the passage of this bill that will produce 
this great effect. Relieve the people from oppres- 
sive taxes, and that will produce the effect. 

Mr. Cuamptin said the ideas of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, if carried into effect, would be 
fatal to the system contemplated by the bill. 
Each circuit was to be formed of three Judges 
who would embrace three States. The trouble 
and expense of Judges in the same circuit would 
be the same, though one of them might be ap- 
pointed in a large, and another ina small State. 
So far as his personal knowledge extended, he 
was authorized in saying that the district Judge of 
Rhode Island, from the inadequacy of his salary, 
had been obliged to fly from the town to the 
country. 

Mr. Oris was not much surprised at the motion 
made, so far as it respected Kentucky, but he was 
greatly surprised at it, so far as it applied to other 
States. For his part he wished the Government to | 
hold out inducements to men of talents, not broken 
down by the excessive fatigues of their profession, 
or by the debility of advanced age. He did not 
wish the Judicial corps to be a hospital for inva- 
lids. Nor did he feel a perfect reliance on the pa- 
triotism to which some gentleman had alluded. 
For he thought a court of justice the worst place 


| in this view to be adequate. 


that could be imagined for the indulgence of pa- 
triotic feelings. It ought to be filled with men, 
honest, sober, and independent, and so cool as to į 


be little influenced by the impulses of patriotism. 
He had been at a loss to account for the high 
reliance of the gentleman from Pennsylvania on 
the efficacy of the influences of patriotism, until 
he recollected that in that State a proposition had 
lately been made to destroy in effect all the legal 
decisions, books, and principles, now in existence. 
Then indeed we might resort to patriotism, as our 
only remaining refuge. 

Mr. Nicnotas.—The very idea of gentlemen, 
on which rests their opposition to the present mo- 
tion, furnishes in reality the strongest argument 
in its favor. They say that unless you give your 
Judges salaries that will enable them to run be- 
fore all the State Judges, you will not make them 
so respectable as they ought to be; you will not 
place them on the ground ‘they ought to occupy. 
In thisevent will the gentlemen say what becomes 
of the State Judges? If the reputation of the 
Federal Judges be increased, will not that of the 
State Judges be impaired ?° 

As to the idea, avowed by some gentlemen, that 
this measure will cement and strengthen the 
Union, Mr. N. considered it as directly the reverse 
of the truth. Tending,as it did, to aggrandize 
the Federal at the expense of the State courts, so 
far from cementing, its immediate influence would 
go to impair, the Union. In his opinion that man 
m as little the Federal Union who, in his 
zeal for the General Government, overlooks the 
State Governments, as he who alone regards, to 
the exclusion of the General Government, the Gov- 
ernments of the several States. 

My colleague says that this Government is too 
often considered in the light of a foreign one. Mr. 
N. said he did not believe that the charge would 
be so often made unless there were some truth in 
it. He would ask his colleague, if immediately 
after having left his constituents. he declares him- 
self anew man, not their particular representa- 
tive, governed by new views—he would ask him 
whether such sentiments did not furnish thestrong- 
est argument to convince the people that this Gov- 
ernment was foreign to their interests, foreign to 
their settled habits ? 

It appearetl that the greatest compensations 
made to the State Judges but little exceeded one 
thousand six hundred dollars; and that in other 
instances they did not exceed one thousand eight 
hundred dollars. 

Mr. N. thought it would be right to go over the 
ground, to inquire into the compensations made 
in the respective States, and to accommodate the 
salaries of the Federal Judges to what appeared 
This will enable us 
to go on prosperously and harmoniously with the 
State Governments. 

Mr. H. Les spoke with great indignation of the 
sentiments ascribed to him by his colleague, and 
declared that he never did say, he defied his col- 
league to prove it, either in public or private, thathe 
mistrusted the States, He always had considered 
the States as an essential part of the whole, ne- 
cessarily benefitted by whatever promoted the gen- 
eral good. 

Mr. Bayarp observed that the whole expense 
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contemplated to be saved by the amendments was 
four thousand eight hundred dollars. The mea- 
sure should not, therefore, on this ground receive 
opposition. There wasin truth nothing to alarm in 
it. But few subjects could be introduced, in which 
the tocsin of alarm is not rung against the ex- 
penses of the Federal Government. Is it possible 
that the addition or subtraction of four hundred 
dollars, as it respects the salaries of our Judges, 

_ can affect the sovereignty or independence of the 
State Governments ? 

Without amusing ourselves with fine-spun the- 
ories we ought to resort to the solid motives that 
influence men. Patriotism, though a fine sounding 
word, will not sustain a family. It was a com- 
mon proverb that few lawyers were born with sil- 
ver spoons in their mouths. On the contrary; 
they were generally born in the humble spheres 
‘of life; and were incapaciated, however enthusi- 
astic their feelings, from serving their country 
through pure motives of patriotism. Beside, the 
direct effect of this amendment, if adopted, will 
be to throw these offices into the hands of the aristo- 
cracy of the country. ‘None but the rich will be 
able to hold them. 

In fixing a compensation we ought to consid- 
er what sum will induce lawyers of the first tal- 
ents to leave'théir practice. If this end were not 
accomplished, and men of small talents were plac- 
ed on the bench, the bar would inevitably rule 
the bench instead of being ruled by it. 

‘MrB. coming from one of the smallest States 
in the Union, thought himself competent to form- 
iniga just opinion of the lowest allowance to the 
Jadges that would be adequate. In the State of 
Delaware, a lawyer in full practice received at 
least four thousand dollars; which was double the 
salary allowed by the bill. From this view of the 
subject, as well as from the other views that had 
been taken, he considered two thousand dollars as 
only a moderate compensation. 

As to the idea that the Federai Judges have but 
little business to do, he thought the fact, even if 
drue, had no weight; as a Judge was not paid so 
much for the actual duties he performed, as for 
abandoning his practice,and holding himself pre- 
pared for, and applying his talents exclusively to, 
the public business whenever it occurred. 

The question was then put on striking out the 

section, and lost—yeas 40, nays 43. 
_ A question was then taken on Mr. GREGOS 
motion, to substitute sixteen hundred dollars in 
the room of two thousand dollars; and lost—yeas 
39, nays 49, è 

‘Mr. Dennis moved to reduce the proposed sal- 
aries of the Judges of Kentucky, and of East and 
West Tennessee to $1,500. 

Mr. Ciarporne moved the reduction to $1,200. 

Mr. Dennis withdrew his motion. 

The question was taken on Mr. CLAIRORNE’S 
motion, and carried, yeas 46. 

‘Mr. Curistiz hoped that the Committee would 
rise, and the House adjourn. As the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. HARPER) appeared to 
rule the roast on the other side, he trusted he would 
fake no objection. 


The Commitee accordingly rose, reported pro- 
gress, and obtained leave to sit again. 

Mr. Macon then moved that when the House 
adjourn, it adjourn till Monday. 

Mr. Harper opposed the motion, which in his 
opinion arose from a disposition in gentlemen to 
throw every obstacle in the way of the bill. This 
was an attempt to procrastinate its progress. He 
concluded by moving an adjournment in the usual 
form, whereby the House would be adjourned till 
to-morrow. The motion was lost. 

Mr. Macon’s motion then recurred, on which 
the House divided. The Speaxen, having count- 
ed the members, declared the motion lost—yeas 
38, nays 39. 

Mr. Ranvo.ru said there must be a mistake, 
and desired another count. 

The members took their seats, and the House 
was again divided; when the motion was carried, 
there being 43 yeas, 39 nays. 

The House then adjourned—yeas 44, nays 39. 


Monpay, January 12. 


Another member to wit: ALBERT GALLATIN, 
from Pennsylvania, appeared and took his seat in 
the House. 


JUDICIARY BIIL. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill to provide for the 
more convenient organization of the Courts of the 
United States; and, after some time spent therein, 
the bill was reported with several amendments 
thereto, which were read. : 

The amendment, reported from-the Committee 
of the whole House, to the fifth section of the said 
bill, being under consideration, to wit: To insert, 
in lieu of certain words stricken out from the fifth 
section by the Committee of the whole House, 
the following words: 

“ Eastward of a line, to be drawn from the river Po- 
tomac, at Harper’s Ferry, along the Blue Ridge, with 
the line which divides the counties on the Hast side 
thereof from those of the West side thereof, to the North 
Carolina line, to be called the Eastern District of Vir- 
ginia; one to consist of the remaining part of the said 
State of Virginia, to be called the Western District of 
Virginia :” 

The question was taken that the House do agree 
to the same, and resolved in the affirmative—yeas 
49, nays 42, as follows: 

Yuss—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, 
William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John 
Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph 
Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Fos- 
ter, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, 
Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, William 
H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, 
Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Thomas Pinckney, 
Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan Read, 
John Rutledge, William Shepard, John C. Smith, James 
Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew 
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Thomas, Richard Thomas, Robert Waln, Lemuel Wil- 
lams, and Henry Woods. 

Nars—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. Da- 
vis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, 
Lucas Elmendorf, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew 
Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, 
George Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, James 
Lynn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, John H. Nicholson, John Ran- 
dolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Rich- 
ard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, 
Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, 
and Robert Williams. 


Several other amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee of the whole House to the said bill, were, 
on the question severally put thereupon, agreed, 
and others disagreed to by the House; but an ad- 
journment being called for, the several orders of 
the day were further postponed, and then the 
House adjourned. 


Turespay, January 13. 


Ordered, That Mr. Gatuatin be added to the 
committee appointed, twenty-eighth of November 
last, to prepare and bring ina bill for regulating 
the grants of land appropriated for the refugees 
from the British provinces of Canada and Nova 
Scotia. i 

The House being informed that James Jones, 
one of the members for the State of Georgia, died 
this morning ; 

Ordered, That Mr. Tattarerro, Mr. Nicuo- 
Las, Mr. Crauncey Goopricu, Mr. Macon, and 
Mr. Huger, be appointed a committee to take 
order for superintending the funeral of the said 
James Jones, and that this House will attend the 
same. 

Resolved, unanimously, That the members tes- 
tify their respect for the memory of the said James 
Jones, by wearing crape on the left arm for one 
month. 

* Resolved, That the Speaker address a letter to 
the Executive of Georgia, to inform him of the 
death of James Jones, late a member of this House, 
in order that measures may be taken to supply the 
vacancy occasioned thereby. 


JUDICIARY BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported from the Committee of the 
whole House to the bill to provide for the more 
convenient organization of the Courts of the Uni- 
ted States; whereupon the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House, to the 
thirteenth section, being under consideration, 
to fill the blank in the thirteenth line thereof, 
with the word “four,” the question was taken 
that the. House do agree to the same, and resolv- 
ed in the affirmative—yeas 71, nays 18, as fol- 
lows: 

Yuas—Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley; Bailey Bartlett; James A. Bayard, John Bird, John 


Brown, Robert Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, Ga- 
briel Christie, John Condit, William Cooper, William 
Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin. 
Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dennis, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Joseph Eg- 
gleston, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Free- 
man, Albert Gallatin, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Edwin Gray, An- 
drew Gregg, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, 
John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Joseph Heis- 
ter, Archibald Henderson, David Holmes, Benjamin . 
Huger, James H. Imlay, George Jackson, Henry Lee, 
Michael Leib, Lewis R. Morris, Peter Muhlenberg, John 
Nicholas, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Thomas Pinck- 
ney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan 
Reed, John Rutledge, William Shepard, John Smith, 
John C. Smith, Thomas Sumter, James Sheafc, Sam- 
uel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, 
Richard Thomas, John Thompson, John Trigg, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lem- 
uel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


Nays—Phanuel Bishop, Mathew Clay, William C. 
C. Claiborne, John Dawson, Lucas Elmendorf, Aaron 
Kitchell, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, Anthony New, 
Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, John Randolph, 
John Smilie, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stan- 
ford, Abram Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert 
Williams. 


The amendment, reported from the Committee 
of the whole House, to the seventeenth section, 
being under consideration, to wit: to add to the 
end thereof, the following. words: 

“Nor shall any District or Circuit Court have cogni- 
zance of any suit to recover the contents of any promis- 
sory note or other chose in action in favor of an assignee, 
unless a suit might have been prosecuted in such court 
to recover the said contents, if no assignment had been 
made, except in cases of foreign bills of exchange.” 


A motion was then made and seconded further 
to amend the said amendment, by adding to the 
end thereof, the following words, to wit: “and of 
promissory notes and bonds, payable to order or 
assigns:” 

And, the question being taken that the House 
do agree to the said amendment to the amendment, 
it passed in the negative—yeas 36, nays 53, as fol- 
lows: 


Yras—Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, John Bird, 
John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Coop- 
er, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Dav- 
enport, William Edmond, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Free- 
man, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Good- 
rich, Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archi- 
bald Henderson, James H. Imlay, Lewis R. Morris, 
Harrison G. Otis, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, 
John Reed, Nathan Reed, John Rutledge, jun., Wil- 
liam Shepard, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel 
Tenney, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, Peleg 
Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and 
Henry Woods. 

Nays— Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, 
Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, 
William Craik, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, John 
Dennis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggles- 
ton, Lucas Elmendorf, Thomas Evans, Albert Gallatin, 
Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, William 
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Barry Grove, John-A. Hanna,:Joseph Heister, David 
Holmes, Benjamin Huger, George Jackson, Aaron 
Kitchell, Michael Leib, James Linn, Nathaniel Macon, 
Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Jo- 
seph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, Leven 
Powell, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stan- 
ford, Thomas Sumter, John Chew Thomas, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 


The question was then taken that the House do 
agree to the amendment, as originally reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House, to the 
said seventeenth section and resolved in the affir- 
ative—yeas 55, nays 35, as follows: 

Yuras—Willis Alston, Geo. Baer, Theodorus Bailey, 
Bailey Bartlett, Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, William ©. ©. Claiborne, 
John Condit, William Craik, Thomas T. Davis, John 
Dennis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggles- 
ton, Lucas Elmendorf, Thomas Evans, Albert Gallatin, 
Samuel Goode, Elizur Goodrich, Edwin Gray, Andrew 
Gregg, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Joseph 
Heister, David Holmes, Benjamin Huger, George Jack- 
son, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, James Lynn, Na- 
thaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, Robert 
Page, Leven: Powell, John Randolph, Nathan Read, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard 
Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, 
John Chew Thomas, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, 
and ‘Robert Williams. 
=+ Nays—James A. Bayard, John Bird, John Brown, 
Christopher G. Champlin, William Cooper, Samuel, 
W: Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John 
Dawson, William Edmond, Abiel Foster, Jonathan 
Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Roger 
Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, James H. Imlay, 
Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, 
Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, John Reed, John Rut- 
ledge, William Shepard, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, 
Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, 
and Henry Woods. 


Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
said bill and amendments be postponed until 
Thursday next. 


Wenpnespay, January 14. 

Ordered, That a message be sent to the Senate 
to inform them that the funeral of James Jones, 
Esq., a member of this House, who died yesterday, 
will be attended this day at twelve o’clock; and 
that the Clerk of this House do go with the said 
message. 


Tuurspay, January 15. 


The following resolution was referred toa Com- 
mittee of the Whole: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to bring in 
a bill to repeal the act entitled, “An act to provide for 
the valuation of lands and dwelling-houses, and the 
enumeration of slaves, within the United States,” with 
a proviso that nothing therein contained shall be con- 
strued so as to prevent the assessing and collecting of 
the direct tax, passed the 14th July, 1798. 


Mr. Otis, as chairman of the committee ap- 
pointed to inquire into the state of the Treasury, 
in conformity with the request of the late Secre- 
tary, informed the House that the committee ex- 
pected to be prepared to report in two or three 
days. In making the investigation, the committee 
had not considered it as incumbent on them to 
enter into an examination of all those long details. 
which had already been under the eye of the 
House. They had, however, carefully examined 
those statements which had not been minutely 
exhibited to the House; and, indeed, had made 
every inquiry that, in their opinion, was necessary 
to a correct understanding of the state of the Trea- 
sury. As, however, the committee, in the inquiry 
made, had been left almost entirely to their own 
discretion, and might perhaps have failed to take 
all those views that members might desire, he was 
instructed by the committee, at the instance of the 
Secretary and Comptroller of the Treasury, to 
invite any members, who were desirous of having 
any particular information, to state their request, 
which might be attained by proposing specific in- 
structions to the committee, who would most 
cheerfully co-operate in the furtherance of their 
object. 

r. Oris presented a long letter from the Bec- 
retary of the Navy, exhibiting a comprehensive 
view of the Naval Department, which was order- 
ed to be printed without being read. 

Mr. Oris presented a petition, praying the in- 
terposition of Congress in affording relief to the 
holders of certain descriptions of paper money, 
whose reference he moved to the Committee of 
Claims. 

The reference was opposed by Messrs. Macon 
and Griswotp, on the ground of the prayer of the 
petition having been already decided upon: On 
the question, the reference was lost by almost an 
unanimous vote. It was then resolved that. the 
prayer of the petition cannot be granted. 

The House then went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the report of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, on a motion made by Mr. COOPER to 
repeal the act for the valuation of lands and dwel- 
ling houses, &c. 

On this subject some debate ensued, which ter- 
minated in the Committee of Ways and Means 
being instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
repealing the act. 

A motion was made to go into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the Committee of Re- 
visal and Unfinished Business, recommending a 
continuation of the Sedition law, which was re- 
jected. 

DUTIES ON LICENSES, &c. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill to continue in force the acts laying du- 
ties on licenses for selling wines and foreign dis- 
tilled spirits by retail, on property sold at auction, 
and on carriages for the conveyance of persons. 

The CuarrMan reported an amendment, limit- 
ing the duration of the bill (which was originally 
without limitation) to the 3d of March, 1803. On 
the question of agreeing thereto, the yeas and nays 
were taken, and were—yeas 41, nays 47, as follows: 
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Yeas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, George Dent, 
Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Albert Gallatin, 
Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. 
Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, 
Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James 
Lynn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, John Randolph, John Smilie, John 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard 
Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
fandt, Joseph B- Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Nays—Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, John 
Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Cooper, 
Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Daven- 
port, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, 
Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe 
Harper, Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, Ben- 
jamin Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Henry Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison 
G. Otis, Robert Page, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, 
Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan Read, John Rut- 
ledge, William. Shepard, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, 
Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thom- 
Rickard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, 
Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 


ment, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


Fripay, January 16. 
DUTIES ON LICENSES, &c. 


An engrossed bill to continue in force the acts 
laying duties on licenses for selling wines and 
foreign distilled spirits by retail; on property sold 
at auction, and on carriages for the conveyance 
of persons, was read the third time; and, on the 
question that the same do pass, it was resolved in 
the affirmative—yeas 46, nays 31, as follows: 

Ysas— Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, 
John Brown, John Condit, William Cooper, John Dav- 
enport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey 
Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Andrew Gregg, Roger 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Rob- 
ert Goodioe Harper, Archibald Henderson, William H. 
Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Abra- 
ham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Jonas Platt, 
John Rutledge, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Benja- 
min Taliaferro, Samuel Tenney, John Chew Thomas, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Wain, Robert Williams, 
Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Nays—Theodorus Bailey, John Bird, Phanuel Bish- 
op, Robert Brown, Matthew Clay, William Charles 
Cole Claiborne, John Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, Lu- 
cas. Elmendorf, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Joseph 
Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, Aaron Kitch- 
ell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Lynn, Na- 
thaniel Maton, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, John Thompson, 
Abram Trigg, John. Trigg, and Joseph B. Varnum. 


THE JUDICIARY BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported from the Committee of the 
whole House to the bill to provide for the more 
convenient organization of the Courts of the Uni- 
ted States; and the said amendments being again 
read, were, on the question severally put there- 
upon, agreed to by the House. 

The said bill was then further amended at the 
Clerk’s table; and, together with the amendments, 
ordered to be engrossed, and read the third time 
on Tuesday next. 


Monpay, January 19. 

Mr. Waxy, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the tenth ultimo, the petition of Sam- 
uel Lewis, senior, madea report; which was read 
and considered: whereupon, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed’ to 
bring in a bill to discharge Samuel Lewis, senior. 
from his imprisonment upon a judgment obtained 
against him in favor of the United States; with 
a proviso, that he shall first assign and convey ali 
the estate, real and personal, which he may now 
own, and be entitled to, for the use of the United 
States; and that the said judgment shall remain 
in full force against any estate which the said 
Samuel Lewis may hereafter acquire. 

Ordered, That Mr. Wain, Mr. Grove, and 
Mr. Imay, be appointed a committee, pursuant 
to the said resolution. 

Mr. Wary, from the last mentioned committee, 
presented a bill to discharge Samuel Lewis, senior, 
from his imprisonment; which was twice read 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 

Mr. SamueL Smits from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, presented a bill to 
incorporate the persons therein named and their 
associates, as a mine and metal company; which 
was read twice and committed to a Ccmmittee of 
the whole House on Thursday next. 

Mr. Samus. Sarg, from the same committee, 
presented a bill to provide for the erection and 
support of a light-house on Cape Poge, at the north- 
easterly part of Martha’s Vineyard; which was 
read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. New, from the committee appointed, on 
the twenty-eighth of November last, toprepare and 
bring in a bill for regulating the grants of land ap- 
propriated for the refugees from the British prov- 
inces of Canada and Nova Scotia, made a report; 
which was read, and committed to a Committee 
of the whole House on Wednesday next. 

Mr. New, from the same committee, presented, 
a bill regulating the grants of land appropriated 
for the refugees from the British provinces of 
Canada and Nova Scotia; which was twice read 
and committed to a Committee of the. whole 
House last mentioned. y 

The House went into a Committee of the Whole 


onthe report of the committee to whom was re- 
ferred, on the second instant, the petition of Solo- 


mon Boston; and, after some time. spent therein, 
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the Chairman reported that the Committee had 
had thé said feport under consideration, and direct- 
ed him to report their agreement to the same. 

The said report being then read at the Clerk’s 
table, in the words following, to wit: 

“That the petitioner is, and for upwards of six months 
last past, has been confined in the public jail at Dover, 
in the State of Delaware, upon process at the suit of the 
United States, founded upon a judgment for one thou- 
sand dollars, being a‘penalty forfeited by the petitioner 
under the act of Congress, regulating the collection of 
duties on imports and tonnage. It appeared to the com- 

` mittee, that under the same act the petitioner had for- 
feited and lost a vessel and the cargo on board of her; 
and that he is destitute of any means of satisfying the 
judgment against him. The committee having taken 
into consideration the offence committed by the peti- 
tioner, and the punishment he has suffered, are of opin- 
ion, that the petitioner has been sufficiently punished 
for the wrong done by him, and that he ought to be re- 
lieved by an exoneration from any further claim against 
him on the part of the United States:” 

Resolved, That this House do'agree to the same, 
and that Mr. Bavard, Mr. THATCHER, and Mr. 
Spatcur, be a committee to prepare and bring in 
a bill or bills pursuant ‘thereto. 


FRANCIS B. CHANDLER. 


The House'then went into a Committee of the 
Whole oi the report of the committee to whom 
was referred, on the eighth instant the petition of 
Francis B. Chandler and others; and, after some 

_ tinie spenit-therein, the Chairman reported that the 
Committee had had the said report under consider- 
ation, and directed him to report to the House 
their agreement to the same. 

The said report being then read at the Clerk’s 
table, in the words following, to wit: 

«That the object of the petitioners is to obtain an èx- 
tension of the seventy-ninth section of the act of Con- 
gress, entitled “An act to regulate the collection of du- 
ties on imports and tonnage,” so as to include Frederick 
town, on the river Sassafras, in the routes allowed for 
the transportation of goods to and from Philadelphia 
and Baltimore. The committee, perceiving no inconve- 
nience relative to the revenue, which could arise from 
complying with the request of the petitioners, are of 
opinion that the prayer of their petition ought to be 
granted :” 

Resolved, That this House do agree to the said 
report, and that Mr. Bayarp, Mr. Foster, and 
Mr. Linn, be a committee to prepare and bring in 
a bill or bills pursuant thereto. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire and report by bill, or otherwise, the expe- 
diency of making further provision by law to fa- 
cilitate the communication between different parts 
of the United States, by means of post roads. 

Ordered, That Mr. Henry Ler, Mr. CHAUNCEY 
Goopricn, Mr. Sueare, Mr. SAMUEL Smıra, and 
Mr. HARPER, be appointed a committee, pursuant 
to the said resolution. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam Nichols, late Marshal of Pennsylvania; and, 


after some time spent therein, the Chairman re- 
ported thatthe Committee had had the said bill un- 
der consideration, and made no amendment thereto. 

Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed and 
read the third time to-morrow. 


Tuespay, January 20. 


An engrossed bill, entitled “ An act for the re- 
lief of W. Nichols, late Marshal of Pennsylva- 
nia,” was taken up for a third reading. 

Mr. Grece said, that when this bill was before 
the House yesterday, there appeared a very con- 
siderable difference of opinion as to facts. He 
believed papers might now be obtained which were 
not before the Committee of Claims, when they 
reported the bill, that would enable them to make 
such a statement of facts as would reconcile these 
different opinions, and lead to a different decision 
from that contemplated by the bill. He would 
therefore move that it be committed to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. This motion was carried in 
the affirmative. 

A memorial of Sylvanus Bourne, Consul Gen- 
eral of the United States for the Batavian Repub- 
lic, in behalf of himself and many of his colleagues 
residing in Europe, was presented to the House 
and read, praying thata law may be passed for 
allowing a general compensation to Consuls of 
the United States, for services by them rendered. 
Referred to the Committee of Commerce and 


Manufactures. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter from 
the Commissioners of the City of Washington, re- 
questing that an arrangement may be made for 
the accommodation of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the Capitol. 

Ordered, That the said letter be referred to Mr. 
Rot.epes, Mr. Krrrera, and Mr. Silas Ler. 

Mr. Bayarp, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill for the relief of Solomon Boston ; 
which was twice read, and ordered to be engrossed 
and read the third time to-morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
| that the Senate have disagreed to the bill, entitled 
“ An act for the relief of Robert Hooper.” 

Mr. Pinckney, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill giving a right of pre-emption to 
certain persons who have contracted with John 
Cleves Symmes, or his associates, for lands lying 
| between the Miami rivers, in the Territory of the 
United States Northwest of the Ohio; which was 
read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. Bayarp, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill to allow the transportation of 
goods, wares, and merchandise, to and from Phila- 
delphia and Baltimore, by the way of Appoquini- 
mink, and Sassafras; which was read twice and 
j committed to a Committee of the whole House. 

Mr. Samus. Smir, from the Committee of 
‘Commerce and Manufactures, presented a bill 
making the port of Biddeford and Pepperelbor- 
ough, and the port of New Bedford, in Massachu- 
setts, ports of entry for ships or vessels arriving 
from the Cape of Good Hope, and from places be- 
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yond the same; which was read twice and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House to- 
morrow. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
resolution reported on Thursday last, from the 
Committee of the whole House to whom was com- 
mitted the report of the committee on the memorial 
of Matthew Patterson and others. 

And the said resolution being again read, in the 
words following, to wit: 


Resolved, That for extending the benefits of civil 
government to the settlers on and near the head of 
French Broad river, it is expedient to cede to the State 
of South Carolina the right of soil and jurisdiction, in, 
of, and to, such part or parts of any lands which may 
be found to belong to the United States, and which lie 
to the South of the thirty-fifth degree of latitude, and 
contiguous to the western boundary of that State, as 
will include the lands at present occupied by the said 
settlers. 


Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolution; and that Mr. Nort, 
Mr. Bir, and Mr. Harper, do prepare and bring 
in the same. 

The House, then went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill to provide for the erection and 
support of a light-house on Cape Poge, at the 
northeasterly part of Martha’s Vineyard; and re- 
ported one amendment thereto; which was twice 
read, and agreed to by the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ment. be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


JUDICIARY BILL. 


An engrossed bill to provide for the more con- 
venient organization of the Courts of the United 
States was read the third time, and, on the question 
that the same do pass, it was resolved in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 51, nays 43, as follows: 


Yeas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, 
William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Samuel 
Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Har- 
per, Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, Benjamin 
Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry 
Lee, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Rob- 
ert Page, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Pow- 
ell, John Reed, Nathan Read, John Rutledge, William 
Shepard, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, 
George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thom- 
as, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, 
and Henry Woods. 

Nays— Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. 
Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, 
Lucas Elmendorf, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, An- 
drew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David 
‘Holmes, George Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, 
-Matthew Lyon, James Lynn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter 
Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. 
-Nichiolson, Jolin ‘Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, 


Samuel-Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stan- 
ford, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Philip Van Cort. 
landt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 


Wepnespay, January 21. 


An engrossed bill to provide for the erection 
and support of a light-house on Cape Poge. at the 
northeasterly part of Martha’s Vineyard, was read 
the third time, and ee 

An engrossed bill for the relief of Solomon 
Boston was read the third time, and passed. 

A Message, was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a report of the Di- 
rector of the Mint, which was read, and ordered 
to lie on the table. 

A resolution in the following words, presented 
to the House by Mr. RurLener, was read and or- 
dered to lie on the table: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed on the part 
of this House, jointly with a committee on the part of 
the Senate, to ascertain and report a mode of examin- 
ing the votes for President and Vice President, and of 
notifying the persons elected of their election, and to 
regulate the time, place, and manner, of administering 
the oath of office to the President. 

Mr. Nicnouson proposed a resolution in the 
following words, which was read and ordered to 
lie on the table, viz: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of making further provision to pre- 
vent the concealing and harboring of slaves escaping 
from one State into another, and that they report by 
bill or otherwise. 


SEDITION ACT. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on a resolution reported by the Committee of Re- 
visal and Unfinished Business for continuing in 
force the act commonly called the Sedition law. 

The resolution reported by the committee was, 
that it would be expedient to renew the law in 
addition to the act for the punishment of certain 
crimes against the United States. 

Mr. Piatt, chairman of the committee, explain- 
ed the reasons of the committee for proposing a 
resolution for its continuation. The only argu- 
ments that could be adduced against it were, as to 
the constitutionality and as to the expediency of 
the measure. That it was Constitutional, he con- 
tended could be well and plainly proved without 
entering into the question upon the grounds and 
proofs exhibited at the period of the original pas- 
sage of the bill, from the decision in its favor. af- 
ter a lengthy examination in both Houses of Con- 
gress, and its adoption intoalaw. Added to this 
was the solemn decision and coneurrence of the 
Judiciary. 

After these deliberate decisions in favor of it, to 
doubt the constitutionality of this law would be 
absurd. To those who took every occasion to 
show their opposition to the Government, and 
were accustomed to villify the conduct of its 
warmest adherents, this law must be obnoxious; 
but those who considered the Government a bles- 
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sing, and worthy the protection of a free people, 
must approve of the provisions of this law, as one 
of the most valuable institutions in its support. 

As to the expediency of the measure, the com- 
mittee thought it was a wholesome and amelior- 
ating interpreter of the common law, established 
to assist the Government upon the most fair and 
equitable principles. On the one hand, the right 
of the Government in support of itself is establish- 
ed; on the other, that right of protection is so es- 
tablished as not to injure in the least the honest 
and well-intended individual, but to afford him 
the means of exculpating himself, although en- 
gaged in scrutinizing measures of the administra- 
tion of the Government; for, unless it can be made 
evident to a court and jury that the thing written 
was done with a false and malicious intention, the 
precaution is useless. He saw nothing in this 
law, notwithstanding all that had been said about 
it, which an honest man ought to fear. No Gov- 
ernment in the world demanded the public confi- 
dence more than ours, when well administered; 
and should a Government be brought into popular 
disrepute with impunity, through the false and 
malicious writings of those who peaceably enjoy 
its blessings? He trusted. not. 

The House had been told on a former occasion 
that the sun of Federalism was about to set: he 
confessed that he viewed with horror the awful 
night that would follow. But, notwithstanding 
that, whilst he possessed a seat in that House, he 
thought himself bound to legislate in favor of mea- 
sures to support the Government which the peo- 
ple had honored by their choice. This reverse of 
things should never drive him from measures 
which it became his duty upon the most solemn 
conviction to adopt, since no injury could result 
but to those whose wilful and habitual slander 
opposed it by falsehood. For his part, he was not 
afraid of the new order of things; he had nothing 
to fear from the existence of this law. 

To those who believed the rules of common 
law of force and effect in the United States, this 
law must be truly gratifying. By the common 
law two practices were established, which this 
law most effectually removed by its ameliorating 
provisions. First, the common law rejected the 
evidence of truth in cases of libel. Secondly, the 
court had unlimited authority to ascertain the 
penalty. By this law the truth must be given in 
evidence, and the penalty is ascertained. He trust- 
ed that whilst the liberty of speech and of the 
press (privileges to be prized above all others) 
were made secure, the House would see the pro- 
priety of preventing the unlimited abuse of this 
blessing, so injurious to the preservation of social 
order—an abuse which was to be judged as to its 
extent by an impartial jury—a privilege by which 
are secured to every individual, and to the Gov- 
ernment, equal rights. 

Mr. Davis said, the gentleman from New York 
and himself had as different eae as to the man- 
ner of deciding the constitutionality of the law, 
as they had of its utility. Had the decisions of 
the courts been made with all the moderation and 
solemnity that usually attend judicial decisions, 


he might answer that there had been proceedings 
in the courts of the United States calculated to 
establish the constitutionality of that law, so far 
as the opinions of the Judges went. For he must 
acknowledge that the Judges had.the power of 
deciding the constitutionality of a law under 
which they were to act; but he denied that those 
deliberate decisions had been made under it, that 
ought to establish it as a Constitutional law with 
the Judges generally. Even in Great Britain, 
where we are too apt to look for examples, he be- 
lieved such hasty adjudications could not be found. 
He was acquainted with English books, and could 
not then recollect any case where the accused had 
been summoned, indicted before the grand jury, 
and tried by the venire or petit jury, in the space 
of a few hours, or one day at most; more especial- 
ly where the accused had made affidavit that he 
had material witnesses absent, as had been the 
case in two trials under this Sedition law, one at 
Philadelphia, the other in Richmond, Virginia. 
If those were decisions that had rivetted the con- 
stitutionality of the law in the mind of the gentle- 
man from New York, he had taken slippery 
ground, from which he could be easily driven. 
But a Judge of the United States having deter- 
mined the law to be Constitutional, did not bring 
conviction to his mind. He still entertained the 
same opinion he had formerly entertained, and 
he believed it would be difficult to persuade the 
American people that the law was either Consti- 
tutional or expedient. The gentleman from New 
York says there is nothing in the law an honest 
man should object to. Why then do honest men 
take shelter behind it? We are all fond of having 
our good deeds made public, and of concealing 
our bad ones. Now let the public judge who are 
the honest men; that gentleman and his political 
associates, or myself and those who asually vote 
with me. We are willing to submit our actions 
to public scrutiny, and to rise or fall by public 
opinion. 

If that gentleman and his friends intend to 
act honestly, why do they wish this law to hide 
their actions? Why lay the hands of power on 
the lips of the people, who ought to have the right 
of examining their political conduct and approv- 
ing or condemning it? While they boast of hon- 
esty, why skulk in darkness and shelter behind a 
sedition law? In my opinion, this neither argues 
honesty, nor is ominous of good; at all events this 
is the true difference between the parties in this 
House. That gentleman and his friends form a 
party who wish to conceal their public conduct 
from the prying eyes of the public, and who say, 
if you see you shall not speak. Myself and my 
political asssociates are willing to spread our ac- 
tions before the tribunal of the people, and to be 
judged by them. Now let the world judge who 
are the honest men, we, who expose our actions to 
public view, and say to them, judge, and approve 
or condemn us for our deeds; or those who say, 
be silent; we are above you; if you open your 
lips the penalty of the law shall be inflicted on 


ou. 
We are told by the gentleman from New York, 
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there is to bea new order of things. T believe 
there will be. It looks as if we should burn all 
the old and begina new. What! are gentlemen 
not contented with the Sedition law to protect 
them, do they want a wall of fire around them? 

This law has been in force two years, and what 
have been its effects? A few printers, and a few 
miserable newspaper scribblers, have fallen victims 
to it, and it has disgusted a large portion of the 
American people who have loaded your table with 
petitions praying for the repeal of the obnoxious 
law; and why will you ‘again agitate the public 
mind by reviving a law so foreign to their feelings 
and hateful to their sights? Will gentlemen nev- 
er yield their party views to the public voice, and 
drop a law that has produced so much discon- 
‘tent? 

If this law had been good and Constitutional, 
and but a few people had been dissatisfied with it, 
there would be some excuse for continuing it; but 
the very reverse is the fact. Iam not afraid of 
the law, Iam not afraid that I shall ever be sub- 
ject to its operation, for, in my opinion, the Ad- 
ministration, when it is presented in the fairest 
forms of truth, will afford sufficient ground for all 
‘my animadversions. I can turn to pages, and lay 
my finger on paragraphs which would authorize 
me to say more than I wish to. 

The gentleman from New York says, they have 
been told that the sun of Federalism would short- 
ly set. I, ona former occasion, did say so, and I 
again repeat it; this very law, if it has ever done 
any good, has done it in this way. I believe it 
has hastened the declension of the Federal sun. 
Instead of controlling public opinion, as it was in- 
tended, the opposite effect has been produced; 
men have acted up to their opinions. though they 
were forbidden to speak. Your own weapons 
have been turned against you; you find the pub- 
lic mind acting strongly against you, though it 
dare not speak. 

The gentleman from New York says, that those 
who consider Government an evil will vote against 
this law. I consider good Government a blessing, 
and am, therefore, willing to let the people exam- 
ine freely and fairly the fruits of Government. 
‘Those who wish to make it a curse, wish also to 
conduct it out of the sight of those immediately 
interested in its operations. This hidden way of 
conducting the concerns of the nation will never 
be pleasing to the free people of America. Al- 
ready very many of them are opposed to the Ad- 
ministration, and, while you conduct their import- 
ant concerns out of their sight, they will be jealous, 
and withdraw their affections from an Adniinis- 
tration that shuns the light. 

Mr. Rawpourn said, when he first considered 
this report, he viewed it merely as the fulfilment 
‘of an obligation which the committee thought 
imposed upon them by the House, and he: had | surrection, or those who encourage it by cgunselling 
supposed that it would have been suffered to re- | and abetting it. That such acts should Pè punish- 
‘Main on the table without any intention of being | ed appears to me a self-evident proposition, what- 
€alled-up. “ag | ever the gentleman might think of it; yet he thinks 

He would not. enter into a view of thé uncon- | the law ought not to be renewed! Surely a mo- 

--stitutionality of the law. How strongly soever! 


itutionality v stro | ment’s consideration must prove that such persons 
the: entleman supposed that question to have |ought to be punished, and that their punisnment 


been decided by the Congress who passed the 
law, he would tell that gentleman and all his ad- 
herents, that he had a still higher tribunal to ap- 
peal to—one higher than they could produce: he 
meant the American people. Their voice was 
more powerful than that of those courts and this 
President, to whom the gentleman referred. The 
will of the people had been fairly’ and fully ex- 
pressed upon this subject, and, notwithstanding 
all inferior decision, this ought and this ultimately 
must be attended to; the people would be heard. 
He would ask gentlemen whether it was expedient, 
at this time, for the House to show their contempt 
of the opinions of the people; whether it was pru- 
dent to insult their understanding in‘a matter so 
well appreciated by them as this law, and at a 
period when they have so evidently declared that 
their rights shall be no longer infringed? The 
moment in which this measure was renewed, re- 
minded him of the spirit which actuated the fall- 
en angel, as related by the great poet of the Eng- 
lish language: when he could no longer be vic- 
torious, he would evince his revenge. 

The Legislature of the State which he had the 
honor to represent, Mr. R. said, had given instruc- 
tions to her Representatives and Senators in Con- 
gaess, to oppose, by every effort in their power, 
any attempt that might be made to renew this 
monstrous and destructive act. From which, were 
he not even convinced of its unconstitutionality, of 
which he could not entertain a doubt, he felt him- 
self particularly bound to express the opinion of 
that State, and to give his utmost opposition to 
the law in its several stages. Were he to act 
otherwise, he really ought to humble himself in 
dust and ashes before an insulted and indignant 
people, for the perpetration of an act so inimical 
to their instructions, as well-as to all the feelings 
and good sense of the American people. 

Mr. Griswotp said, it would be well for the 
Committee to attend to the whole of the law. 
The gentleman said that all the old writings were 
destroyed, and we must begin anew. 

(Mr. Davis explained, that he said it seemed as 
though the old papers were to be burned up and 
that we should begin anew.] 

Mr. GRISWOLD shen hoped, from a due examin- 
ation of this law, this would be one part he would 
wish to preserve from destruction. Surely the in- 
sinuations made against the whole law could not 
be of force; some of its parts were certainly un- 
objectionable. The first part provides a punish- 
ment against unlawful combinations to oppose the 
National Government. It is possible, said Mr. G., 
the gentleman may think such persons ought not 
to be punished, but I do; and, in my opinion, the 
preservation of this provision is essential to our 
very existence. 

Another part is against persons who rise in in- 
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ought not to be left to the unlimited discretion of 
the court as by common law, but should be defin- 
ed by a.statute. ` 

But the most essential opposition appears to be 
against that part where libelling the Government 
ismade.an offence and punishable. That this part 
should be opposed by a gentleman whose orderly 
conduct removes him beyond the fear of the pen- 
alty, he was much surprised. What is the effect 
of this provision? . It is, that if any person should 
publish untruths against the Government, with 
an intent to bring it into disgrace, such offender 
should be punished. Is there any gentleman in 
this Committee who wishes to publish falsehoods, 
and malicious falsehoods? He trusted not; and, 
if not, why should gentlemen be unwilling to make 
this wilful offence punishable by statute? There 
could be no ground for alarm, since the penalty 
was only intended to affect the publication of false- 
hoods. Falsehoods tended to much evil; nay, they 
were evil in themselves, and it was necessary to 
‘punish them, in order to preserve to the: Govern- 
ment its merited popularity. The provision was 
exceedingly important, and he thought the ideas 
of his friend from New York. must have consider- 
able weight with the Committee. 

It was a well known fact, that at common law 
the truth-could not be given in evidence; it was 
equally well known, that the punishment for crimes 
was left undefined, and at the will, he had almost 
said the any will, of the court. He did not 
think it right to leave this power in the hands of 
the. court, nor did he think it right to stifle the evi- 
dence of truth in behalf of the accused: He did 
not believe it to be the wish of the House or of 
the Administration to suppress truth; if the Gov- 
ernment acted in such a manner as not to bear 
the test of truth, it certainly merited animadver- 
sion, and with severity. To continue the right 
of giving truth in evidence, and to keep the power 
of prescribing a punishment with the Legislature, 
he hoped the law would be re-enacted. 

As a Constitutional question, he thought no 
doubt could now exist, whatever might have been 
entertained before.the question was settled on its 
present principles. The Judiciary had decided it 
to be a law. effectually within the Constitution. 
There might be some other quorum to which 
gentlemen would wish to appeal; perhaps they 
might be better satisfied by appealing to the peo- 
ple, but he could not be. He believed the decision 
to be made ina Constitutional mode, and was de- 
sirous of giving it his decided support. 

Mr. Nicuotson said, had he been a member. of 
the House at the time when this bill passed, he 
should have most assuredly given his opinion that 
it was unconstitutional and inexpedient; and all 
that he had heard or.seen since that period, in the. 
yarious examinations. it: had undergone, had-not 
contributed. to create a doubt in his mind upon 
the accuracy of that decision. It had ever been 
his opinion that a virtuous Administration, whose 
actions. flowed from good motives, required not 
the aid ofa statute to defend: it from the attacks 
of slander. The'abuse of the power confided by 
the people, and not its Constitutional use. could 


alone fear the shafts of reproach, and. power thus 
used merited no better fate. > 

These, Mr. N. said, were his ideas, at the period 
when the bill passed. If its inexpediency was so 
evident to him at that period, how much more 
so must it appear at the present time! In order 
to cali. this to the view of the Committee, he 
would bring to their. remembrance the prosecu- 
tions which had taken. place under.it during the 
two years of its existence, from which he could 
make it plainly appear that the administration of 
this law was extremely objectionable. 

The first fact he noticed was, the arraignment,. 
trial, and conviction of a member of the House, 
who. was committed under the care of a severe 
-keeper, to an. unwholesome and loathsome dun-, 
geon, and the treatment of that member whilst in 
‘confinement ; in all of which were evinced a spi- 
rit.of party highly unworthy the character this 
‘country ought to bear. The next was the case of 
a printer, who was made to stand on his trial, but 
notwithstanding he pleaded the necessity of pro-. 
ducing evidence, which he stated was material to 
his defence, time was refused him to procure their 
attendance. He need not expatiate, he presumed, 
on the rights of every man to demand, when 
brought before a tribunal of justice, time to pro- 
duce witnesses material for his defence, or of the 
right of the court to grant every opportunity to 
afford the means of defence: these were too evi- 
dent to be opposed. Another instance was that 
of a trial proceeding, wherein important testimo- 
ny was asked, but refused, because the person re- 
quired to give the evidence was a high officer of 
the Government... The accused was told by the 
judge that he had no right to that testimony. 
‘Another instance had occurred of testimony, stated. 
to be material to the defence, but, because it was 
ata distance, time was refused to produce it, and 
the trial and judgment proceeded without it. 
Another, and more fatal instance, was that of a, 
printer, who died in prison, where he lay convicted 
under that law. From a view of all these cases, 
Mr. N. said, he must conclude that the adminis- 
tration of this law was extremely objectionable. 
Although many of these persons were foreigners, 
yet they had not the less claim upon.the justice 
of the country. It mattered not whether they 
came from the tropics, from the poles, or whether 
they first drew their breath in this country, all 
men possessed an equal right of demanding a free 
and impartial trial, and to all men alike it ought 
to be granted. 

It was and might be further urged, that the act 
was only aimed at false and malicious libels, tend-. 
ing to defame the Government. He granted it; 
but who were to be the judges? ‘The bench 
themselves; they perhaps might be the subjects 
of animadversion, but if not, were the creation of 
the person grieved. By them the materiality of 
the testimony, which ought. to go. to the jury, was 
to be judged, and, therefore, the principle that the 
truth might be given in evidence, was of but lit- 
tle importance, if that. truth was not suffered to 
appear. : 

The gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Gris- 


923 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


924 


H. or R. 


Sedition Act. 


January; 1801. 


woup) had adduced parts of this law, which he 
supposed could not be objected to. Mr. N, ad- 
mitted that the cases of insurrection and unlaw- 
ful combination against the Government, ought 
to be provided against, and if the gentleman had 
proposed a resolution for the continuance of those 
parts, he would not have objected. No, the ob- 
jectionable part was that which the people of the 
country, in a voice of thunder, had said ought not 
to have been enacted, and which, therefore, now 
ought to be suffered to sleep—that part which sti- 
fles every investigation into the affairs of the Gov- 
ernment. It was certainly true, that the exist- 
ence of this law forbade inquiry into the affairs of 
the Government, for who (most particularly hav- 
ing those instances in view) would dare scruti- 
nize into the conduct of men in power, when they 
could apprehend that they should afterwards be 
handled by a court and jury so unlikely to do im- 
partial justice to them? It must prevent men 
saying what they think, much less what they 
know ; for, though it might be truth, how could 
they assure themselves of their own testimony ? 

What, he asked, had the Government to fear 
from untruth? The publication of falsehood must 
carry the evidence of its infamy, and would un- 
doubtedly meet its due appreciation. The char- 
acters of public men, in whom the people of this 
country had been wont to repose confidence, need 
not shrink at the apprehension of the publication 
of falsehood. The people would discriminate, 
and to their own observation it might with safe- 
ty be confided; for the truth must ultimately be 
made to appear. 

He concluded by expressing his regret that this 
subject should again be called up to irritate the 
House. He wished not to have said or heard any- 
thing upon so unpopular a subject, but as it had 
he must inform the Committee that the resolution 
should have his most decided negative. But, as 
he had before said, if one was produced contain- 
ing the principle of re-enacting the other parts of 
the law, he would give it his support. 

Mr. Dana said, a principal part of the argu- 
ments of gentlemen in the opposition, were calcu- 
lated to prove that the Administration of our 
country was wilfully corrupt. They had told the 
House that necessary testimony had been refused, 
and that various abuses of this kind had actually 
occurred in our courts, which were actuated by a 
spirit of party, to the great injury of persons not 
born in this country. 

{Mr. Nicuotson.—I spoke facts: I did not say 
the Administration was wilfully corrupt—these 
are the gentleman’s own words.] 

Mr. Dana.—There could be no other implica- 
tion from the gentleman’s words, nor was it in the 
power of human invention to distinguish between 
a violation of the principles of justice in the 
manner represented, and a most wilful and gross 
corruption... As it would be extremely improper 
to leave so great a charge in this unqualified man- 
ner, Mr. D.-would proceed to examine the con- 
duct of the Judges of the United States. Who 
are those judges? Nominated by the President 
of the United: States, and chosen by the Senate 


agreeably to the Constitution. How long, or at 
whose pleasure. are these judges to continue in 
their high offices? At the pleasure of no man, 
nor set of men, but during good behaviour. Sure- 
ly if there be any part of the Government, or any 
set of men in the United States, who were placed 
above the spirit of party, and beyond the reach of 
corruption, itis the Judges of the United States; 
and yet, above all others, these are the men 
charged with a party spirit, and with corrupt 
principles—these men, who are singled out as men 
of the most profound wisdom and integrity amon: 
us, and who are superior to the dread of remova 
from office, excepting only by impeachment for. 
misbehaviour. Yet this is the substance of the 
reasons gentleman assume why this law should 
not be continued. 

Would not prudence dictate; would not justice, 
that justice which is due to the character of every 
man, demand that before these charges would be 
even suggested, the proof ought to be decisive; 
that it ought to be “damning?” This has not 
been produced. 

He would not go into the details of the law, 
but examine it upon general principles. He would 
admit that there had been much opposition to 
this law, and that most particularly it had been 
opposed and condemned by the Legislature of 
one of the largest States in the Union. But he 
was not inclined to judge of a measure upon the 
opinions of others; that House ought not to be- 
overawed by the multitude of petitioners, nor by 
the remonstrances of the Legislature of any State. 
whatever; it should act with a spirit of inde- 
pendence. 

One of the extravagances of that State, and 
many of the people. had been to arraign, to their 
extremely weak and partial judgment, the com- 
mon law; the existence of it was altogether de- 
nied. That common Jaw which most undoubt- 
edly secured to every individual its most endeared 
rights, and afforded security against every species 
of legal oppression, whilst it preserves to the Gov- 
ernment that protection against the licentious and 
false slanders which polluted some of the presses 
of the United States, and maintained upon es- 
tablished principles the rights of our jurispru- 
dence and our morality. This was the true char- 
acter of what was termed the common law. 

It would seem to him, Mr. D. said, that no hon- 
est man could wish for a liberty to utter defama- 
tion and falsehood. It was directly incomprehen- 
sible to him how a man who held dear the princi- 
ples of liberty and of good government, could at- 
tempt to utter falsehoods against the Government. 
The rights of the people and of the press were 
held up. How, he would ask gentlemen, could 
the rights of the people require a liberty to.” 
utter a falsehood? How could it be right to. do 
wrong? If this was liberty, he had been hitherto- 
totally ignorant of its principles, and wished to: 
remain so. And yet the only crime made by that 
part of the law so much the subject of complaint,’ 
is the uttering of a scandalous and malicious 
falsehood, with intent to defame. Most certainly- 
truth is not always the motive of investigating 
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the measures of our Government, and so far as 
truth is deviated from, so far is the Government 
libelled, and virtue proportionately becomes be- 
clouded by misrepresentations. Could not public 
opinion become corrupted? Could no falsehood 
be disseminated that would gain credit from the 
people? Then how could gentlemen pretend to 
suppose that truth could overcome falsehood? 
how could they suppose that misrepresentation 
and calumny could do no manner of harm? How 
often are calumnies and falsehoods published 
against the Government; but when is a contra- 
diction of those falsehoods seen in‘the same paper ? 
No: falsehoods will have their effect, and even if 
afterwards contradicted, it is not so until the false- 
hood has had its effect, and at that time the truth 
avails but little. Thus, though upon general 
principles, truth may be said to be an antidote to 
falsehood, truth does not always make its appear- 
ance in time to prevent the evil intended by the 
evil-disposed. Suppose the reputation. of the 
Government to have been attacked, and the af- 
fections of the people weaned from it, of what 
avail will be the remedy? The poison is swal- 
lowed beyond the power of expulsion, even 
by the most powerful antidote. If this, then, 
be true, and that itis, is indubitable, a check 
ought to be provided in due time, whilst yet its 
qualities may completely prevent any possible 
harm. 

And what danger, Mr. D. asked, could result 
from this law? Ashe observed before, it was not 
the will of the judges—those arbitrary party-spirit- 
ed characters—that could convict. No: every 
cause, is submitted to.a jury of twelve honest 
men, who are sworn to decide upon the fact; and 
the security is so great that if but one man out of 
the twelve should be of opinion that the person 
arraigned is not wilfully an offender, and that he 
has not traduced the Government falsely and ma- 
liciously, he must be acquitted of the indictment. 
What better barrier to the liberty of an individ- 
ual can be preseated than this? The only an- 
swer that gentlemen can give is that the juries are 
packed. But, he would ask, whether the juries 
‘were not returned as fairly in this as in other 
cases under the laws of the land? If, then, there 
was an evil, it was not solely applicable to this 
law, but to all laws, and to the general principles 
upon which juries were selected. He could 
scarcely conceive that men of character, under 
the solemnity of their oath, could act so unprin- 
cipled. 

Upon the whole he could see nothing but un- 
founded arguments in opposition to this law, and 
that gentlemen had no other way to get rid of 
their dilemma but by charging the courts and 
juries with corruption. And when men began to 
charge with evil design the sanctuary of justice, 
it was time to bid adieu to all public happiness, 
and every hope to enjoy the blessings of freedom. 

Mr. Hucer acknowledged that he had been some- 
what surprised, when the report of the Committee 
of Revisal and Unfinished Business was first made, 
and found it to be their wish to renew and con- 
tinue in force this act, so well known by the appel- 


lation of the Sedition law. It had been generally 
understood, he thought, on all hands, that this act 
would be allowed to expire in peace, and without 
further notice, on the 3d of March next. As the 
subject, however, was again brought forward, he 
was happy to perceive that gentleman were in- 
clined to treat it with calmness and moderation. 
There appeared indeed no great. anxiety in the 
Committee to enter largely into the discussion of 
this question; neither did he feel himself any 
strong inclination to do so; but as he should in 
the present instance probably vote in opposition 
to the sentiments of most of those with whom he 
was usually in the habit of acting, he would beg 
leave to state some of the reasons which led him 
to differ from them on the present occasion. He 
felt some little pain, however, he acknowledged, 
at the idea of dissenting from and acting in oppo- 
sition to his friends on this important and inter- 
esting question, because no man had a stronger 
conviction than himself of the general correct- 
ness of their political views and principles, or was 
more persuaded of their honest intentions and 
patriotic views. 

Mr. H. said he would not enter into an investi- 
gation of the constitutionality or unconstitution- 
ality of this law. The gentlemen who preceded 
him had not done it, and it would become him less 
to do so; for, although it was true, he had never 
given it the sanction of his vote, yet if he felt 
any doubt as to the constitutionality of this law, 
it would certainly come with a very ill grace 
from him to urge them at this late day, and in 
the present state of things. 

Waiving, then, the question of constitutional- 
ity, Mr. H. called upon gentlemen to show the 
expediency or necessity of renewing this act, and 
continuing it longer in force. For his part, he 
had heard nothing, nor could he see any reason, 
which led him to think such a measure either ex- 
pedient or necessary at the present moment. 
Granting that Congress possessed the Constitu- 
tional power of laying some restrictions on the 
licentiousness of the press, and of punishing li- 
bels, yet it certainly does not follow of course, 
that they must necessarily, at all times and on all 
occasions, carry that power into operation. In 
time of imminent danger; in the midst of a great 
crisis, it might be proper to avail ourselves of 
such a power. And such indeed was the state of 
things when this law was originally enacted. 
Our country was at that time threatened with 
foreign, and perhaps domestic war. We had to 
guard against the machinations of an artful and 
well-disciplined foe, who was endeavoring to 
rouse up our citizens against the Government, 
and would, no doubt, have availed themselves of 
every possible means to mislead the public mind, 
and to spread abroad falsehoods, which might 
have had the most direful and fatal effects, before 
it was possible to detect and expose them. At 
that time, and in the then state of things, he was 
one of those who was for exerting every nerve, 
and bringing into operation every means in our 
power to defeat the schemes of our enemies, and 
repel the impending danger. Taking it, there- 
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were far.more. than counterbalanced by the ad- 
vantages which we reaped from the entire free- 
dom of speech and of the press. He was con- 
tent, therefore, to take the good with its concomi- 
tant evil. For so nice and delicate were the 
shades of distinction. between the licentiousuess 
of the press, and a necessary freedom of discus- 
sion, that it was upon the whole. better perhaps, in. 
times like the present, when the thing would prob- 
ably work its own cure, to leave the measures of. _ 
Government and its Administration entirely open 
to investigation and animadversion,; without at- 
tempting. to repress the. eccentricities and exuber- 
ances of public discussion by even an ideal re- 
straint. 

Mr. H. begged leave to make one other obser- 
vation before he:sat down... It was evident to all 
that a change of men. was.about to take place. It 
was equally well known,.-that. those who were 
about to enter into the administration of the Gov- 
ernment, had on all occasions declared themselves 
openly and unequivocally hostile to the principles 
of this act. It was no doubt. honorable in those 
gentlemen who had heretofore. supported this 
measure, to show their willingness.to. continue 
and submit to it,in a change of- circumstances, 
which might enable their political opponents to 
turn it-against themselves. But with what ap- 
pearance of consistency, with what propriety 
upon what principle, could these gentlemen avail 
themselves of the provisions of this law. To:-him 
it appeared impossible, that they could act under 
it. If renewed, then, it must remaina dead let- 
ter. And why load your statute book with laws, 
which could not be carried into execution, and: 
would of course answer ro end. 

Upon the whole, the motion appeared to him- 
ill-timed. The measure,it was admitted on all 
sides, had occasioned much. difference of opinion, 
and considerable uneasiness. in the public mind. 
The state of things which. originally gave rise to 
it, was at an end, and there appeared to be no, 
circumstance which rendered it peculiarly neces- 
sary or expedient to continue the law longer in 
force. All restrictions.of this kind were discord-: 
ant and uncongenial to the American feelings and. 
wishes; and even if the law should be continued 
in our statute book, it would, according to all hu- 
man probability, not.be acted upon. Under: these 
impressions, and in this view of the. subject, he 
could have wished. the present motion. had not 
been made, but, at all events, hefelt.himself bound - 
to give it his negative. 

Mr. Cuaiporne made a short reply to some ob- 
servations which had fallen. from. Mr. HARPER. 
Mer. C. said, that spirit which the gentleman from 
South Carolina dreaded, he highly venerated; 
that fanaticism against which the gentleman so 
much declaimed, was the will of the people, and. 
their voice could alone be terrible to the satellites 
of despotism. It was that voice which had here- 
tofore broken the fetters of our transatlantic sub- 
jection, and. will never suffer political chains to be- 
forged: for our country, either by foreign or do- 
mestic tyrants. Mr. C. believed that the senti- 
ments of-the American citizens were much averse 


fore, as one of the measures adopted at that awful 
period, and regarding it as a part of the general 
system of defence then deemed necessary, he had 
always been inclined to view it with a favorable 
and partial eye, but the state.of things was now 
actually changed. The smiles of peace had again 
visited: our shores, and. a convention had lately 
been concluded, which he trusted would finally 
put an end to all our dissensions with the French 
nation. Why then renew or continue longer the 
provisions of this act, when the storm which gave. 
rise to them is blown. over? 

There was another point of view. in which the 
subject presented itself to Mr. H., and. which 
would greatly influence his vote upon the present 
oceasion. Without going so far as to assert with 
some. gentlemen, that nine-tenths or even two- 
thirds of our citizens had declared themselves de- 
cidedly opposed and hostile to this act, he would 
venture to say, without any fear of being contra- 
dicted, that there certainly was a very great dif- 
ference of opinion, and contrariety of sentiment, 
both as to the constitutionality and policy of the 
measure. As little noise has been made with re- 
spect to this lawin the State he had the honor of 
representing, as in perhaps any part of the Union; 
yet it certainly had occasioned some uneasiness in 
the public mind even there; and he was con- 
vinced the great majority of his constituents 
would not willingly see it again renewed at the 
present time. He would. venture even to go so 
far as to say, that the freedom of speech and of 
the press, though carried even to a certain degree 
of licentiousness, was in general deemed prefera- 
ble by them to anything like an appearance of re- 
straint on either. Their good sense might lead 
them to acquiesce in, and perhaps.even approve of 
temporary restrictions in the moment of impend- 
ing danger, but such restrictions even then would 
be unpleasent and distressing to their feelings, and. 
excite all their jealousies ; nor would they easily 
reconcile themselves to anything of the kind in 
peaceful and common times. 

It had been argued that no Government de- 
pended so much upon public opinion as. our own, 
and it was consequently necessary to continue 
these restrictions at all times,as a safeguard against 
misrepresentation and: falsehood. He could not, 
however, acquiesce in this conclusion; during. the 
eight years of the Administration of that great 
man, who bore. so conspicuous a part in forming 
and carrying into operation the present Constitu- 
tion, as wellas during the first two years of the 
present Administration, the Government had pro- 
gressed and prospered, without the aid of: any 
such law. And if the crisis of the moment had 
two years since called forth. an expedient of this 
kind, it was now at an end, and.he saw no reason 
why. we should not allow things.to revert. to their 
ancient channel. He was willing, indeed, to ad- 
mit; that: some. inconveniences, some mischiefs 
even did occasionally arise from the unprincipled. 
and unbridled licentiousness of the press. He had- 
had-.but:too..much reason to lament the truth of. 
this:-fact.-In the present political state of society, 

however; these evils, he was inclined. to believe, 
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Sedition act, thrown into a sickly dangeon, where, 
loaded with chains, he had died. In the course 
of the last Summer, I happened to be in Boston, 
and, after inquiring about the business, learned the 
following facts: that a printer, of the name of 
Adams, had been prosecuted at common law, 
in the State courts of Massachusetts, for a libel 
against the Senate of that Commonwealth, and 
died some time after he was released from jail. 
So that the Sedition law had nothing to do with 
this case. The proceedings were under a State 
law and in a State court, and the story which 
the gentleman from Maryland believed to be a 
fact, and which had been mentioned as one in 
many of our papers, turns out, upon investigation, 
to be a fiction—a mere opposition trick, practised 
for the purpose of injuring the Government. He 
had given to the Committee the history he receiv- 
ed at Boston of this transaction, but his friend 
near him, who is the representative of that city, 
had just now interrupted him to say the latter 
part of the narrative was incorrect, for the printer 
is still living ; so that the victim we just now saw 
in a foul dungeon, loaded with chains and dead, 
it now appears is alive. Thus much for the his- 
tory of the printer. After having been told of 
his prosecution under the Sedition law and dying 
in jail, we were reminded of the hard sufferings 
of a member of this House—the respect due to all 
its members forbids making comments upon this 
case. The trial of Cooper, at Philadelphia, was 
adverted to by the gentleman, (Mr. NICHOLSON,) 
who had made an implicit charge of cruelty on 
the Judge for having refused leave for taking the 
testimony of the President of the United States. 
What motives governed the decision of the Bench 
he could not say3, but many very strong reasons 
present themselves why the request ought to have 
been resisted, and why the Chief Magistrate 
should not be drawn from place to place as a wit- 
ness in courts of law. In the case of Cooper, it 
was believed at the time, and afterwards known, 
that his object in soliciting the attendance of the 
President was merely to perplex the court and 
induce a postponement of his trial. This was 
proved by his conduct to many of this House—so 
many of them had been summoned by him as wit- 
nesses, that Congress was obliged to adjourn to 
enable them to attend the court, where, after re- 
maining from ten to three o'clock, they were told, 
upon the Judge’s promising to have them sworn, 
that they would not be wanted. This was the 
conduct of Mr. Cooper, whose trial he attended, 
and which he could say with great confidence, as 
many members who now heard him also attend- 
ed, was one of the fairest and most deliberate that 
ever was had. As the gentleman from Maryland 
had been mistaken in his facts, Mr. R. deemed it 
important to correct his misstatements, inasmuch 
as it is highly desirable to keep the public proceed- 
dings correct, and to undeceive the people of errors 
into which they have been led by the tales of ru- 
mor. In Governments like ours, where all politi- 
cal power is derived from the people, and whose 
foundations are laid in publie opinion, it is essen- 
tial that the people be truly informed of the pro- 


to the law under consideration; they viewed itas 
an arbitrary and oppressive act, dangerous to their 
freedom and happiness, and during its existence 
the public mind would never be tranquil. 

Mr. C. declined an examination into the con- 
stitutionality of the law in question. He waived 
this inquiry, because this point had been so fre- 
quently and ably discussed that it was not in his 
power to introduce any new argument. He would 
say, however, that the measure had always been 
viewed by him as a violent outrage upon the great 
charter of American rights—the Constitution— 
and from this and other causes had arisen his 
former opinion. Mr. C. was of opinion that the 
revival of the Sedition act was highly inexpedient. 
Tt would be remembered, that for eight years after 
the organization of this Government, the powers 
vested in the different Departments were exercis- 
ed without the aid of a sedition act. That great 
character who was then at the head of the Gov- 
ernment asked no such shield, and required no 


and integrity, and, thus fortified, the shafts of ca- 
lumniators can inflict no wound. 

Mr. C. remarked that the conduct of our public 
men should always be investigated; that free in- 
vestigation was inseparable from a representative 
Government, and ‘essential to its preservation ; 
that in such investigation base men might resort 
to calumny, but this was an evil which could not 
be remedied without rendering insecure a valua- 
ble privilege. Mr. C. anticipated no good that 
could flow from this act, but, on the contrary, he 
apprehended much mischief. 

Ifan Administration is honest and wise, it needs 
not the support of this law, but its existence may 
do such Administration immense injury. Awed 
by the fear of punishment, the labor of calumnia- 
tors will be veiled in secrecy, and the operations 
of detraction will be so private that a detection 
will be difficult, and truth and virtue may thus be 
assailed with success. But repeal this act, lay no 
restraint upon inquiry, and then political inves- 
tigation of every description will come boldly out, 
error may be met by truth and calumny by virtue. 

Mr. Nicnoras, in a speech of some length, op- 
posed the resolution. 

Mr. Rurievce had not intended to have raised 
his voice on the present occasion, nor should he 
now trouble the Committee, if it was not for the 
purpose of giving correction to some misstate- 
ments which had been made by the honorable 
gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Nicnotson.) In 
recapitulating the evils and mischiefs which had 
resulted from the Sedition law, he had mentioned 
as facts some of the tales of detraction and false- 
hood which had been very generally circulat- 
ed, and which, owing to popular delusion and 
credulity, had been very generally believed. 

The first in order was a pathetic history of 
a printer, who, as we are told, was a martyr to 
this law, and pursued under it to death. Mr. R. 
had often heard and read of the case of Adams, 
the printer, who, it was stated in most of our pub- 
lic prints, as it was this day stated by the member 
from Maryland, had been prosecuted under the 
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ceedings, the motives, and views of their consti- 
tuted authorities. It is the duty of the latter to 
keep in a state of purity the channels of public 
information, and to make liable to exemplary pun- 
ishments malicious persons, who, by wantonly 
disseminating unfounded suspicions, impose upon 
the understandings, inflame the passions, and mis- 
lead the judgments of their fellow-citizens. Ina 
Republican Government, where public opinion 
rules everything, it is all-important that truth 
should be the basis of public information.. Gov- 
ernment, which is the preservative of the general 
happiness and safety, cannot be secure if falsehood 
and malice are suffered to rob it of the confidence 
and affection of the people. 

Although my sole motive for rising, said Mr. 
R., was to correct the misstatements of the gen- 
tleman who had preceded me, yet, as I am up, I 
will trouble the Committee with a few remarks 
upon the observations which have been heard 
from the other side of the House. 

The member from Kentucky, (Mr. Davis,) ina 
speech in which more acrimony was exhibited 
than he usually displayed, had painted in very 
vivid colors the evils to be entailed upon us by 
the re-enacting of this law; but, after recapitulat- 
ing them, had concluded with saying “he had 
nothing to fear from it, because he was an honest 
man.” If, sir, honest men have nothing to appre- 
hend from this measure, whence all this clamor 
against it, and wherefore all this fear and horror 2 

hy sound the tocsin, and why agitate the coun- 
try, when honest men have nothing to fear? If 
this law, which subjects men to a punishment 
who publish false, scandalous, and malicious writ- 
ings against the Government, with intent to de- 
fame and to bring it into disrepute; and men who 
stir up sedition and excite unlawful combinations 
in the United States; and men who encourage 
the hostile designs of a foreign nation; I say, ifa 
law which constitutes these things crimes, and 
which gives to the accused a trial by jury, and 
gives him the privilege of giving in evidence the 
proofs of the matter contained in the libel; if such 
a law cannot, in the opinion of those who oppose 
it, produce inconvenience to honest men, I cannot 
believe that gentlemen are very much in earnest 
who so warmly deprecate its renewal—the renew- 
al of a law under which no man can suffer who 
is not convicted, by a jury, of the intention to dis- 
turb the public repose. The member from Ken- 
tucky had again introduced his favorite figure, 
and told us the sun of Federalism would shortly 
go down; he had added that quite a new order of 
things would be introduced, and said, triumphant- 
ly, everything will be burnt up, and we will begin 
again anew. Sir, the sun of Federalism will not 
decline; in spite of the whimsies of reforms, our 
Federal fabric shall endure; although its struc- 
ture may seem rude and Gothic to theoretical and 
experimental gentlemen, the great body of our 
citizens will cherish and support it. In stormy 
and tempestuous times it has sheltered their prop- 
erty and. protected their independence, and they 
will suffer. no.rude hands to violate it. Our Fed- 
eral. fabric will not be dissolved, sir; and I trust 


we shall tenant it with a practical gentleman who 
will haye judgment, taste, and genius enough to 
appreciate its integrity. Of the threatened con- 
flagration and new order of things, Lam not afraid. 
During the rage in this country of the Gallic 
mania, the friends of the Government had much 
cause for apprehension; but, thank God, sir, the 
season has passed away, and the people of. Ame- 
rica will profit by the awful and mournful lessons 
they read in the modern history of Europe; they 
will firmly resist the adoption here of theories, the 
practice of which in other countries, under the 
imposing names of reform and improvement, have 
produced subversion and ruin. — f 

Respecting the constitutionality of this law, I 
will only observe that our Judiciary (and they 
are the only appropriate judges of its constitution- 
ality) have decided, and repeatedly decided, that 
it was Constitutional. An honorable gentleman. 
from Virginia has told us that a more high and 
respectable tribunal—the people—had declared it 
unconstitutional. Sir, I am not so good a Demo- 
crat, nor so diffident of myself, as to have recourse 
to the people on the passage of every law to in- 
quire of them if it be Constitutional. As a legis- 
lator, it is sufficient for me that, with the best un- 
derstanding I can obtain of the Constitution, I 
take care not to violate it, and to know that, if, 
through error of judgment, I travel beyond the 
sphere of the Constitution, my errors will imme- 
diately be checked by a mound and barrier which 
cannot be overleaped. If any proceeding of the 
Legislature be unconstitutional, I have the conso- 
lation of knowing the Judiciary will declare it so; 
and to the decisions of our venerable and pro- 
foundly learned Judges I look up for information 
whenever the constitutionality of a law is ques- 
tioned, and not to the resolutions of popular 
and tumultuous meetings. If, upon every Con- 
stitutional doubt, we are to have recourse to the 
people, there is an end to representative Govern- 
ment. 

We have been told that this law was odious to 
the people, and that they had declared their exc- 
cration of it, Sir, the truth of this position seems 
to me more than problematical. I will never es- 
timate the sentiments of the American people by 
the opinions expressed in some sections of the 
people; as a representative of the whole, I am not 
to be governed by the will of a part; and the dis- 
content displayed in Virginia, Pennsylvania, and 
Kentucky, cannot convince me that the people 
throughout the United States were discontented 
with this law. The truth is, sir, that in those 
sections of our country where clamors have been 
raised against this law, everything is disliked and 
everything is abused which emanates from the 
Federal Government. ; 

But, respecting this law, we have evidence -of 
its not being disliked by the people generally, I 
refer to the calls made by the Legislatures of Vir- 
ginia and Kentucky on those of all the States re- 
spectively, for reprobation of this law, and to all 
of them having refused or neglected to do so. | 
regret that this law is odious to the people of Vir- 
ginia. I would wish that every act of the Gov- 
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ernment was approved by every citizen of the 
country, if such a thing were possible; but I know 
this to be impossible in a free Government. Iam 
too well acquainted, sir, with the character of 
man, to éxpect unity of sentiment among the peo- 
ple of this country respecting the conduct of a 
Government under which every man has the pri- 
vilege of expressing unreservedly whatever he 
‘thinks on political subjects. As reasonably may 
we expect the same capacity of intellect from 
every man in the community, as that all men in 
it should think alike on any one political subject. 
A diversity of sentiments among men is incidental 
to our nature, and expressing this difference of 
opinion isan illustration of our politleal freedom. 
If any honorable member of this House supposes 
the people are contented in those countries where 
no popular murmurings are heard, he deceives 
himself; theirs is the silence of the grave, and 
they are silent because they have not the power 
of complaining. 

We have been told by the gentleman before me, 
from Maryland, that a virtuous Administration 
had nothing to fear from slander and falsehood ; 
that if things said are not true, the saying of them 
cannot injure. Can this, sir, be his deliberate 
opinion? Is he justifiable, with his knowledge of 
the world, in making this assertion? Does he not 
know that virtue does not form an impenetrable 
shield against the arrows of slander? He must 
know. that calumny is too subtle to be warded off 
by the mantle of innocence. He must know that 
continued defamation will at length sully the 
fairest. reputation, and throw suspicion on the 
purest conduct. Isay, the gentleman must know 
these things; he knows it from the experience of 
the world; he knows it-also from his own expe- 
rience, as a member of the learned profession ; he 
knows that actions for slander are brought and 
sustained in our State courts at every term. 
Would he say to a client who had been robbed of 
the fairest heritage of man—his good name ; whose 
head had been pillowed with thorns, and whom 
foul calumny had stretched on the bed of torture— 
would he say to him, if you are innocent of these 
charges they will not be believed—the inno- 
cence of a mind conscious of its own rectitude 
will blunt and render harmless the arrows of slan- 
der; will make them recoil on the calumniator? 
No, sir, this would not be his language nor his 
conduct, but he would make high demands of in- 
demnification for the injury done to his constitu- 
ent, in attempting to deprive him of his good name, 
the loss of which makes man poor indeed. I know 
that such would be his course of conduct; for the 
high value he places on the high reputation he 
very deservedly: sustains, would make him pursue 
this course. His veneration for the liberty of the 
press would not make him tolerate its licentious- 
ness. He knows this demands a correction wher- 
ever they have presses, but more than anywhere 
else under a Government so peculiarly construct- 
ed as ours is, and where, if calumnies are unre- 
strained, they will produce convulsions which 
will not only be injurious to its prosperity, but de- 
structive of its existence. 


In answer to what has been repeatedly said 
about the discontents of the people, I again say, 
that for myself I am not displeased by the ebulli- 
tions of discontent which are occasionally dis- 
played in some sections of our country; for I re- 
gard them as high evidence of the freedom of my 
country, where any man who is dissatisfied with 
any of the acts of the Government may unre- 
servedly express his disapprobation, knowing 
there is none to make him afraid, if he employs 
the language of truth, or publishes what he be- 
lieves to be truth. 

Mr. Nicuo.tson explained—He trusted no gen- 
tleman would suppose the history of Adams, the 
printer, to beintentionally misstated by him. That 
his relation of it might not be erroneous, he did 
notsay. The gentleman himself it appeared was 
under the very some mistake—he acknowledged 
to have seen the circumstance in the newspapers 
as related, and to have believed it, until by a more 
intimate inquiry, when the opportunity offered to 
him, he was undeceived. He therefore could not 
blame those who had not had the opportunity of 
seeing it contradicted. Besides this misinforma- 
tion, the gentleman thought the man was dead, 
informed otherwise by a gentleman by his 
side. 

As to the case of Mr. Cooper, the gentleman 
from South Carolina corroborated the observation, 
Mr. Nicuotson said, made by him. He agreed 
that the testimony of the President was refused, 
but did not draw the same inferences. He thought 
it right but I conceive it otherwise. Mr. Cooper 
was charged with having declared that the Pre- 
sident in his answers to addresses had said such 
and such things. He was told that he must not 
rely on this as testimony. [Mr. Harper denied 
the truth of this.] Mr. Nicno.son said it certainly 
was refused in the first instance, though afterwards 
it might have been permitted to be read to the jury, 
but notas due testimony. Upon this he thought 
it proper to call for the testimony of the President 
himself, which was refused, upon the ground of 
impropriety. 

Mr. Harrer said: Asa great part, Mr. Chair- 
man, of what I have to offer to the Committee on 
this question is connected with the statement of 
abuses, which gentlemen who oppose the contin- 
uation of this law tell us have been committed in 
the course of its execution, I have chosen to offer 
itat this stage of the debate, in order that the 
correction of the errors with which those state- 
ments abound, may go forth with the errors them- 
selves. 

The objections of gentlemen, sir, to the contin- 
uation of this law, have been directed, as usual, 
against its constitutionality and its expediency. 
Those against its expediency are reducible, so far 
as I have been able to understand them, to some 
instances of oppression, which gentlemen say have 
taken place under the law. In what did this op- 
pression consist? If I understand gentlemen 
aright, they stated it to consist in the denial to 
persons who had been indicted under the law, of 
the proper time. means and opportunity of making 
their defence. The objections have been variously 
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and very indistinctly expressed, but, as far as I was 
able to understand them, this was their full 
amount. : 

Let us, then, Mr. Chairman, examine the cases 
which have been adduced as instances of this op- 
pression. Let us inquire whether they afford any 
foundation for the imputations which have been 
made on the conduct of the courts ? 

The first case is that which occurred in Phila- 
delphia last year.* In this case, we are told, the 
party was denied the means of making his de- 
fence; was prevented from adducing the testi- 
mony by which the truth of the publication for 
which he was indicted, might have been proved. 
Fortunately, sir, there are many now present, 
many honorable members fof this House, who 
were present at the trial, and can bear testimony 
to the manner in which it was conducted. They 
can testify that the party was allowed all the in- 
dulgence that he asked for, was permitted to carry 
before the jury all the evidence he chose to ad- 
duce. 

In the first place he summoned several mem- 
bers of Congress to attend as witnesses in his be- 
half. I myself was summoned. An honorable 
member from Pennsylvania who sits near me, 
(Mr. GALLATIN,) was also summoned ; and I see 
several other honorable members in their places 
who were included in thesummons. It happened 
that we were prevented from going into court as 
soon as we had intended, but we did so; and when 
we entered the court, we found the party prepar- 
ing an affidavit, or pa with one, and holding 
it in his hand, in which our testimony was stated 
to be material in his defence ; and, as our absence 
was alleged as a ground for postponing, the trial 
wenton. Why were wesummoned, sir? Nobody 
present was ignorant of the purpose. It was a 
mere trick to postpone the trial, and so universally 
understood. We were summoned in the expect- 
ation and belief that we would not attend. In 
that case our absence would have been alleged as 
a cause of postponement, and there was no diffi- 
culty about swearing that our testimony was ma- 
terial. If the trial had been postponed on this 
ground, the point would have been gained, and 
justice eluded; and if the court had refused to 
postpone it, the opportunity which had been 
sought, of abusing the court, and raising an out- 
ery about the denial of justice, would have been 
afforded. Will anyhody deny this statement? 
No, sir, nobody will presume to deny it. The 
truth flashed on all who were within the verge of 
the court. None were so blind as not to see the 
artifice; none were so shameless as not to blush 
atit. Even the spirit of party was reduced to 
silence and the most hardened votaries of faction 
hung down their heads, and were confounded at 
the detection. How, sir, did the detection take 
place? How was the design rendered thus appa- 
rent? The witnesses thus summoned with pa- 
rade, thus called from their seats in the National 
Legislature to give evidence of the trial; the wit- 
nesses whose absence, when it was hoped and be- 
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lieved that they had declined attending, was about 
to be made the ground of an application on oath 
for a postponement of the case, whose testimony 
was about to be stated on oath to be material to 
the defence; these witnesses, when they did 
come, were not examined. They remained in 
court during the whole of the trial. The party 
was informed of their being present, and when he 
had gone through all his other testimony, was ex- 
pressly asked by the court if he wished to exam- 
ine them, and he said, no. They were not exam- 
ined. Lest it should be said that through fatigue 
arising from the length of the trial, he had become 
unable to examine them, the court informed him 
that if he wished for time to refresh himself, 
there should be an adjournment of an hour or two 
for that purpose, but this indulgence he rejected, 
and still declined to examine these witnesses. 
Thus the purpose for which they had been sum- 
moned was disclosed, and it became manifest to 
all, even those most unwilling to see, that their 
being called on was a mere trick, which their un- 
expected appearance had defeated. © 

But we are told, sir, that this person was re- 
fused the opportunity of producing other testi- 
mony. What testimony? That of the President 
of the United States. And do gentlemen seri- 
ously contend that the President of the United 
States is liable to be called from the seat of Gov- 
ernment, where his high and important functions 
always require him to be, in order to travel up 
and down the United States as a witness on tri- 
als? If he may be summoned to attend one, 
he may be summoned to attend another; if he 
must go as witness into the courts of Pennsylva- 
nia, he must, on the same principle, go as a wit- 
ness into those of New Hampshire or Georgia. 
Can gentlemen be serious in contending for such 
a principle? No, sir, they are not serious; they 
cannot be serious ; and Iam firmly persuaded that 
the honorable gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
Nicuoison,) who has expressly contended for it, 
would, mutatis mutandis, be one of the first to 
discern and expose its absurdity. 

The President, moreover, was called on in this 
case to criminate himself—which the best-estab- 
lished rules of law protect every person from be- 
ing compelled to do. The party was indicted for 
a false, scandalous, and malicious libel on the 
President, whom he had accused of many atro- 
cious acts. He plead the truth of the matter in 
justification, and wished to bring the President as 
a witness to criminate himself by proving their 
result. This is forbidden by the positive rule of 
law, revived and admitted in every day’s prac- 
tice. What would be the consequence of admit- 
ting it with respect to the President? A profli- 
gate fellow would have nothing to do but to ac- 
cuse him in print of a crime, and when indicted 
for it, harass his person and degrade his office and 
character, by examining him in a court of justice, 
as to the commission of that crime, and thus 
compelling him to give an account of his whole 
private conduct and publicadministration. This 
is the principle for which gentlemen contend. 

But there was other testimony, we are told by 
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gentlemen, which this person was denied per- 
mission to adduce? What other testimony ? Cer- 
tain publications extracted from newspapers, and 
purporting to be answers of the President to vari- 
ousaddresses. Was he prevented from adducing 
them? No. He was, on the contrary, permitted 
to adduce them, and did in fact adduce them. 
He was, indeed, told by the court, and most truly 
told, that these extracts from newspapers were 
not legal evidence; but that, under the particular 
accusations of the case, he should be allowed to 
give them in evidence. He was told that he 
might read in evidence whatever he thought pro- 
per. He availed himself of this permission ‘in its 
full extent. He read those extracts in evidence. 
Indeed, the greater part of his defence, which 
lasted for nearly three hours, consisted in reading 
and commenting on the President’s answers to ad- 
dresses. 

Will any one deny this fact, sir? No; it will 
not be denied. It cannot be denied. It took place 
in the presence of many witnesses—of many who 
now hear me—and proves: incontestably, that 
greater latitude of indulgence could not possibly 
be given in making a-defence, than was given to 
this person. And. yet, sir, this is one of the in- 
stances adduced of oppression, of denial of justice, 
under the Sedition act. 

-The next instance is brought from Boston. We 
are told a. melancholy story, decorated with all 
the graces of the pathetic, about a poor innocent 
por in Boston, who was indicted under this law 

or a.libel on the Federal Government, convict- 
ed, imprisoned, and at length sunk under the cold 
and dreary dampness of a dungeon, and yielded 
up his life a victim to the tyranny of the Sedition 
act. -This dismal tale, sir, thus piteously told, is 
found to be completely destitute of truth in all its 
parts. This poor wretch, whose life fell a sacri- 
fice to the rigors of imprisonment under the Sedi- 
tion act, turns out to be still alive and in health. 
He-is found tohave been indicted ina State court, 
under a State law, and for a libel on the State 
government. By a most singular infelicity of ex- 
actness, the fact appears, in every point, to be pre- 
cisely the reverse of the story. 

The last instance is brought from Richmond. 
There, too, according to gentlemen, a person in- 
dicted under this act, was denied the opportunity 
of producing evidence in support of his justifica- 
tion. Let it be recollected, Mr. Chairman, that 
this person was indicted for a libel} so atrocious, 
that no person, except its author, has yet been 
found profligate.enough to defend or even to quote 
it. A libel, not on the administration merely of 
this Government, or on the Government itself, 
but on the nation, the Constitution, our independ- 
ence, the war of our Revolution, the patriots who 
conducted it, the character of our people and coun- 
try, and on the American name. A libel on every 
person and thing that is American, except one in- 
dividual, whom alone it dishonors by its praise ; 
whom it disgraces as far as disgrace can be in- 
flicted by the commendation of the wicked; whom 
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it places alone on that bad eminence, where not 
even a generous enemy could wish to see him 
stand. A libel, sir, which has made its supporters 
blush; which they have sedulously endeavored to 
suppress, lest it should dishonor the cause which it 
was intended to defend; which they have made to 
shun the light, and passed secretly from hand to 
hand, lest it should produce repulsion in the minds 
of those whom it was their wish to seduce. . This, 
sir, was the libel for which the person in question 
was indicted, and which he had the effrontery to 
say that he wished to prove, by the testimony of 
honorable men. He wished to call men of char- 
acter into court, and insult them by asking them 
on their oaths, whether “ The Prospect before us” 
was true. Is there one man on earth, sir, profli- 
gate and hardened enough to say that he believes 
it? Would the gentlemen whom he pretended 
thatit was his wish to summon, have appeared in 
court, and said they believed what the book con- 
tained? No, sir. One of them was in Richmond, 
and was summoned. He, sir, is a man of honor- 
able feelings, of a manly character, whose politi- 
cal prejudices and party animosities, strong as 
they are, never betrayed him into a mean, a little 
paltry action. He wassummoned, and what did 
heanswer? “Let the scoundrel run away, and I 
will pay his recognisance ; but as to appearing for 
him in court, that would be too much.” This is 
said to have been his answer; and, whether he 
gave it or not, certain it is he did not attend. The 
other persons proposed to be summoned were 
within reach, and might have been had. What 
did the court say? “You shall have a continu- 
ance till next term, if you entitle yourself to it ac- 
cording to the rules of law, by disclosing to the 
court, on affidavit, the matter which you expect 
to prove by these witnesses, and showing that it 
is material. Even without complying with these 
terms, you will have a postponement from day to 
day, in order to procure your witnesses, as long as 
the time allowed for the sitting of the court will 
admit.” But of this indulgence no use was made. 
No effort was made to procure the witnesses dur- 
ing the sitting of the court. That was not the ob- 
The object was to postpone the trial till the 
next court, under the pretence of the absence of 
witnesses; and the court recollecting the Phila- 
delphia case, where an attempt was made to prac- 
tice a similar trick, were on their guard, and very 
properly resolved to defeat it: They resolved to 
bring on the trial, unless proper and legal grounds 
for a continuance should be shown. As this could 
not be done, the trial was brought on, and the 
party convicted by an honest, responsible, and in- 
dependent jury. 

So much, Mr. Chairman, for the oppressions 
exercised under this law, and for the objections to 
its expediency. 

As to the question of constitutionality, it has 
been waived by gentlemen, very properly in my 
opinion; and I certainly shall not enter into it. 

The constitutionality of the law has been, on 
many former occasions, triumphantly established 
by arguments to which not even the semblance of 
an answer has been given. Indeed, sir, I have 


939 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


940 


H. or R. 


Sedition Act. 


January, 1801; 


never so lowly appreciated the understandings of 
those who have clamored about the unconstitu- 
tionality of this act, as to suppose that they them- 
selves believed in their objections. I have ever 
considered those objections merely as instruments 
for working on the public mind, as party expedi- 
ents for exciting discontent against those in power 
and paving the way for their dismissal. I have 
ever considered the constitutionality of the Sedi- 
tion act as a mere stalking-horse, behind which to 
fight the Administration. I believe that it has 
always been so considered by those who have used 
it; by those who have most gladly grasped, and 
most industriously wielded, a weapon whereby 
they hoped to demolish the power of their politi- 
cal adversaries, and open the way for their own. 
Hence, sir, and hence alone, the odious epithets 
which have been heaped upon it, and the tales 
fabricated about oppressions exercised in the course 
of itsexecution. Hence the charge that Congress 
had no power to make a provision, which rests on 
the same principle whereon are founded nearly 
one third of the laws in our code; and which can- 
not be distinguished, and has never been attempted 
to be distinguished, from the first section of the 
same act—the section against seditious meetings— 
about the constitutionality of which a doubt- has 
never been raised. 

We are told, sir, that the people have condemn- 
ed this act; that the people, as one gentleman has 
eloquently expressed it, “have declared their disap- 
probation in a voice of thunder.” Sir, gentlemen 
deceived themselves. They have indeed thought 
this reason a good one, and have proved that they 
thought so by the industry wherewith they have 
used it. But they greatly overrate its effects, 
which they measure by the erring standard of their 
own zeal. Let it be remembered, that this act 
was passed in the Spring of 1798; and in the Sum- 
mer and Autumn of that year, and the Spring of 
the next, when the clamor against this law was 
fresh and high, the American nation was called 
upon to express, by a general election, its sense of 
the conduct of its Representatives. Let it be re- 
membered, that the persons who were instrumen- 
tal in passing this law, never received higher or 
more general proofs of the approbation and con- 
fidence of their country, than in this election. A 
change, gentlemen say, has since happened. If 
this change be anything more than apparent, or 
at most a temporary fluctuation in popular senti- 
ment, it is owing to far other causes than the Sedi- 
tion act; causes which need not now be discussed. 
Suffice it to say, that this act has received the 
highest and most repeated proofs of approbation 
on the part of the American nation; and that in- 
dustriously as the clamor against it has been ex- 
cited. and kept up, that clamor has not been ex- 
tended beyond certain parts of the country. 

Weare called on, sir, for the reasons why this act 
should:now be continued. I will give my reasons 
most. freely. Whether they be the same with 
those which actuate the conduct of other gentle- 
men, I know not; but in my mind they deserve 
all’ consideration. - E wish to revive this law, sir, 
as‘ a: shield for the liberty of the press and the 


freedom of opinion; as a protection to myself and 
those with whom I have the happiness and the 
honor to think on public affairs, should we at any 
future time be forced, by the imbecility or the mis- 
takes of any future Administration in this country, 
to commence an opposition against it; not a fac- 
tious, profligate, and unprincipled opposition, found- 
ed on falsehood and misrepresentation, and catch- 
ing at the passions and the prejudices of the mo- 
ment; but a manly, dignified, candid and patriotic 
opposition, addressed to the good sense and vir- 
tue of the nation, and resting on the basis of argus 
ment and truth. Should that time ever arrive, as 
it may arrive, though I earnestly pray that it may 
not, I wish to have this law which allows the truth 
to be given in evidence on indictments for libels, 
{ wish to have this lawas a shield. When indict- 
ed myself, for calmly and candidly exposing the 
errors of Government and the incapacity of those. 
who govern, I wish to be enabled, by this law, to 
go before a jury of my country, and say that what 
I have written is true. I wish to interpose this law 
between the freedom of discussion and the over- 
bearing sway of that tyrannical spirit, by which 
a certain political party in this country is actuated; 
that spirit which, arrogating to itself to speak in 
the name of the people, like fanaticism arrogating 
to itself to speak in the name of God, knows nei+ 
ther moderation, mercy, nor justice; regards neither 
feeling, principle nor right; and sweeps down, with 
relentless fury, all that dares to detect its follies, 
oppose its progress, or resist its domination. It is 
my knowledge of this spirit, sir, of its frantic ex- 
cesses, its unfeeling tyranny, and its intolerable 
revenge, that makes me anxious to raise this one: 
mound between its fury and public liberty; to put 
into the hands of free discussion, one shield against 
its darts. This shield, I have little doubt, will at 
length, and perhaps very soon, be torn away; for 
the spirit of which I speak, goaded by conscious 
inferiority, stimulated to madness by the envy of 
superior talents, reputation, and virtue, knows.to 
brook, no check upon its rise, no censure upon its. 
excess. But I will not sanction my own death 
by my own voice. I will not yield one barrier: 
to freedom and the right to opinion, while I can 
defend it. I regard this law as such a. barrier, 
feeble perhaps, indeed, and ineffectual to cheek the 
progress of that tyrannical spirit which even. now 
can scarce restrain its rage; but though feeble, yet 
dear to freedom, and never to be abandoned by 
freedom’s friends. And in order to:keep up. this 
barrier to the last, I shall now, while I may, vote 
for the continuance of that law, which mitigates: 
the rigor of the common law in this respect, and. 
protects the liberty of the press and of opinion, by: 
enacting that the truth may be given in evidence: 
on indictment for libels against the Gover- 
ment. = 


Tuurspay, January 22. ; 
On motion, it was Resolved, That a committee 
be appointed to inquire into the expediency of 
making further provision to prevent the conceal 
ing or harboring of slaves escaping from one State 
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to another, and to and from the Territories of the 
United States; and that the said committee be 
authorized to report by bill, or otherwise. 

Ordered, That Mr. Nicnoison, Mr. RUTLEDGE, 
Mr. Macon, Mr. Craik, and Mr. PARKER, be ap- 
pointed a committee pursuant to the said resolu- 
tion. 

. Mr. Henry Ler, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill to provide for the better establish- 
ment of the post roads of the United States. 

On motion, it was Resolved, That Mr. Rot- 
LEDGE, Mr. Nicuovas, Mr. Griswovp, Mr. Macon, 
and Mr. Bayarp, be appointed a committee on 
the part of this House, to join such committee as 
may be appointed on the part of the Senate, to 
ascertain and report a mode of examining the 
votes for President and Vice President, and of 
notifying the persons who shall be elected of their 
election ; and to regulate the time, place, and man- 
ner of administering the oath of office to the Pre- 
sident. 


AMENDMENTS TO- THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. Nıcuoras, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the twenty-first of November last, 
a motion for amending the Constitution of the 
United States, made a report; which was read, 
” and ordered to be committed to a Committee of 
the whole House on Monday next. The report is 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States, (two-thirds of both Houses con- 
curring,) That the following articles be proposed to the 
Legislatures of the several States, as amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States: 

«1, That, after the third day of March, in the year 
one thousand eight hundred and one, the choice of 
electors of President and Vice President shall be made 
by dividing each State into a number of districts, equal 
to the number of electors to be chosen in such State, 
and by ‘the persons in each of those districts, who shall 
have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most 
numerous branch of the Legislature of such State, 
choosing one elector in the manner which the Legisla- 
ture thereof shall prescribe. 

“2. That the election of Representative to Congress, 
who are to serve after the third day of March, in the 
year one thousand eight hundred and. three, shall be 
by dividing each State into a number of districts, equal 
to the number of Representatives to which such State 
shall be entitled, and by the people within each of 
those districts who shall have the qualifications requi- 
Site for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
Legislature of such State choosing one Representative 
in the manner which the Legislature thercof shall 
prescribe.” 

The committee, to whom were referred the foregoing 
resolutions, have had the same under their considera- 
tion, and, as the result. of that consideration, beg leave 
to make the following report : 

It is conceived that it may be assumed as one of the 
most indisputable maxims of American policy, that no 
change in the Constitution of the United States be 
admitted without a well-grounded assurance of the at- 
tainment of some greater good under the proposed 
change than under the existing provisions of the Con- 
stitution. 


In relation to the-object of the first of the aforesaid 
resolutions, the existing provisions of the Constitution 
of the United States are expressed in the following 
terms: 


“Each State shall appoint, in such manner ag the 
Legislature thereof may direct, a number of electors 
equal to the whole number of Senators and Represent- 
atives to which the State may be entitled in Congress; 
but no Senator or Representative, or person holding: , 
an office of trust or profit under the United States, 
shall be appointed an elector. 

“The electors shall meet in their respective States, 
and vote, by ballot, for two persons, of whom one at 
least shall not be an inhabitant of the same State with 
themselves; and they shall make a list of all the per- 
sons voted for, and of the number of votes for each; 
which list they shall sign and certify, and transmit, 
sealed, to the seat of Government of the United States, 
directed to the President of the Senate. The President 
of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, open all the certificates, and 
the votes shall then be counted. The person having 
the greatest number of votes shall be the President, if 
such number be a majority of the whole number of 
electors appointed ; and if there be more than one who 
have such a majority, and have an equal number of 
votes, then the House of Representatives shall imme- 
diately choose, by ballot, one of them for President ; 
and if no person have a majority, then, from the five 
highest on the list, the said House shall, in like man- 
ner, choose the President. But in choosing the Presi- 
dent, the votes shall be taken by States, the representa- 
tion from each State having one vote; a quorum for 
this purpose shall consist of a member or members 
from two-thirds of the States, and a majority of all the 
States shall be necessary to a choice. In every case, 
after the choice of the President, the person having the 
greatest number of votes of the electors shall be the 
Vice President. But if there should remain two or 
more who have equal votes, the Senate shall choose 
from them, by ballot, the Vice President. 

“ The Congress may determine the time of choosing 
the electors, and the day on which they shall give their 
votes; which day shall be the same throughout the 
United States.” 


Under the latitude of expression used in the forego- 
ing provisions, considerable variety of practice has been 
found to prevail, not only in the different States, but at 
different periods in the same States. The modes adopted 
may be considered as capable of designation under two 
general descriptions: the one an appointment of elect- 
ors by popular vote ; the other, an appointment of elect- 
ors by legislative choice. 

In each mode considerable varieties have prevailed. 
Under the first general mode, the States have heen 
sometimes divided into districts, in proportion to the 
number of electors to be appointed in each State re- 
spectively; and the inhabitants of each district, having 
the right of suffrage, have appointed, by vote, the elector 
for such district, respectively, nearly in the manner pro- 
posed by the first resolution referred to your committee. 
In other instances, the whole people of a State, having 
the right of suffrage, have appointed, by general vote, 
such number of electors as the State was respectively 
entitled to. The electors appointed under the latter 
modification have been sometimes taken from the body 
of the pcople at large, in other instances, they have 
been selected from certain districts or divisions of the 
State, in conformity with certain previous legislative 
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xequisitions. In cases of death, absence, or other disa- 
ability of electors appointed by popular vote, provisions 
have been made by law, in the same States, to supply 
the vacancies which might be occasioned by such acci- 
dents, by means of a legislative choice. 

Under the other general mode of appointment, the 
electors in some States have been appointed by a joint 
ballot of both Houses of the Legislature. In some 


means have been, or probably can be found, for preven- 


tion or remedy. 

The liability of the mode proposed to such abuses 
cannot be made more manifest than by a brief review 
of the essential details of that mode. 

To carry into effect the mode proposed to be exclu- 
sively established, every State must necessarily be divi- 
ded into a number of districts in proportion to the num- 


instances, the electors appointed by legislative choice | ber of electors to be appointed in each State, respect- 
*have been taken from the body of the people at large | ively. These districts must, of necessity, be again 
without previous limitation; in other instances, from a sub-divided, for the convenient reception of the votes 
restricted list, nominated in certain proportions by cach | of the people. Authority must be delegated to one or 


House of the Legislature, respectively. 

In the same States one general mode of appointment | 
has prevailed at one time, and another general mode at 
another time; the changes having been made as well | 
from one general mode as from the other. i 

Such are the existing provisions of the Constitution į 
‘ef the United States, and such has been the practice 
under these provisions. The modes thus used are pre- 


more officers in every sub-division of every electoral 
district throughout the United States for the purpose 
of receiving those -votes. ` 
Amidst so great a variety of officers thus to be in- 
trusted, it would be against the calculations of all expe- 
rience to suppose there would not be found some who 
might be reasonably suspected of a liability to the devi- 
ations of error, if not to those of a worse nature. No 


sumed to have been within the legitimate construction | government upon earth has, or can have, competent 


of the Constitution, since the votes of electors appointed 
under almost every variety of these modes have been 
admitted in former elections of President and Vice Pre- 
sident of the United States. The latitude of expres- 
sion used in those provisions, and the variety of modes 
practically adopted under them, seem to have been con- 
sidered in the first of the resolutions referred to your 
committee as inconveniences which ought to be reme- 
died. 

Your committee are persuaded that the provisions of 
the Constitution of the United States can, in no in- 
stance, be reasonably considered as mere pleonasms or 
inadvertencies; and, therefore, that the particular phra- 
seology used on the above subject, was not adopted 
without due consideration. Your committee are equal- 
ly persuaded that the varieties which have practically 
taken place under the terms used, are not beyond the 
contemplation of those who framed the Constitution. 
These varieties, it is reasonable to suppose, were fore- 
seen, and, being foreseen, were viewed not without 
favor, as the best means of enabling the people of the 
United States to combine the advantages of experience 
with the speculations of theory in relation to this ac- 
knowledgedly the most difficult part of their Govern- 
ment in the adjustment, so that they may ultimately 
settle down into one uniform mode within Constitu- 
tional limits, not from Constitutional restriction, but 
from the convictions of reason founded on experience. 

The mode proposed to be exclusively established | 
being clearly within the expressions of the Constitu- | 
tion, if upon experience and comparison with other 
modes, equally within those expressions, it shall be 
found to possess superior advantages, or, possessing 
equal advantages, to be liable to fewer or less consider- 
able inconveniences, your committee will not distrust 
the good sense of the people of the United States, in 
ultimately selecting this mode without Constitutional 
restraint, as their uniform mode of electing the Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States. 

Your committee hold it foreign to their duty to enter 
into a comparative view of the merits and demerits of 
the various modes which have been or may be adopted 
under the existing provisions of the Constitution of the 
United States; they hold it sufficient to authorize the 
rejection of any proposition for the exclusive establish- 
ment of any particular mode, if such mode shall, upon 
candid examination, be found liable to serious abuses 
of most dangerous consequence to the public peace; 
against which abuses, under such mode, no practicable 


knowledge of so great a variety of individuals, as 
to insure, through the cautiousness of appointment, 
against such deviations in all instances. Absolute pre- 
vention, then, is not to be expected. 

The votes of some, possessing the right of suffrage, 
may be rejected; the votes of others, not possessing 
the right of suffrage, may be admitted; whether such 
rejection or admission proceed from error of judgment, 
or from design, it will equally lay the foundation of a 
contested or disputed election between the candidates 
for the electorship. 

When the votes of the several sub-divisions of an 
electoral district have been taken, the polls, or lists of 
those votes, must be brought together for an addition 
and comparison; and a return must be made of the 
person appointed an elector. Whether that return be 
made by the officers (authorized originally to receive 
the votes) in a collective body, or whether it be made 
by some other authority, to which those officers may be 
directed to transmit the polls or lists of the votes taken 
by them, there may (amidst the conflict of passions, 
too likely to prevail on such occasions) too probably be 
found means of suppressing the polls, or lists of votes 
of some of the sub-divisions of a district, or of prevent- 
ing or delaying the transmission thereof; so that one 
man might be returned in apparent conformity with 
law, the elector of a district, when, in reality, another 
may have been appointed by the people of that district. 

The common experience of elective governments 
evinces that cases, such as those above suggested, are 
by no means out of the course of probable occurrence. 
Instances of disputed elections, contested upon similar 
grounds, frequently occur in ordinary legislative bodies, 
notwithstanding the knowledge that a remedy exists 
within the scope of the power of those bodies. The 
protracted periods of their sessions give time for invest- 
igating and deciding upon the merits of such contested 
elections. The knowledge of the practicability of such 
remedy probably tends to discourage the greater fre- 
quency of such occurrences. 

But the bodies of electors in each State, respectively, 
from the necessarily restricted periods of their sessions, 
are incapacitated to collect the necessary evidence, and 
to pursue such other steps as are essential to the inves- 
tigation of and decision upon the merits of a contested 
election of one of their members, were they otherwise 
competent thereto. Those, therefore, who may be re- 
turned electors, whether duly and really appointed or 
not, will, in practice, exercise the important functions 
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of electors of the President and Vice President of the 
United States. No practicable remedy against such 
abuses appears to exist in the present stage of the pro- 
posed system; a knowledge of the defect of such reme- 
dy, moreover, it is to be feared, might act as an addi- 
tional temptation to the frequency of abuse. 

The votes of the electors in the several States are 
next to be rendered by ballot, and, when so rendered, 
they are to be transmitted in the form of certificates, 
giving the result of the ballot to certain officers of the 
Government of the United States. When the period 
arrives for opening those certificates, and counting the 
votes in the presence of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, if error or abuse shall 
have taken place, no means exist (in case the ballot be 
in favor of more than two persons as President and 
Vice President) for discriminating between the votes of 
those who shall have been duly appointed and returned, 
and those who shall have been defectively appointed 
and unduly returned as electors. To set aside votes 
given by persons not duly appointed, and consequently 
wanting the competent authority of electors, no course 
presents itself in such case, save that of vacating the 
whole ballot, of which the defective vote or votes may 
be a component part. Thus, to deprive a State of all 
participation in the election of the President and Vice 
President of the United States, on account of the de- 
fective appointment of one or a few of its electors, would 
be a serious and painful duty. To vacate such ballot, 
and thereby to deprive those candidates for whom the 
sound votes of such ballot may have been given, of the 
aid of that ballot, in order at the same time to destroy 
the effect of the unsound votes, might result in giving 
to others a priority, to which, if effect could be given to 
the teally sound votes, those others might not be enti- 
tled. This also presents an embarrassing consideration. 

The vacation of a ballot, composed of sound and de- 
fective votes, ought to be the result of uniform princi- 
ple; it ought to take place on all occasions where a 
discrimination cannot be made, or on none. Not to 
vacate such ballot, but to permit the election of a Chief 
Magistrate to be carried, on any occasion, by the aid of 
one or more defective votes, would be to hazard, in a 
most eminent degree, the peace of the Union. It is of 

. the last importance to the happiness of the people of 
the United States, that a complete conviction should 
prevail at all times thatthe person who may be elected 
Chief Magistrate of the Union has been really elected 
by electors duly and really. appointed by those having 
competent authority for that purpose. It were painful 

` to anticipate the consequences which would too proba- 
bly attend a disputed election to the Presidency; those 
consequences might be more calamitous than can be 
foreseen. 

A mode of electing the President and Vice President 
of the United States, which might at once combine the 
expression of the public sentiments of the people of the 
respective States, with a perfect assurance of the due 
appointment of the electors for that important purpose, 
is a discovery greatly to be desired; that such mode 
may be found, under the present provisions of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and will be discovered 
by the good sense of the American people, when aided 
by further experience, is confidently hoped. Under 
such circumstances, to adopt exclusively the mode pro- 
posed by the first resolution referred to your committee, 
might not only preclude the advantages of further ex- 
perience, and the adoption of a more eligible mode, but 
might tend to perpetuate, as well as to render more 
frequent the occurrence of those exceptionable incidents 


which have been before suggested, and for which it is 
difficult, if not impracticable, to find adequate and con- 
venient means of prevention or remedy. 

These considerations induce your committee to pre- 
fer the existing provisions of the Constitution of the 
United States to the change proposed by the first of 
the resolutions referred to them. 

In relation to the second resolution referred to your 
committee, they report, that the objects directly con- 
templated therein are already within the limits of the 
Legislative authority of the Government of the United 
States. To convert a Constitutional provision for the 
exercise of Legislative authority, to which recurrence 
may be had at all times, and under which such modifi- 
cations may be introduced, from time to time, as the 
public good or convenience may require, in the ordi- 
nary forms of legislation, into a specific Constitutional 
prescription, seems to be both superfluous and incon- 
venient. 

The adoption of the change proposed in the second 
resolution would also, in the opinion of your commit- 
tee, indirectly tend to withdraw from the Government 
of the United States its existing control over the ap- 
pointment of one of its most essential branches, and to 
vest that authority exclusively in the State Govern- 
ments. Such arrangement might produce consequences 
not contemplated, and too unpleasant to be anticipated. 
Your committee, therefore, conceive it to be inexpedi- 
ent to adopt the proposed change on this subject, and 
submit the following resolutions to the consideration of 
the House: 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient to change the Con- 
stitution of the United States, in the manner proposed. 
by the first of the aforesaid resolutions, in relation to 
the election of the President and Vice President of the 
United States. 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient to change the Con- 
stitution of the United States, in the manner proposed 
by the second of the aforesaid resolutions, in relation 
to the election of members of the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States. 


SEDITION ACT. 


The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the unfinished business of yesterday, which 
was a resolution reported by the Committee of Re- 
visal and Unfinished Business, for continuing in 
force an act commonly called the Sedition law. 

Mr. Bayarp said that after what had fallen 
from gentlemen who opposed the revival of the 
Sedition law, it became necessary for its former 
friends to support it in their own Justification. 

He thought, from a consideration of the nature 
of the law and the crimes it was intended to pun- 
ish, viz: false, scandalous, and malicious libels, it 
was surprising it should meet with any opposi- 
tion. Is it, he said, no crime falsely and mali- 
ciously to asperse the Government of the country? 
From the enormity of the offence, and the extent 
of the injury, it was necessary to make examples 
of such offenders in order to deter others. Were 
he in a despotic country, he would feel but little 
anxiety about this subject; but in this country 
we stand on different ground. Our Government 
depends much upon the opinion of the people. 
To mislead or corrupt public opinion, is to sap the 
pillars which support the Government, and pro- 
duce its ruin. 
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Gentlemen say, and pretend to think, there is 
no necessity for a law of this kind; that the good 
sense of the people will prevent the evils appre- 
hended from false publications. It is, however, 
found that the most intelligent are deceived in this 
way. When falsehoods are stated in newspapers 
as facts, and remain uncontradicted, what chance 
is there for their not being believed? The gen- 
tleman from Maryland, (Mr. Nichouson,) was 
himself so far deceived and deluded that he ven- 
tured to state to the Committee one of these asser- 
tions as a fact. This is adduced to show in a 
strong point of light the necessity for such a law. 
Mr. B. had as much confidence as other gentle- 
men in the good sense, integrity, and patriotism 
of the people, when not misinformed. To pre- 
vent this is the object of the law; that newspa- 
pers may thus be made the channels of truth, pun- 
ishment is only to be inflicted when known false- 
hood is maliciously published. Can this be called 
no crime? Can any one say a man may falsely, 
wickedly, and maliciously publish things with a 
view to destroy the Government, and yet not be 
amenable to justice? 

It is allowed that Government has power to 
punish insurrections, and even combinations to 
prevent the execution of the laws. If this may 
be done, should not the instruments of insurrec- 
tion and illegal combinations also be punished ? 
May we not strike at the root of the evil? May 
not false publications produce insurrections? In 
his opinion, there would have been no insurrec- 
tion-in this country, had it not been for the publi- 
cation of false, scandalous, and malicious libels. 
Unless provided against, the time may come when 
the country will be deluged with evils occasioned 
by such falsehoods. 

The gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Nicuo.as,) 
opposed the law as essentially wrong both in theo- 
ry and practice. Mr. B. then entered on a review 
of the cases in which it had been carried into 
practice. Respecting Callendar’s trial he knew 
but little. The doctrine advanced by the court 
was a very alarming one in the opinion of the 
gentleman from Virginia. The jury had aright 
to decide upon the law and fact, but not upon the 
constitutionality of the law; the judge was there- 
fore authorized in prohibiting any argument on 
that point. 

He then took a view of the case, in which, it 
was said, an honorable gentleman of that House 
had been fined in a large sum, and confined ina 
loathsome dungeon. What, he inquired, was the 
object in mentioning that case? A libel was 
published against the Government; a jury of the 
country declared it to be false, scandalous, and 
malicious, and yet the punishment is complained 
of asa hardship! As well might we be told of 
hardship when a felon suffers for his crime; or 
that it was hardship when a vote was taken for 
expelling the honorable gentleman from this 
House. 


‘Will you say that the judge and jury were cor-. 


rupt?. The House by a vote sanctioned their de- 
cision... He was convicted by a fair trial, and if 
the court did wrong, so did this House. If the 


court, acting under oath, entered so far into party 
prejudice as to neglect their duty, why not im- 
peach the judges? It is improper to cite these 
authorities when the judges cannot justify them- 
selves, This is a case of real hardship. Why do 
not gentlemen come forward and impeach the 
judges if they have done wrong? They are not 
above the justice of the country. It would be 
administered even against, them. They are said 
to be under party prejudices. Mr. B. believed 
they could be trusted. He never suspected them 
of doing wrong; full evidence should be adduced 
of it prior to its being believed. Will gentlemen 
say there is no chance for impeachment, because 
a majority jin both Houses are biased by the same 
party prejudices? What is the amount of this 
argument? Those who think with me are im- 
partial; those who differ from me are under party 
prejudice. Mr. B. believed the gentlemen op- 
posed to him sincere in their intentions. He also. 
believed the judges were sincere; that they had 
been correct in their principles. He was war- 
ranted in what he said by the charges made 
against them being groundless. ; 

The charges delivered by the judges have been 
complained of. The object of the charges has 
been to inculcate a love of order and good gov- 
ernment. This might be party prejudice in the 
opinion of some gentlemen; if so, he must still 
applaud the judges. 

It is said, the law is unconstitutional. He 
thought asound mind might be intuitively con- 
vinced of the contrary. If such a law is neces- 
sary to preserve and continue the Constitution, it 
is Constitutional. It is necessary to defend the 
Government from the attempts of assassins. If 
you allow the Government to be brought into 
contempt, the Constitution will become a base- 
less fabric, and in time will vanish away. The 
right to make such a law he thought was clearly 
and expressly given in the 8th section of the 1st 
article of the Constitution, which says, “Congress 
“shall have power to make all laws which shall 
‘be necessary and proper for carrying into execu- 
‘tion the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
‘vested by this Constitution in the Government 
‘of the United States, or in any department or 
‘officer thereof.” In his opinion, the law is so 
essentially necessary, that without it the Govern- 
ment. would be paralyzed and stripped of all đe- 
fence. He thought it unnecessary to trouble the 
House with further argument, as those offered 
were sufficient in his opinion; he knew of no 
stronger ones. 

Mr. B. was of opinion, that if this law is per- 
mitted to expire, the common law will be in force, 
by which fine and imprisonment are unlimited, 
and truth is not allowed to be given in justifica- 
tion. By some it is denied to be the law of the 
land. It ought to be remembered that the com- 
mon law is the parent not only of the liberty of 
this country, but of England and all Europe. 
How differently, he said, we feel from what our 
ancestors did who were ready to spill the last drop 
of their blood in its defence! To the common 
law we owe the trial by jury, and many other 
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rights; yet-it is reprobated. Is it not the boast | ment, it is said, “But the party convicted shall 
even of Virginia? Was it not objected to the | ‘nevertheless be liable and subject to indictment, 
Constitution in the Virginia Convention, that it | ‘trial, judgment, and punishment, according to 


did not recognise the common law? The Con- | ‘law.” 


stitutions of all the States are predicated on the 
common law, which is made up of the rules of 


It could be only the common law here 
referred to. 
In cases of impeachment, how would Senators 


right reason, founded on the experience of ages.! form their opinion? The Constitution has given 


If courts are not bound by the common law, they 
must be governed by their own arbitrary will. If 
the common law is not binding, there is no law, and 
gentlemen surely cannot dream of liberty without 
law. If we are governed without law, it is des- 
potism, whether government is by the will of one 
ormany. Were we left to the will of courts we 
should be in a state of uncertainty ; we should be 
liable to suffer from caprice, vice, folly, and every 
weakness. The existence of the common law is 
of immense importance; without it, the Consti- 
tution would be a mere skeleton, devoid of sinews 
and nerves, and incapable of motion. 

Gentlemen seem to suppose. they have started 
an insuperable difficulty by asking. what period 
you will fix on for taking the common law, and 
with or without the modifications of different 
statutes, : 

He would take it as taken by the States. with 
no more difficulties than our ancestors took it. 
It was no difficult matter to draw the line. He 
would take it at the adoption of the Constitution, 
as modified by the statutes of the States. What 
objection could be made to this? Was there 
more cause of alarm at its being adopted by the 
United States courts than in the courts of the dif- 
ferent States, where they love the common law ? 
They cannot surely object to it as it is dispensed 
in all the courts. 

To paralyze the General Government, and con- 
fide all power to the State courts, isa system in- 
variably pursued by some gentlemen on this floor. 
He was not, therefore, surprised that they should 
wish it not to be the law of the courts of the 
United States. We must, however, have one of 
the two alternatives; take the common law or 
have no law. The courts must be either despotic, 
or bound by the common law. 

If a government were given to this Territory, 
and a Judiciary established, it would be under the 
common law. "Whenever a constitution is formed, 
itis bottomed on the idea of the common law 
being in existence. The ancient opinion was that 
the common law was the law of the United 
States. Now, judges are called despots for de- 
ciding by it. This is the novel opinion which 
should be scouted from the floor of the House. 

Mr. B. referred gentlemen to the 11th article of 


the amendments to the Constitution, which says, | 


“No fact, tried by a jury, shall be otherwise re- 
“examined in any court of the United States, than 
‘according to the rules of the common law.” 
Here the existence of the common law is recog- 
nised, unless the article is without meaning. 

Suppose a man convicted of treason,and a mo- 
tion made for a new trial, must not the determi- 
nation be by the rules of common law? 

In the third section of the tenth article of the 
Constitution, after defining the extent of judg- 


| 


no direction as tothe manner of conducting them. 
The common law only could direct. 

Persons can be impeached only for offences 
against the United States. After conviction, they 
may be punished by law; certainly the common 
law, and that part of it which relates to criminal 
cases. 

Again, in the same article, felony and breach of 
the peace are spoken of; how are these to be de- 
fined? Only by thecommon law. In defining a 
breach of the peace there arè many nice distinc- 
tions. 

Mr. B. said he could cite many other cases, but 
they were not necessary. He would, however, 
refer gentlemen to the opinions given in the course 
of legislation, which was a fair mode of con- 
struction. 

Those who first had the Government of the 
United States in their hands proceeded upon the 
opinion that the common law was the law of the 
land. In one place they recognise the right of 
common-law remedy. In the act establishing the 
Judiciary they say, “ The circuit courts shall have 
‘concurrent jurisdiction in all suits at common 
“law.” 

Mr. B. concluded by saying: If I am correct in 
my position that the common law is the law of 
the land, the Sedition law ought to be continued, 
because it limits and softens the penalties in cases 
of libels, which are very harsh according to the 
common law. The gentleman from Virginia has 
rightly appreciated my motives in wishing to re- 
new this law, when a different administration is 
to take charge of the public welfare. 

Mr. GaLuatin said it had been his intention 
not to rise again on this subject, but as the gen- 
tleman from Delaware had said, that if this law 
is not continued in force, the common law will 
be the law of the land, he would make a few ob- 
servations. As to the constitutionality of the 
law, it is alleged to be necessary for carrying into 
operation certain defined powers of the Constitu- 
tion. Surely this law cannot be necessary to 
carry into effect these defined powers, if the com- 
mon law will remain in existence according to 
the gentleman’s opinion. He rests much upon the 
necessity of it to protect the Government from 
slander. Mr. G. supposed the evils arising from 
this source were not so much to be dreaded as 
those which would result from the attempt to 
punish slander. He wished to know whata false, 
scandalous, and malicious libel is. If punish- 
ment could be confined to those only who pub- 
lished as facts what was unsupported by truth, he 
would not think the law improper. It could not, 
however, be denied that recourse must be had 
merely to the opinion of the judges respecting 
things of very difficult definition. ; 

The gentleman from Delaware had entered 
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largely into the discussion of what had never 
been denied, that the common law is in some 
measure the law of the land. But after he had 
paid every encomium to the common law he al- 
lowed it to be harsh in respect to libels. ; 

The Sedition act says truth shall be given in 
evidence, the gentleman supposed that without 
that provision the judges would be bound to de- 
cide by the common law. He thinks, too, that it 
has gone further, by allowing the jury to deter- 
mine the law and the fact, as in other cases. This 
supposes they had not this right before. Then as 
to libels the common law is contradictory to its 
usual allowance. 

In a cause of this kind in England,a judge gave 
it in charge to the jury that they were only to in- 
quire whether a certain paper was printed and 
published by the accused. As well might he ina 
case of murder tell them they were only to in- 
quire whether the accused had killed the man, 
without any attention to the criminality of his 
intention. 

Mr. G. did not think the courts of the United 
States would at once assume jurisdiction over 
libels, according to the common law, in case this 
act was not revived. 

The gentleman from Delaware had mentioned 
the case of a member of this House who had 
been punished under the Sedition law, and con- 
sidered the vote given for his expulsion as a sanc- 
tion of the decision of the judge and jury. In 
such instances the Constitution declared that two- 
thirds were necessary for a decision. This was 
provided on the principle that such might be the 
prevalence of party spirit, that a majority would 
agree to tena without well-grounded reasons. 
The vote was, therefore, a nullity, as two-thirds 
did not agree to it. Mr. G. considered laws of 
this kind as the means of introducing party views 
into courts of justice; and that it was only in 
such cases that any danger of partiality was to be 
apprehended ; here it is to be apprehended, un- 
less you can suppose judges become different men 
merely by being placed on the bench. It is also 
certain that the jury must be composed of one or 
the other party, and is, therefore, incompetent to 
decide upon opinions. He did not suppose them 


intentionally doing wrong. Heasked if any gen- | 


tleman in the House would be willing to be tried 
for a libel by a jury chosen from the members of 
it who are of different political opinions? He 
confessed he would not. 


is not legal evidence. He cannot summon the 
President. Thus, though truth be on his side, he 
cannot give it in evidence. This shows how dif- 
ficult it is to carry such laws into effect without 
oppression. Thus the provision that truth may 
be given in evidence is rendered useless. 

Finally it is said that as it is upon public opin- 
ion our Government depends, the public opinion 
should be guarded from corruption. What, he 
asked, is meant by saying the Government de- 
pends upon public opinion? Surely it is not in- 
tended to mean whether there shall be a Govern- 
ment or not. It can only relate to the persóns 
who administer the Government. It depends 
wholly on the public opinion, who shall adminis- 
ter the Government, but. not whether there shall 
or shall not be a Government. 

Mr. G. contended that the common law is mod- 
ified by different Governments. To suppose that 
truth should not be given in evidence was incon- 
sistent with the nature of our Government; and 
if this law did not exist, the common law would 
be thus modified in this country. 

If the existence of this law had been found to 
correct public opinion it would be well to continue 
it. In this country, he said, opinions were divi- 
ded between two sets of men, and the people will 
vote for those who they conceive will best answer 
their views. Mr. G. could not see how this law 
would correct or render pure the ‘channels of in- 
formation, if only certain kinds of libels were 
punished. How, he asked, has it been executed ? 
Only by punishing persons of politics different 
from those of the administration. Ithas not pre- 
vented the corruption of public opinion, accord- 
ing to the explanation which the gentlemen in 
favor of the law have themselves given of those 
words. If the Sedition law was adopted only as 
apart of defensive measures, it is no longer neces- 
sary. 

Mr. Oris said, that when the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Gatuatin,) who had last 
risen, contended that the law which the resolution 
intended to revive, provided for the punishment 
of opinions, as well as of actions, he spoke a lan- 


‘guage quite unintelligible to him. This senti- 


ment had been often repeated, and he would test 
its soundness by an appeal to the gentleman him- 
self. Would that gentleman, however unfavora- 
ble his opinions may be of the Administration of 
this country, consent to adopt any of the methods 
described in the act to express his censure ? Would 


The gentleman from South Carolina had said, | not he, or any other gentleman of his party, blush 


that in a certain trial the judge had permitted a 
book or newspaper to be read, although it was 
notlegal evidence. This shows that the accused 
was at the mercy of the judge, since he could 
not claim it as a right. 

The same gentleman had spoken of the impro- 
priety of the President being summoned as a wit- 
hess. Suppose a person is accused of having 
written and published a false and malicious libel, 
in which he states that the President has ex- 
pressed certain opinions; on the trial he says, I 
will prove the truth of my assertions; how is it 
to be done? By printed declarations? No; that 


and be ashamed to publish a writing, false, scan- 
daious, and malicious? He presumed the answer 
must be affirmative. Yet that gentleman would 
not and did not hesitate to declare opinions inju- 
rious to the Government; he was not afraid to 
express any sentiments which he entertained upon 
this subject, without an idea of incurring the pen- 
alties of thisact. This, then, Mr. O. contended, 
was a fair standard to try the meaning and extent 
of the provisions in this act, and to show that 
they did not apply to matters of opinion. Cases 
indeed might possibly arise in which the mere 
forms of expressing opinions might be adopted as 
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the disguise of an intended libel. A man might 
choose to think everything that is infamous and 
atrocious, and to publish his thoughts without a 
fact to justify them. In other words, positive as- 
sertions might be conveyed under the assumed 
form of opinions to evade the law. In these cases 
his cunning ought not to serve for his protection, 
but still the law did not restrain free investigation, 
nor even the most acrimonious censures of the 
measures of Government, unless they are false- 
hoods direct, scandalous, and malicious. 

Mr. O. professed his admiration at the dexterity 
with which the opponents of the resolution had 
contrived to shift the burden of proof from their 
own shoulders to those of its friends, by leading 
them insensibly into a discussion of the original 
merits of the measure. He understood it to be an 
agreed point in the first stage of the debate, to 
waive all argument in relation to the constitution- 
ality of the act, and simply to consider its expe- 
diency. But this ground is changed by degrees, 
and principles and arguments which have been 
frequently canvassed to the bottom, aré once more 
brought into view. He didnot, however, feel it 
incumbent on him to follow gentlemen upon this 
ground. He would not, at this time of day, per- 
mit himself to be seduced into a new argument 
upon the constitutionality of the measure. It was 
sufficient for him, that, on former occasions, he 
had not shrunk from this discussion. It was suf- 
ficient for him, that a glance at the Constitution 
demonstrated its powers to extend to all cases in 
law and equity, arising under the Constitution, 
and that this word, law, intends the common law, 
without which whole phrases, as well as many 
technical terms contained in that instrument, must 
remain destitute of interpretation. ‘But above all 
it was a sufficient answer on this occasion, that 
the wisdom of a former Legislature, composed of 
a majority of the present members, after great 
deliberation, had adopted this law, as a safeguard 
against the rapid progress of an unparalleled li- 
centiousness, which threatened the subversion of 
the Constitution. When it is considered, further, 
that this House has, in two instances, affirmed 
the constitutionality of this most salutary law; 
once by rejecting a resolution to repeal it, and 
once by sanctioning the judgment of a court in 
the case of the member from Vermont; was it 
reasonable to expect that a majority would be 
formed ready to abandon a doctrine to which they 
had, with such solemnity, subscribed their assent? 
For these reasons, said Mr. O., we are acquitted 
from all obligation to justify the act upon the 
principles which gave it birth, and in my turn I 
call on gentlemen to prove the mischiefs and 
grievances which have sprung from it. Let them 
show that it has been used as an instrument of 
oppression, and the scourge of innocence. Let 
them demonstrate its inexpediency from the prac- 
tice that has arisen under it, and if they succeed 
in this attempt, then, indeed, with a good counte- 
nance, they may call on us to rescind it. 

What then, said Mr. O., are the mischievous 
consequences that have resulted from this act? 
‘What are the abuses which are incident to its 


operation? Twoarguments are principally relied 
on by the gentlemen from Virginia and Pennsyl- 
vania. They contend that there exists a moral 
incompetency in our Federal courts to decide 
causes of this description with impartiality; and 
again they say, with the gentleman from Mary- 
land, that the law has been executed with rigor. 
But why are the Judges of the Federal Courts 
disqualified to decide upon cases of this nature ? 
It is answered that they owe their appointments 
to the President, and are naturally inclined to 
support the side that may be supposed most con- 
genial with his feelings and interests. In vain we 
reply to this suggestion, that although the Presi- 
dent appoints the Judge, yet the tenure of his 
office is perfectly independent, and his salary per- 
manent. This is true, say gentlemen, but he may 
be a candidate for the office of Chief Justice, or 
for a foreign mission. Now, it happens unfortu- 
nately for this argument, that not one of the judges 
who has yet presided at a trial fora libel has been 
either promoted to the office of a Chief Justice, 
or sent upon a foreign mission. This species of 
reward must therefore be allowed to be a very 
precarious compensation for a violation of oaths 
and an abandonment of duty. Sir, arguments 
like these are a satire upon the nature of man, and 
his capacity to frame a Constitution; when you 
have selected men of talents and tried integrity 
for judicial stations, and rendered them independ- 
ent by ample salaries. you have done all that 
human prudence can devise, and you have done 
enough. 

With equal justice, said Mr. O., might it be pre- 
tended in the present case that our courts are not 
competent to try an action of debt where the Pre- 
sident is interested, or an assault and battery upon 
his person, or a riot, or combination, to obstruct 
him in the discharge of his official duties. In 
these cases your judges would be equally liable 
to the influence of an unjust partiality, if such 
partiality could be presumed. But the objection 
of incompetency extends not merely to the judges. 
The jurors are also disqualified for an impartial 
discharge of their duty. They are returned by 
the marshals, who are appointed by the President. 
I repeat, sir, that this argument is unfortunate in 
the quarter whence it proceeds. It is in those 
parts of the Union only where this law is obnox- 
1ous that the marshals have this power of return- 
ing jurors; a power derived from their State 
laws, which they may change at pleasure, and 
which the laws of the Union do not affect. 

Let us then advert, Mr. Chairman, to the cases 
which have been noticed as instances of the rigor- 
ous operation of this law. In the case alluded to 
by the gentleman from Virginia, it is said that 
the people of that State were astonished at the 
extraordinary proceedings of the presiding Judge. 
But where the cause of the astonishment con- 
sisted, the gentleman does not explain. The 
question, however, is not whether that Judge was 
singular, or even mistaken, in some of his opin- 
ions or rules of proceeding, but whether substan- 
tial justice was done on the trial. Will the gen- 
tleman tell us the people of that State consider 
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the sentence unjust or the punishment severe 2! 
Do they accredit the charges contained in the 
book of that most infamous culprit? Will they 
countenance the atrocious falsehoods for which 
he was punished? I think too well of the people 
of Virginia to believe this to be possible. The 
case from Pennsylvania has been thoroughly 
sifted and explained by my friend from South 
Carolina, who was present at thetrial. In regard 
to the other case of a member from Vermont, I 
forbear to make any remarks, the circumstances 
of it being recent and familiar to the recollection 
of the House. It was not my wish to allude to it. 
If that member enjoys the serenity of an approv- 
ing conscience, it shall not be disturbed by me; 
but if, on the other hand, past scenes are with him 
a source of pain and regret, I will not plant with 
my finger an additional thorn in his bosom. 

We come now, Mr. Chairman, to the case of 
the Boston printer—to the poor, unhappy man, 
who died a martyr, and is now alive. Two per- 
sons of the same name were concerned in publish- 
ing the Boston Chronicle, one of them the osten- 
sible owner and editor of the paper; the other, the 
superintendent of the business. A very gross libel 
appeared in that paper, for which the editor was 
perhaps recognised to answer, but was never 
brought to trial. He was in the last stage of a 
consumption, and was finally arrested, not by the 
Marshal of the district, but by that grim messenger 
whose mandate strikes terror to the heart of the 
false and malicious libeller. He died in his own 
house, and peace to his ashes. The other party, 
who conducted the business of the office, was at 
length arraigned for the offence. 
upon the Sedition law, not in a court of the United 
States, but upon that good old wholesome com- 
mon law, to which the people of our country cling 
as the charter of their most precious right; a law, 
sir, by which we yet hope to preserve our religion, 
our morals, and our ancient habits. He was con- 
victed, not by a jury returned by a marshal, but 
by the verdict of twelve honest men, chosen by 
lot from the whole town in which he dwells, and 
he was sentenced to imprisonment for a short pe- 
riod, I believe not more than two months. certain- 
ly not exceeding four. This, Mr. Chairman, is 
the case selected as an instance of the most cruel 
oppression of this law. This is the man who, 
until within a few hours, was thought, not only 
by the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Nicnot- 
son,) but by a great majority of this House, to 
have perished in a prison under circumstances of 
aggravated wretchedness; and while many a pa- 
triotic heart beat high with indignation at this 
treatment, and many a pious, sympathizing friend, 
sang requiems to his departed spirit, this dead 
man had escaped from prison, wasat his old trade 
again, and the groans of his press, under the new 
weight of new libels, echoed responses to the lam- 
entations of his friends. 

Sir, said Mr. O., I dwell upon this case, not 
with a view to triumph in the misstatement of the 
gentleman from Maryland, but to draw from it a 
strong and conclusive inference in favor of the 
act. What plainer evidence can you have to prove 


But, sir, not | 


that these outrageous falsehoods do not merel 
waste their force upon the desert air? They nk 
deep into the minds of men in high stations, and 
bear directly upon the measures of this House and 
Government. Can that gentleman, can any other 
honorable member of this House, distinguish what 
portion of the ingredients that form the combina- 
tion of prejudices, which he may have conceived 
against the Government, consists of such mate- 
tials? And, sir, when men in important public 
stations—men qualified for them by their talents— 
when minds to which all the avenues of intelli- 
gence are open, are exposed to all these delusions, 
what can you expect from the gaping and promis- 
cuous crowd who delight to swallow calumny? 
What from the sons of riot, and intemperance, and 
idleness, who cluster in the alleys and dram-shops 
of your cities? What from the more innocent 
but equally deluded yeomanry, among whose se- 
questered retreats these poisons are scattered by 
officious missionaries who prowl through the coun- 
try, disturbing the silence of the woods and tran- 
quillity of the cottage? Can it be a subject of 
wonder that ordinary minds are agitated with a 
mighty ferment when these tales are woven with 
such art, circulated with such industry, and re- 
peated with such effrontery as to produce belief 
in men generally well informed? Under these 
circumstances do you wonder, sir, that the fear of 
future danger should absorb the consciousness of 
actual security, and that men should be roused 
into active opposition to the best and mildest sys- 
tem of government? Sir, these consequences are 
natural in course, and accordingly you this day 
are a witness to them. The men who framed and 
who, for twelve years have nurtured the Consti- 
tution; the men under whose administration our 
affairs have prospered, and our agriculture and 
commerce flourished beyond all former experience, 
are now driven from the helm and are succeeded 
by whom? By those who, I hope, will do equal 
justice to the confidence of the people. 

Mr. Chairman, I pity the blindness of that man 
who does not perceive that the press is the engine 
which is probably destined to overturn the Gov- 
ernment of this country. It has been instru- 
mental, indeed, of the greatest benefits to mankind, 
by the destruction of systems founded in civil and 
religious tyranny, but it may be rendered not less 
formidable to governments which have the free- 
dom and happiness of man for their basis. In no 
country was a more systematical and inveterate 
design to destroy a government by means of the 
press manifested than itisin ours. There is noth- 
ing sacred in virtue, nor fair in character, nor 
endeared by services, which does not fall a prey 
to the insatiate fury of certain printers and their 
abettors. The immortal WasuinetTon has been 
charged with murder, and with speculating in the 
funds with the public money; the President of 
the United States has been accused of designs to 
change the Constitution, to establish monarchy, 
and to maintain himself in place by an army; 
the late Secretary of State has been represented 
asa peculator; the late Secretary of the Treasury, 
a man who isan ornament to his country, has 
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been stigmatized as the felonious burner of public 
offices and records. No mercy has been observed 
in the violation of truth and decency; no char- 
acter has escaped, unless protected by its own 
congenial infamy and baseness. Yet, sir, these 
‘are offences which we have no power to punish! 
These are merely the feverish symptoms of liber- 
‘ty, which truth alone is sufficient to allay! 

-© But,we are told, Mr. Chairman, that under the 


new order of things, no use will be ever made of 


this law, and it is therefore superfluous to re-enact 
it; that the new Administration will disdain to 
avail itself of its protection; and that such mea- 
sures will be pursued for the preservation of har- 
mony, as will secure us from the penal conse- 


quences of the common law, by depriving us of 


all cause of complaint. Sir, to this argument I 
reply, that if the law is to fall into disuse, no harm 


can result from its revival, and the anxiety of 


gentlemen is the more extraordinary. But when 
gentlemen promise us that this law will remain a 
dead letter, they can speak only for themselves as 
individuals. Hitherto, much greater rigor and 
keenness in prosecutions for libels have been dis- 
played by the party opposed to this law than by 
its advocates. Look at the prosecutions, and me- 
naces of prosecution, in Pennsylvania. Reflect 
on the amount of Republican damages. The 
enormous sum of two thousand dollars was lately 
awarded for a libel, against a young printer, at 
the suit of a Democratie Republican. A judg- 
ment which I will venture to say will prove more 
oppressive than any adjudication under the sedi- 
tion act. [learn from good authority that other 
prosecutions are pending, and others. still threat- 
ened from the same.quarter, so that no great re- 
liance can be had upon. the forbearance of gentle- 
men in this respect. I confess, sir, however, it is 
with great pleasure I hear it announced by the 
gentleman from Virginia, that great union of sen- 
timent, and general harmony, will prevail under 
the new administration. I wish, however, he had 
condescended to be more explicit. Is the system 
adopted for the support of our public credit to be 
maintained? ‘Without this there can be no har- 
mony. Will an adherence be observed to the 
principles of a fair and impartial neutrality in the 
European contest? For, without these things, 
there will be no safety, and, of consequence, no 
harmony; but if the gentleman will give us satis- 
factory assurances upon these topics, and a few 
others that might be mentioned; if, in a word, 
the credit and the honor of the country shall be 
preserved by the energy of Government, we may 
yet hope for this desirable harmony. ; 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, said Mr. O., 
has reported the intimation that no advantage has 
resulted either to the Administration or its friends 
from this law.. But, sir, if this were true, it would 
furnish no argument against the law itself. If it 
has not. been enforced, the makers of it are not 
culpable forthe omission. I believe, sir, that very 
material benefits would have flown from it had 
ten prosecutions been instituted where one has 
been; had three or four venal presses, set up with 
foreign money, and conducted by incendiary emi- 


it, to desert it at this moment. 


grants, been crushed and silenced.. But although 


these have been tolerated by an abused and in- 
sulted people, and are still ‘suffered to disgorge 
their impurities, yet has the law been productive 
of important advantages. It has enabled us to 
rescue the Constitution from misconstruction ; it 
has established a high and binding precedent it 
has developed principles essential to. the security 
of all government; which opposition itself, in a 
season of returning moderation and reflection, will 
be compelled to acknowledge and adopt. 

Sir, the gentleman from Pennsylvania contends 
that the prosecutions under this act, have been 
confined to men of one political sect, and men- 
tions a pamphlet printed in New York, as a libel 
which has been permitted to pass unnoticed by 
the magistrate. But there is a singular infelicity 
in the choice of this example; without giving any 
opinion upon the pamphlet alluded to, I will re- 
mind that gentleman, that whatever might have 
been the designs of Government, they were anti- 
cipated by the eagerness of democratic zeal. A 
certain Northumbrian apostle of liberty rode post 
to New York to snatch the Sedition law from the 
hands of his friends, and to apply it with his own 
hands. To have interrupted him, in this promis- 
ing pursuit, would have furnished real cause for 
complaint: no other instance is quoted by the gen- 
tleman, but his proposition may be nearly correct. 
It is for libels upon Government and its officers, 
alone, that Congress is authorized to provide a 
punishment. The State laws are competent to 
redress the injuries of individuals, and in Penn- 
sylvania at least, no charge can be made of an in- 
disposition to afford this redress. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not enlarge at this late 
hour upon the cases furnished by that gentleman’s 
imagination, in which a failure of justice might 
happen through want of evidence or other means. 
In these, as in all other cases where the best evi- 
dence is of necessity precluded, that which is next 
in the nature of things and in the power of the 
party, is permitted. I see nothing in the Consti- 
tution or the law, or in the practice under the 
law, that should induce those who once supported 
The prospect of 
a war with France is more remote, but the tem- 
per of the times is not changed, nor the licentious- 
ness of the press controlled. We may want this 
law asa coat of armor to defend us from persecu- 
tion, and we should be willing to give to the new 
Administration the means of protection that have 
been provided for their predecessors. For these 
reasons my vote will be given in favor of the 
resolution. 


Farpay, January 23. 


Mr. Griswotp, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, presented a bill making appropriations 
for the Navy of the United States for the year one 
thousand eight hundred and one; which was read 
twice and ordered to be committed to a Commit- 
tee of the whole House on Monday next. 

On motion it was 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 


959 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


960 


H. or R. 


Sedition Act. 


—— 


January, 1801. 


Means be instructed to inquire into the expedien- 
cy of obliging the respective officers intrusted 
with the collection of the revenue, to enter into 
such bonds as will more effectually secure the 
payment of moneys received by them for the use 
of the United States; and that they report by bill, 
or otherwise. 

Mr. Rutiepes, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the twentieth instant, the letter 
from the Commissioners of the City of Washing- 
ton, relative to the accommodation of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the Capitol, made 
a report; which was read and considered: Where- 
upon, 

Resolved, That leave be given to the Commis- 
sioners of the City of Washington to use one of 


the rooms on the first floor of the Capitol for hold- 


ing the present session of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 

The bill presented yesterday to provide for the 
better establishment of the post roads of the Uni- 
ted States was read twice, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Wednesday 
next. 

Mr. Henry Leer, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill for the government of the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the whole House on Wed- 
nesday next. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


‘The following resolutions were laid on the table 
by Mr Harper, and directed to be printed. 


Resolved, That, for completing the public buildings, 
already commenced at the City of Washington, the sum 
of —— dollars, to be paid in annual instalments of one 
hundred thousand dollars each, ought to be advanced 
by the United States by way of loan; and that the pub- 
lic property in the said city, after discharging the in- 
cumbrances incurred for former advances for the said 
city and buildings, ought to be pledged and applied, 
under the direction of Congress, as a fund for the reim- 
bursement of the said loan. 

Resolved, That the said sum, and all other sums ap- 
plicable to the same objects, and hereafter to be receiv- 
ed, or now on hand, ought to be applied, under the di- 
rection of the Secretaries of the State, Treasury, Navy, 
and War Departments, with the approbation of the 
President of the United States; and that the said Sec- 
retaries, or any three of them, ought to be empowered 
to employ a proper clerk or clerks for keeping the ac- 
counts for the said expenditures, and all suitable archi- 
tects, agents and workmen, for carrying on and com- 
pleting said buildings. 

Resolved, That a suitable apartment or apartments, 
in that part of the Capitol already finished, ought to be 
fitted up for the temporary accommodation of the Courts 
of the United States, appointed, or hereafter to be ap- 
pointed, to be held in the said city, and of such courts 
as may hereafter be appointed to be held therein for the 
Territory of Columbia; and that, in completing the 
Capitol, permanent accommodations for the said courts 

ought to be provided therein. 

Resolved, That the sum of. dollars, annually, ought 
to be appropriated towards the establishment of a Na- 
tional Library, to be applied under the direction of the 
Secretary of State, and that a suitable apartment, in that 
part-of the Capitol which is now finished, ought to be 


fitted up for the reception of the said Library; and that, 
when the Capitol shall be completed, suitable apart- 
ments for the reception and use of the said Library 
ought to be provided therein. 

Resolved, That the sum of dollars ought to be 
appropriated for the suitable furnishing of the Presi- 
dent’s House, to be applied under the direction of the 
Secretaries of State, Treasury, War, and Navy Depart- 
ments, with the approbation of the President of the 
United States; and that the said Secretaries,‘ or any 
three of them, ought to be empowered to employ a 
suitable agent for that purpose. 

Resolved, That the Board of Commissioners for the 
City of Washington ought to be discontinued, and the 
public property in the said city to be placed under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, with author- 
ity to appoint such clerk or clerks, for the particular 
management thereof, as he may judge necessary; and 
that all powers, rights, duties, and trusts, now vested 
in, or belonging to said board, ought to be transferred 
to the said Secretary. 


SEDITION LAW. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the unfinished business of yesterday, 
which was a resolution reported by the Commit- 
tee of Revisal and Unfinished Business, for continu- 
ing in force the act commonly called the Sedi- 
tion law. 

Mr. H. Lez rose to express his great pleasure 
at the very fair and candid manner in which his 
colleague (Mr. Nicuouas) and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GaLLatin) had con- 
ducted themselves towards the State he repre- 
sented ; but he could not wholly approve of the 
sentiments expressed by them. 

With respect to the- constitutionality of this 
law, after what had been so ably advanced by his 
friends in its behalf, he would only observe that 
even with the suspension of those sentiments, or 
without any other support, the decision of the 
sub-court ought to be with every gentleman, and 
effectually was with him, sufficient to remove 
every possible doubt. From the moment of that 
decision every doubt ought to have ceased, and 
the question never again to have agitated the 
Congress of the United States. Those who had 
been taught to obey the Constitution, must ap- 
prove of its decisions, and nothing could be more 
evident than that the reference to the Judiciary of 
our Government was the precisely accurate mode 
of ascertaining the veracity of a Legislative mea- 
sure. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania had told the 
House that this law was the offspring, and had 
become a part of a defensive system, adopted 
when the aggression of a foreign foe raised into 
action every measure of repulsion within the 
power of the country, and that it was so considered 
ata succeeding session of the House. Not having 
the honor of a seat in the House at the time, Mr. 
L. said he did not know; but, whether that was 
the reason of its adoption, or whether not, he 
could not agree with that gentleman that the oc- 
casion for this law was at an end. He would not 
hesitate for a moment to say that this law ought 
to be perpetual. It was from this impression that 
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‘should that be denied to‘the supreme Government 
which every member of the House, and which 
every individual in the Union, enjoyed? Why 
should gentlemen deny that to the Federal Gov- 
ernment which was granted to the separate Gov- 
ernments ? : 

There was, however, Mr. `L. said, a point of 
view which this subject assumed to him of a very 
important nature, and which he had not heard 
from any gentleman. Unless this deluge of false- 
hood and defamation was impeded in its course, 
or prevented: by wholesome and timely provisions, 
the confidence of the people is removed, and even 
beyond possibility of relief; that fatal blow once 
given to the confidence of the people, all efforts 
to re-establish that confidence is in vain. ; 

But gentlemen say that unless this law is suf- 
fered to fall, you resist'the voice of the people. 
How do they estimate this fact? In whatever way 
the voice of the people’ has been heard on that 
subject, it is in favor of the law; for expression of 
the public approbation has been experienced in 
the re-election of men whose principles are in per- 
fect accordance with those who first enacted it. 
Added to this, has not Virginia, after expressing 
her pointed disapprobation of this measure, sub- 
mitted her arguments and her definitive vote to 
all her sister States; and out of them how many 
were there found to approve of her measures? 
Very few, indeed. He believed out of the six- 
teen, not more than two or three! 

‘Mr. L. could not but admire the soothing man- 
ner in which his colleague consoled the House on. 
the change of politics that was about to take 
place. For the first time since he had the honor: 
of a seat in the House, had he heard such harmo- 
nious and highly grateful accents drop from the 
lips of that gentleman. As this measure would,. 
most undoubtedly, tend to increase and establish 
the happiness and security of the Government,. 
and all its well disposed citizens, he hoped that 
gentleman’s harmonious disposition would let us 
be so for life, and retain to the Government their 
wonted protection, notwithstanding the change of 
men and politics. Whosoever of the two great 
characters should direct the helm of our State 
vessel—whether he be taken from the South, or 
whether from the fertile fields of the Hudson—he 
would be willing to give him all the opportunity 
of tranquillity, so sweetly promised by his honor- 
able colleague. 

But how short lived were these pleasing ac- 
cents! How soon did we hear from the associates 
of that gentleman the most poignant anathemas 
against the Judiciary of our country? Such as 
could scarcely be thought possible to escape their 
lips against men who have no opportunity of vin- 
dicating themselves! Where are vanished those 
pleasing forebodings of political happiness? Is it 
the way to make the people happy to depict the 
supreme Judiciary of our country—men who hold 
their offices, not for a day, not during Executive 

leasure, but for life—to depict those men in co- 
ors so unworthy their high characters! But cer- 
tain he was that the gentlemen were incorrect in 
their opinions. Was he not well assured that they 


he should vote for the report, and with’ pleasure 
would go farther and make it a perpetual law. - 

In order to examine the propriety of this opin- 
ion, it would’ be necessary to examine the law. 

“What were its provisions, and what its object? 
‘Its object is to support your Government—not by 
suppressing the truth—not by suppressing infor- 
mation proper to be known to your people—not 
by violating the rights of even the humblest of 
your’ citizens—but by giving the truth, and the 
truth ‘only, its dominion. The gentlemen must 
pardon him in contradicting them when they said 
that it operated to the injury of our citizens. He 
must deny the assertion that the honest well- 
intentioned citizen could possibly receive the least 
‘inconvenience from thislaw. He owed it to him- 
self atid to his friends with whom he ‘usually 
voted, to declare that it was their most'sincere de- 
sire to give evéry truth and every-act to the com- 
munity. He would contend that this law went 
to adopt, as far as a’ law could do, measures for 
the express protection of truth. After a provision 
against unlawful and forcible combination, the 
law provided a protection to the Government, by 
guarding it from ‘the’ consequences of false and 
malicious defamation. 

He would ask gentlemën to consider candidly 
whether, if the’ establishment of an oligarchy, of 
a monarchy, or of an aristocracy, was desired in 
this country, how the object could be more easily 
attained than by beginning with ‘undermining the 
Government; and how could the Government be 
undermined but by removing, by every possible 
Mancuvre, the public confidence from that Gov- 
ernment? Would not prudence dictate to such 
characters to: bring ‘the Government into cón- 
tempt? This was too plain to be answered nega- 
‘tively; it must be answered affirmatively. If 
these efforts then might produce such’a result, or 
if such measures could lead to it, would it not be 
highly unbecoming those whose duty it was to 
watch ‘and repel every avenue and attempt that 
could possibly tend to such an event, not to support 
the authorities of the country by using every ef- 
fort to the destruction of such measures? Most 
undoubtedly so. He contended that it wasa most 
important duty, without the performance of which 
the House of Representatives would be traitors 
to that people whose good ought to rest upon the 
heart of every man, and whose interest could 
never be more faithfully effectuated than in the 
perpetuating of a law which would effectually go 
to-protect the Government of their choice. 

He was ‘surprised at his colleague’s objection, 
and that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
when it was made so evidently to appear by the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Dennis) that 
such a protection was afforded by their own State 
constitution and law! This truth was too strong 
to be resisted. He believed it to be the case in 
almost every State. And if so in the individual 
States, why should not so valuable a remedy he 
afforded to the Government of the Union? This 
was the charter of our venerable sires, and what 
principle should withhold this disposition from 
their enlightened and experienced sons? Why 
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were in an error, and believed with them that the | 
Judiciary were partial and corrupt,.-his duty 
would excite him to join them; not perhaps in 
attacking men who were not able to answer in 
the House, but in taking measures whereby a full 
and fair examination should be had. This he | 
knew to be the mode which true candor would 
point out. 

True it was that a great change had been made 
in the direction of our affairs; he did hope (though 
he did not believe) this change would be produc- 
tive of much good to the people. Believing that 
this law would be a protection to the Administra- 
tion in the ways of truth and virtue—wishing to 
do unto others as he desired they should do unto 
him—how could gentlemen on the other side sup- 
pose that they would violate their principles of 
honor and integrity so much as to depart from a 
system they had raised for themselves? What 
better attachment could be displayed than to af- 
ford the future Administration the same aid which 


was afforded to one more peculiarly approved of 
by a majority of the present House? 

Mr. L. concluded by expressing a most sincere 
hope that the success under the operation of this 
law, and a full satisfaction of its being strictly 
Constitutional, in the opinion of the judges, which 
our Government stamped with its authority might 
operate to continue to the Government every neces- 
sary protection, and evince. to the world that the 
political setting of the Federal side of the House 
was as bright as its rising, and their last acts de- 
voted to the public good. 

Mr. Macon said, no member of the House was 
more willing than himself that the question should 


cognizable in the Federal courts under that law, if 
this was not in force. A libel upon the President 
of the United States, the Senate, or this House, is 
not to be actionable at common law; but suppose 
a person. to libel the Supreme Court of the United 
States, he is not to be punished under this act, but 
at common law. A court can as easily be libelled 
as any department of the Government; where, 
then, is the necessity or reason for inflicting the 
punishments for the same crime, under two laws, 
so different, if the common law is really in force 
in the United States ? 

It has been said, by publishing calumny and 
falsehood, Government may be destroyed. This 
Mr. Macon did not believe, nor did he believe that 
ever a Government was destroyed or a revolution 
brought about by such means. Falsehood can- 
not make a good administration bad, or a bad ad- 
ministration good. No administration need ever 
fear false publications, it can always destroy their 
effects whenever it pleases by publishing the truth, 
and truth alone can destroy Governments; nor 
need any administration fear anything but the 
truth. Was our Revolution brought about by-the 
publication ofa falsehood? No, sir, it was not;. it 
was by publishing and proclaiming the truth. As 
to the execution of the law, it would be needless 
to state the facts which have been stated by others; 
he would only say that, in his opinion, it was worse 
than the law itself, which he had always believed 
to be unconstitutional; and there was no doubt 
but the execution was as unpopular as the law. 

It has been said, owing to the prevalence of 
crimes, which this law is intended to punish, that 
men grown grey in the service of their country, 


have been taken without debate; but, since gen- | had been turned out of office. Mr. M. knew of no 
tlemen who differed with him in opinion had | man that had been turned out of office, except it 
chosen to discuss it, he should not shrink from it; ! was done according to the Constitution; or a law 
especially as, he firmly believed, he had both the | made in conformity to it. What, sir, was this law 
Constitution and truth on his side. made and is it now wished to be continued in force, 

It was a little curious to observe the manner in | to prevent the freedom of elections! If this is not 
which those who approved the law, changed the | the plain result of the idea, I am at a loss to know 
ground on which they defended it at different | what it does mean. Are not our elections to be 
times. It originated in the days of alarm, and was | free? Have we nota right to investigate the cha- 
then supported as a part of a system of defence | racters of those who are candidates for our suf- 
against France; at that time this common law of | frages? Are not these our Constitutional rights 
the United States, of which we now hear so much, | as freemen? Why then do gentlemen wish to 
was not talked of. Thesecond time it was before | continue this law in force to deprive the people of 
the House, it was brought up by many petitions | their dearest rights? Surely if men are not ap- 
from the people in different States. praying for | proved, after they have been tried, they ought to 


its repeal; then, too, it was considered asa part of | 
the system of defence, and, as the dispute with | 
France was not settled, it was said to be improper 
to repeal it. At the last session, when a motion 
was made to repeal the second section of the act, 
the law was then supported on this reason, to pre- 
vent the operation of the common law, and to af- 
ford the gentlemen themselves the liberty of ex- 
pressing their sentiments, if founded in truth, and 
expressed with decency; and so it is that the 
friends of order and good government now want 
the Sedition law to protect themselves. 

If the common law is actually in force, it is | 
father. extraordinary that gentlemen will not 
Take the law uniform, so as to comprehend all 
the cases of libels which it is pretended would be 


be turned out of office; the end of elections is 
choice. But we have been told, to induce us to 
continue this law, that the illustrious Wasnina- 
ton had been called a peculator and a murderer. 
Mr. M. never heard of the first charge before this 
day, nor of the second till within a few days past, 
and that, too, was in this House. He had no doubt 
but the gentlemen had heard what they asserted, 
nor had he any doubt but the person who first 


| pronounced the report knew it was not true; and 


its circulation must have been very confined in- 
deed, and so it will be with all such reports. 

Mr. M. said he saw no necessity for this law; 
a good character does not want its support, and a 
bad character does not deserve help. He believed 
the Senate would not agree to renew this law for 
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themselves; nofuture President, heexpected, would 
wish it for himself; what, then, do we want it for 
ourselves? No gentleman will say that he wished 
a sedition law to stop the people’s mouth about 
him, or anything he should doin this House. The 
gentlemen who support this act, have always told 
us-that their actions were founded on such princi- 
ples, that they should never be ashamed of them 
anywhere. Let us be free to act for the good of 
the people, and. let the people be equally free to 
examine our conduct in any manner they may 
think proper. Gentlemen do not mean to do any 
act which should make this law necessary ; why 
then continue it in force? We have been told by 
a gentleman that he heretofore voted for this law, 
and that therefore he should vote for it again. 
Surely there cannot be a worse reason for a vote 
than this; it goes on the principle of never chan- 
ging, and if a law be once passed, it must remain 
alaw forever. The same gentleman once voted 
for an army, yet we found him ready, on a fit oc- 
casion, to vote for the discharge of that army, and 
that army too was considered a part of the system 
of defence; if the army could be spared from the 
general system formerly adopted, there certainly 
could be no necessity for this law, at this time, un- 
less indeed it is now wanted for some other pur- 
fe than, formerly. The same reason ought to 
ave continued the army; but as the army was 
disbanded, when the necessity ceased for which it 
was raised,and the system of defence broken, why 
then should the law be continued as a part of that 
system, when there was no occasion for it ? 

It has been said, that a part of this House are 
always crying out against.the unconstitutionality 
of every act they do: not approve. The answer 
to this is very easy.. There is another part of the 
House that never questions the constitutionality 
of anything; and if one part questions the consti- 
tutionality of everything, the other does not of 
anything; one side believes it has limits, the other 
believes it has no limits. 

Mr. M. observed, as to what had been said on the 
subject of juries, he would only say, that no Fed- 
eral jury had ever been got in the State in which 
he lived, in. the same manner that jurors were ob- 
tained for the State courts; perhaps it was impos- 
sible, under present circumstances, because all the 
jurors for both superior and inferior courts were 
appointed by the county courts and then sum- 
moned by the sheriff of the county. The Federal 
court, he believed, in that State, generally deter- 
mined from which counties the jurors should be 
summoned, and left it to the discretion of the 
marshal to summon whom he pleased. The mar- 
shal is appointed by the President; in States where 
he summons whom he pleases for jurors, it is most 
probable they will all be of one party. : 

Another reason had been urged for continuing 
this law in force, which is this, that it was believed 
there were newspapers in this country under the 
influence ofa foreign Power. Whether this wasa 
fact or not, he did not know; but he well recollected 
that not long since there was a press in the United 
States, which was pretty much caressed, the edi- 
tor of which was a foreigner, who gloried in be- 


ing the subject of a foreign Prince; the contents 
of his paper are not yet forgotten, and, strange to 
tell, he never heard that this law had been put in 
operation against that person. 

It is not pretended that the next President, let 
him be who he may, will want this law. No ac- 
tion for a libel has ever been brought at common 
law in the Federal courts; the reason was obvious, 
the States as united have no such law, whatever 
they may have in their individual character. 
Without this act, or the operation of the common 
law, we had flourished for many years. The law 
would hereafter be useless, it was unpopular and 
believed to be unconstitutional. It would increase 
rather than lessen party spirit, and it ought to be 
the object of all to harmonize as much as possible. 
He therefore trusted that the law would be suf- 
fered to expire, never again to be renewed. . 

Mr. Dennis.—Like the gentleman from North 
Carolina, who has this moment resumed his seat, 
I was one of those who were satisfied to have 
taken a silent vote on the question before us; and 
on yesterday voted against the rising of the Com- 
mittee, in order that a definitive decision might 
have taken place; butsince the gentlemen oppos- 
ed to the continuance of the law have determined 
to protract the debate, and since it is probable this 
day will be consumed in the discussion, I shall 
claim the indulgence of the Committee, whilst I 
submit some sentiments on the occasion. During 
this discussion, I have remarked that observa- 
tions on the constitutionality of the law have gen- 
erally been avoided, yet that some objections have 
been interspersed of that nature among the argu- 
ments against its expediency ; while, therefore, I 
do not intend an analytical review of all the opin- 
ions which have hitherto been advanced, either 
in favor of or against its constitutionality, the re- 
marks which I shall make will occasionally apply 
as well to the one as to the other. Those gentlemen 
who have distinguished themselves by their oppo- 
sition to this law, have laid down the following 
standard by which to test the extent of Congres- 
sional power relative to this subject: First. That 
Congress can exercise no powers but such as are 
specifically delegated by the Constitution, or such 
as are incidental and necessary to the execution 
of those specific powers. Secondly. Admitting 
Congress to have originally possessed the power 
of passing laws similar to the present, they have 
been restricted therefrom by the prohibitory 
amendment of the Constitution, which, among 
other things, declares that Congress shail pass no 
law abridging the liberty of the press. In rela- 
tion to the first branch of the subject, even the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. GatLatin,) 
does not insist that there exists in us no such 
thing as incidental power, nor does he contend 
that we can exercise no power butsuch as we can 
find expressly mentioned in the Constitution; but 
while he admits the existence of incidental au- 
thority. he requires that we shall demonstrate the 
impossibility of preserving the Government, or 
giving efficacy to those duties which it is enjoin- 
ed upon us to perform, without exercising the 
power in the present instance. And how will this 
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gentlemen expect this to be proved? Are we to} 
prove it by actual experiment? Are we to sit 
still and sufferthe Government to be subverted, in 
order that we may experimentally prove the pow- | 
ers we may exercise, in order to preserve it? Doc- į 
trines similar to these were inculcated with con- 
siderable gravity during the first insurrection in 
Pennsylvania. It was then contended that the 
President could not call out the militia to suppress 
the insurrection, until it should be fully proved by 
actual experiment that the ordinary powers of the 
Judiciary were incompetent to suppress it. That 
is, that although it was evident, from the number 
and the preparations for resistance by the insur- 
gents, they could not be subjected to the or- 
dinary powers of the Judiciary, yet the militia 
could not be drawn out until the marshal and 
‘his posse comitatus had been first murdered 
or imprisoned. This sophistry, however, did not 
then pass for argument, and I hope will not in the 
‘ease before us. To candid minds it would seem 
sufficient to show, ‘that the publication of false, 


scandalous, and malicious matter against the Gov- 
ernment, in its immediate consequences, tends to 
produce insurrection and a total disrespect for its 
authority; and that, without the power of pre- 
venting these, no Government can exist. And 
will it, sir, be contended that such publications 
have not this effect? Let me suppose’Congress 
“to have passed some important law, which should 
peculiarly interest the people and meet the disap- 
pon of certain sections of the Union; and 
“let me suppose a printer, in order to increase their 
discontents, to publish a very circumstantial, but 
false and malicious account of his having evi- 
dence that such law was passed by the bribery 
and corruption of a certain foreign Minister, men- 
tioning the sum which each member had receiv- 
ed; would not the law, in case these reports were 
credited, be resisted in its execution? Yes, a 
high-minded Republican people would and ought 
to resist it, while under such impressions. Sir, 
there is no crime which will not be sanctioned by 
this new doctrine of the liberty of the press: 
Treason itself may be committed with impunity, 
if such principles be established. According to 
the construction which by some is affixed to the 
amendment to the Constitution, Congress can 
make no lawin any manner affecting the press, 
because they say every such law must amount to 
an abridgment thereof. Let me suppose our coun- 
try at war, and a hostile fleet upon our coast, and 
that a number of hand-bills be printed and circu- 
lated in this fleet, giving particular information 
of the most vulnerable part of our territory, and 
of the deposites of our military stores; this, if 
done by letter, or verbally, would amount to trea- 
son, yet if the press be inviolable to the extent 
contended for, no punishment could reach the 
crime. It has been frequently remarked, that there 
exist in a statutory code a number of crimes, the 
power of creating which rests upon precisely the 
same basis as the law which is the subject of dis- 
cussion; and yet no objections have ever been 
made to their constitutionality. Such are the 
crimes of perjury, bribery, falsifying the public 


records, and misprision of treason; for creating 
these crimes no express provision is made in the 
Constitution; and if we were, agreeably to the 
position of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
obliged to show, in the manner he contends for, 
that without such laws our Government could 
not be preserved, we should be obliged to yield the 
point of their unconstitutionality. 

I shall now proceed to examine this law, as it 
is supposed to be prohibited by the 3d amendment 
to the Constitution, which stipulates against 
abridging the freedom of the press; and believing 
it to have grown into a maxim with many gentle- 
men of this Committee, that the State of Virgi- 
nia can do no wrong, and that the seal of infalli- 
bility is stamped upon her Legislative acts, I shall 
bring into view a clause in her Declaration of 
Rights on the subject of the press, and certain 
Legislative acts, and then compare both with the 
3d amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, and the law now under consideration ; and 
if it shall be found that the Declaration of Rights 
of Virginia has provided as strongly for the lib- 
erty of the press as the amendment to the Fede- 
ral Constitution, and that certain Legislative acts 
of that State have gone as far to punish its licen- 
tiousness, as the law now proposed to be continu- 
ed, it will then be proper to inquire, what are the 
exclusive prerogatives which have absolved their 
Legislature from the obligation to which they 
have so strenuously contended, the Legislature of 
the Union are bound to yield obedience? And in 
answer to their representations, we may say, take 
the beam out of your own eyes, before you un- 
dertake to pluck the mote out of ours. By the 
12th article of the Declaration of Rights of Vir- 
ginia, it is provided: “That the liberty of the 
“press is one of the great bulwarks of liberty, and 
‘can never be restrained but by despotic Govern- 
‘ments.” It is believed that this expression does 
not substantially vary from the amendment of the 
Constitution, which says, among other things, 
“ that Congress shall make no law abridging the 
‘freedom of speech or of the press.” By an act 
of Assembly of the Commonwealth of Virginia, 
passed in 1775, it is provided as follows: 

“Sec. 1. Whereas, at the present time of danger, 
the safety of the people more especially requires that 
all persons who are so wicked as to devise the destruc- 
tion of good government, or to obstruct the operations 
of the laws, should suffer punishments suitable to their 
crimes ; 

« Be it therefore enacted, §c., That if any person re- 
siding or being within ‘the Commonwealth, shall, from 
and after the publication hereof, by any word, open 
deed, or act, advisedly and willingly maintain and de- 
fend the authority, jurisdiction, or power of the King 
and Parliament of Great Britain, heretofore claimed 
or exercised within this Colony, or shall attribute any 
such authority, jurisdiction, or power, to the King or 
Parliament of Great Britain, the person so offend- 
ing being legally convicted thereof, shall be punished 
by fine and imprisonment, to be ascertained by a jury; 
so that the fine exceed not the sum of twenty thousand 
pounds, nor the imprisonment the term of five years. 

“Src. 2. And be it enacted, &c., That any person 
who shall maliciously, or advisedly, endeavor to excite 
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the people to resist the government of this Common- 
wealth, as by law is established, or to persuade them to 
return to a dependence upon the Crown of Great Brit- 
ain, or-who shall maliciously or advisedly terrify and 


discourage the people from enlisting in the service of 


the Commonwealth,-or dispose them to favor the ene- 
my, every person so offending, and being legally con- 
victed thereof, shall be punished with fine and impris- 
‘ohnment as aforesaid.” ` 

It is not my. intention. to comment at large on 
this law, but have stated it as a fact upon which 
each member of the Committee will indulge his 
own sentiments and opinions. I will, however, 


state that this act goes further than the act of 


Congress; since it not only punishes libellous 
publications, but also inflicts a punishment far ex- 
eéeding that contained in the Sedition act, for 
verbal communications, and touches not only the 
liberty of the press, but the liberty of speech like- 
wise. If the high sentiments of liberty, which 
animated the people of Virginia, during our Rev- 
olution, did not induce them to believe that when 
their Legislature had provided for the punishment 
of slanderous, libellous, and malicious publications 
against their Government, their liberties were 
thereby destroyed, I flatter myself that these 
same people, with their fellow-citizens of the 
United States, will not now be duped into the 
opinion that.an'act of Congress, which punishes 
such false, scandalous, and malicious publications 
‘against their Government, with an intent to vili- 
fy, degrade, and subvert its authority, is tyranni- 
eal. and oppressive. 

“By. another act of the Assembly of Virginia, 
-originally passed 1661, and re-enacted in 1792, en- 
titled “An act against. divulgers of false news,” 
itis provided as: follows : 

« Whereas many idle and, busy-headed people do 
‘forge and divulge false rumors. and reports : 

“ Be it therefore enacted, §c.. That what person or 
persons soever, shall forge or divulge false rumors or 
reports, tending to the trouble of the country, he shall 
be, by the next justice of the peace, sent for and bound 
over to the next county court, where, if he produce not 
his author, he shall be fined two thousand pounds of 
‘tobacco, (or less, if the court think proper to lessen it,) 
cand besides give bond for his behaviour, if it appear to 
the court that he did maliciously publish or invent it.” 

By another act of the same State, passed in 
1785, entitled “ An act punishing certain offences 
and vesting the Governor with certain powers,” 
in the third section, it is enacted, “that every per- 
“son who shall attempt to establish such Govern- 
‘ment, (meaning a division of Virginia, and the 
* establishment of another State therein,) by any 
‘other means than with the assent of the Legisla- 
“ture of this Commonwealth, and in pursuance of 
‘such attempts, shall join with another person or 
‘persons in any overt act for promoting such at- 
‘tempts, or who shall, by writing or advisedly 
‘speaking, endeavor to instigate the people of this 
+ Commonwealth to erect or establish such Govern- 
‘ment, without such assent as aforesaid, shall be 

. “adjudged guilty of a high crime or misdemeanor, 
+ and, on conviction, shall be subject to such pains 
“and penalties, not extending to life or member, as 


‘the court before whom the conviction shall be, 
‘shall adjudge.” i p 

Such, sir, are the Legislative acts, and such the 
Bill of Rights of the State of Virginia. Perhaps 
the gentlemen in the opposition may yield to these 
high authorities, when reascn and argument have 
ceased to operate. There is no man who will 
contend, that if the Sedition act be a violation of 
the amendment of the Constitution, these several 
acts of the Virginia Assembly are not equally in- 
fractions of their Bill of Rights. But it is my. 
opinion that, in the formation of these laws, nei- 
ther the one nor the other have transcended: the 
limits of their respective charters. But these acts 
of Virginia prove, as far as any Legislative inter- 
pretation can prove, that, by the term liberty of 
the press, is not to be understood an entire exemp- 
tion from all responsibility for slanderous and li- 
bellows publications, and perfectly confirm the idea 
annexed to it by the friends to the act in-question. 
If, however, it may be found that these authori- 
ties have no influence on our opponents, let me. 
resort to the opinions of certain great and promi- 
nent characters, who concentrate, perhaps, more 
than any others, the confidence and attachment 
of the citizens of Virginia, and to whose political 
opinions, on all other occasions, these gentlemen 
have yielded a ready obedience. Soon after the 
Declaration of Independence, the State of Virgi- 
nia, finding it necessary to change her laws so as 
to adapt them to the new political situation which 
she had assumed, appointed a committee with 
plenary powers to that effect; among these gen- 
tlemen were the present Chancellor of the State, 
(Mr. Whyte,) the President of the Court of Ap- 
peals, (Mr. Pendleton,) and the now Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, who entered upon the 
duties assigned them ; and among a great variety 
of bills which they presented, was one entitled an 
act regulating proceedings in the courts of com- 
mon law, in which is contained the following 
clause: 

“Tn an indictment or information for a libel, the de- 
fendant may plead a justification, and if the jury find 
the fact contained in the libel to be true, he shall be ac- 
quitted.” 

In the draught of a Constitution, which was 
prepared by Mr. Jefferson, to be submitted to a 
Convention intended to be called by the State of 
Virginia, in 1783, are the following expressions : 

“ Printing presses shall be subject to no other re- 
straints than to liableness for false facts printed and 
published.” Í 

It will be recollected that, at the time of the rat- 
ification of the Federal Constitution, Mr. Jeffer- 
son was our Minister in France ; on being inform- 
ed of its ratification, in a letter to his correspond- 
ent here, dated Paris, July 31, 1788, after express- 
ing his satisfaction at the. event, he proceeds to 
give his opinion in favor of adding to the Consti- 
tution a Bill of Rights, and, among others, of 
stipulating for the freedom of the press. In this 
letter are contained these expressions : 

«A declaration that the Federal Government will 
never restrain the presses from printing what they 
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please, will not take away the liability of printers for 
false facts printed. The declaration that religious faith 
shall be unpunished does not give impunity to crimi- 
nal acts, dictated by religious error.” 

After the third amendment before mentioned, 
in relation to the press, was proposed to be added 
to the Constitution, and sent by his correspondent 
to Mr. Jefferson, in a letter dated Paris, August 
28, 1789, Mr. Jefferson says: 


“I like it as far as it goes, but I should be for going 
further ; for instance, the following alterations and ad- 
ditions would have pleased me: Article 4. ‘The peo- 
ple shall not be deprived of the right to speak, to write, 
or otherwise publish anything but false facts, affecting 
injuriously the life, liberty, property, or reputation of 
others, or affecting the peace of the Confederacy with 
foreign nations.’ ”’ 

[Here Mr. Nicno.as interrupted Mr. Dennis, 
by asking him the title of the book from which he 
read the above extracts.] 

Mr. Dennis replied that the book which he held 
in his hand was a collection of the publications on 
the Alien and Sedition law, and that the above ex- 
tracts were taken from one of the pamphlets com- 
posing the collection, published at Richmond, in 
1798. That, with respect to the authenticity of 
the extracts, he (Mr. D.) had compared them 
with the publication of Mr. Jefferson’s letters, 
which appeared in Freneaw’s Gazette, in 1791, 
and which were then published by Mr. Jefferson's 
friend, in order to vindicate him against charges 
of hostility to the Federal Government, and he 
knew them to be correct. 

Mr. D. then proceeded: Such, Mr. Chairman, 

are the opinions of these learned jurists, of these 
enlightened expositors of politicallaw. Very dif- 
ferent, indeed, from this new doctrine, that it is 
impossible to restrain the licentiousness, without 
destroying the liberty of the press. These gentle- 
men have everywhere discriminated between 
them, and Mr. Jefferson’s letters admit all that is 
contended for by us. They clearly admit that, be- 
fore the amendment was superadded to the Con- 
stitution, Congress had the power of legislating 
relative to the press, and that after the amend- 
ment was adopted, although they were very prop- 
erly deprived of the power of imposing previous 
restrictions thereon, they have a right to punish 
the authors of false and malicious publications. 
These documents prove to me, too, that the op- 
position to this law has not been so much the re- 
sult ofa senseof its unconstitutionality orinexpedi- 
ency, as of the conviction, that it would be a pow- 
erful weapon in the hands of a party whereby to 
combat their political opponents. 
_ Having said thus much relative to Virginia, for- 
asmuch as the most general opposition to this act 
has procecded from thence and the State of Penn- 
sylvania, I shall now claim the attention of the 
Committee to the 7th section of the 9th article of 
the constitution of the latter State, which is in 
these words: 

“That the printing presses shall be free to every per- 
sôn, who undertakes to examine the proceedings of the 
Legislature, or any. branch of Government ; and nolaw 
shall-ever: be made to restrain the right thereof. The 


free communication of thoughts and opinions is one of 
the invaluable rights of man; and every citizen may 


freely speak, write and print on any subject, being re- 


sponsible for the abuse of that liberty. In prosecutions 
for the publication of papers, investigating the official 
conduct of officers, or men in public capacity, or where 
the matter published is proper for public information, the- 
truth thereof may be given in evidence. And in all in-. 
dictments for libels, the jury shall have a right to deter- 
mine the law and the facts under the direction of the: 
courts in other cases.” 


Does this article comport with the arguments. 
so much insisted on, in the course of this discussion, 
that itis in vain that we attempt to distinguish. 
between the liberty and licentiousness of thepress? 
It was not from a representative of Pennsylv4nia, 
(Mr. Gatuatin) that I expected such declarations ; 
because, in making them, he sets his own wisdom 
above the wisdom of the constitution of his State. 
That constitution emphatically declares the lib- 
erty of the press to be among the palladia of the 
most important rights of its citizens; but at the 
same time explains itself by declaring, that it does. 
not mean to tolerate every species of licentious 
abuse and defamation, either of a private citizen, 
or of a man in his official station. There is one 
more topic in relation to the State of Pennsylva-- 
nia, upon which I wish to revive the recollection 
of the Committee; and this is upon the charge de- 
livered by the then Chief Justice of that State, to. 
the Grand Jury, relative to a supposed libel, by 
William Cobbett, on the memory of Doctor Frank- 
lin and His Spanish Majesty’s Minister. In this 
charge there was a very able and elaborate disser- 
tation on the liberty of the press, which, he inform- 
ed the jury, by no means implied an exemption 
from punishment for the propagating of falsehoods 
and heconcurred with Justice Blackstone and other 
elementary writers, that to punish the licentious- 
ness was essential to the liberty of the press. He 
therein most pathetically deplored the unbounded: 
licentiousness of the American press, which far 
exceeded that of any other nation; that neither the 
innocence of youth nor the well-earned reputation. 
of a life devoted to virtue and public service, nor. 
the peace of families, were unassailed by the un- 
principled and slanderous publications issuing daily: 
from the press. Now, this same gentleman has 
since been promoted to the chief executive magis- 
tracy of the State, by those very characters who 
have been so clamorous against thislaw. Hence I’ 
infer, either they have not duly attended to its con- 
tents, or that since the exhibition of their petitions. 
against it there has been a revolution in their opin- 
ions, and therefore shall deny the fact which has 
been assumed, that there is a majority of them, or 
of the people of the United States, opposed to the 
act. After all, Mr. Chairman, I must believe that. 
this right, claimed so loudly on behalf of the peo- 
ple, is intended only for the security of a few re- 
negadoes, who have gotten our presses into their 
hands, and who only expect to make the impres- 
sions which they wish for through the medium of 
falsehood and malignity. I never can believe that. 
the people of the United States can connive at such 
publications, against a Government which hasbeen. 
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erected by their own hands and with which they 
are themselves perfectly assimilated in interests, 
and which cannot be aspersed without participa- 
ting of such aspersion themselves. Nor can I be- 
lieve that the people of Pennsylvania will think 
ita high crime to libel the memory of Dr. Franklin 
or the Minister of a foreign Potentate, and no crime 
to vilify and degrade the Government of the Uni- 
ted States. Whilst every other man, however ex- 
alted his rank or station may be, is amenable to 
the law, shall the printers and authors of false and 
malicious publicatious alone be irresponsible? 
These characters are the authors of insurrections ; 
the President may call out the militia to suppress 
them, and the deluded victims are to be brought 
to, punishment, whilst the authors of slanderous 
publications, who have caused the mischief, rest 


in perfect security, surrounded by the inviolability 
of the press. I will, Mr. Chairman, no longer 
trespass on the patience of the Committee; my prin- 
cipal object was to bring into view the different 
documents to which I have referred, with the hope 
that they might have some influence upon some 
gentlemen of the Committee, or at least render 
them less positive in. their opposition than they 
heretofore have been. ` 

Mr. Lyon.—In the course of the debate on the 
present motion my condemnation and imprison- 
ment have been introduced by a gentleman whom 


I highly respect, but without many of the agita- 


tions which belonged to that very extraordinary 


case. A number of gentlemen have told the Com- 


mittee that they would avoid the discussion of my 


case in compliment to my feelings—every one of 


whom, except the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, have done their utmost to wound those feel- 
ings. But I ean tell those gentlemen it is now 
too late; I do not thank them for their pretended 
tenderness; they have heretofore lacerated those 
feelings by their irritating and abusive language, 
until I have become perfectly callous to anything 
that can come from that quarter. I do not think 
by any means that they should go round my case 
out of delicacy to me—rather let them defend the 
indicting me under the Sedition law, for writing 
and publishing a letter, dated the 20th June. and 


sent about that time by me to the post office of 
Philadelphia, which carried the post marks of 


Philadelphia, July 7th, seven days before the law 
passed! Let them defend the Judge who refused 
me a challenge of the jurors, and falsely told me 
that in a similar case I should not be entitled to a 
challenge on the jury in the courts of the State 
where I then lived. ` This, I say, was false, be- 
cause there is in Vermont, among the criminal 
code, a law against defaming courts, &c., which 
allows the defendant to challenge six of the jury- 
list without showing any cause! Let them defend 
the Judge in charging the jury to find me guilty 
of malicious intentions, on the ground of my 
known political principles; my opposition in Con- 


gress to the Executive, where there was no proof 


whatever against me of such principles. Here 
permit me to observe that those who are opposed 
to the new Administration, have more faith than 
I have in the Judges, with respect to their attach- 


ment to the party they belong to: for my part, 
after the change in the Administration, in ease 
the law is continued, I have no doubt but Judges 
may be found who would charge the jury, as in 
my case, to look to the political principles and 
conduct of the defendant, and so turn the tables 
upon them. Had I, therefore, a wish for revenge, 
I would vote for the bill. I fear no danger from 
it; I have faith in the new Administration ; F 
shall have no desire to write concerning them, and 
I now reside in a country where there is no danger 
of political persecution.* ` 

I must now beg leave to refer to the charge for 
which I suffered. It consisted of three counts 5 
the first, for having maliciously &c., with intent, 
&c., written at Philadelphia a letter dated the 20th 
of June, and published the same at Windsor, in 
the newspaper called the Vermont Journal, con- 
taining the words following : “As to the Executive, 
when I shall see the efforts of that power bent on 
the promotion of the comfort, the happiness, and 
the accommodation of the people, that Executive 
shall have my zealous and uniform support; but 
whenever I shall, on the part of the Executive, 
see every consideration of the public welfare 
swallowed up in a continual grasp for power, in 
an unbounded thirst for ridiculous pomp, foolish 
adulation and selfish avarice; when I shall be- 
hold men of real merit daily turned out of office, 
for no other cause but independency of sentiment; 
when I shall see men of firmness, years, merit, 
abilities, and experience, discarded in their appli- 
cations for office, for fear they possess that inde- 
pendence, and men of meanness preferred, for the 
ease with which they take up and advocate opin- 
ions, the consequence of wich they know but 
little of; when I see the sacred name of religion 
employed as a State engine, to make mankind hate 
and persecute each other, I shall not be their 
humble advocate.” 

The second count consisted of my having ma- 
liciously, &c., with intent, &c., published a Teer 
said to be a letter from a diplomatic character in 
France, containing two paragraphs in the words 
following: “The misunderstanding between the 
two Governments (France and America) has be- 
come extremely alarming; confidence is com- 
pletely destroyed; mistrust, jealousy, and a dis- 
position to wrong attribution of motives, are so 
apparent as to require the utmost caution in every 
word and action that are to come from your Ex- 
ecutive ; I mean if your object is to avoid hostili- 
lies. Had this truth been understood with you 
before the recall of Monroe; before the com ing and 
second coming of Pinckney; had it guided the 
pens that wrought the bullying speech of your 
President, and stupid answer of your Senate, at 
the opening of Congress in November last, I should 
probably have had no occasion to address you this 
letter.” 

“But when we found him borrowing the lan- 
guage of Edmund Burke, and telling the world, 
that although he should succeed in treating with 
the French, there was no dependence to be placed 
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‘in any of their engagements; that their religion.| John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Coop- 


.and morality were. at an end; that they. had 
turned pirates.and plunderers, and it would: be 
necessary to be perpetually armed against them, 
though you were..at peace, we wondered. that 
- the answer of both Houses had not-been an-order. 
to.send him to.a mad-house, Instead of this the 
“Senate have echoed thr, speech with. more ser- 
vility than ever, George the Third experienced 
from either House; of Parliament.” 
The third . tount was for aiding. and abetting, 
-&c., in publishing the same. 
Again. Let those gentlemen justify the Judge 


in sending a man: from the jury, because a crea- | 


‘dure of a party swore that, at a previous time, he 
‘haa heard that juror say something like this: that 
“twas his belief that Mr. L. would not be found 
guilty: This was a man who was summoned 
through mistake, and without a thorough know- 
ledge of his political principles, and it was neces- 
sary. to get rid of him some way or other. Let 
them defend the conduct of the Judge who, in his 
charge, in order to exasperate the jury against me 
descended to degrade his office so much as to tel 
them I was guilty of forging the writing called 
“ Barlow’s letter.” “Let,” said the Judge, “men 
of letters read that letter and compare it with Bar- 
low’s writings, and they will pronounce it to be 
none of his?’ Let those. gentlemen defend the 
marshal in carrying:me, in.the most.contumelious 
and. degrading. manner, upwards of. forty miles 
from the door of the jail of the county where I 
lived; which is a. jail of the United States. Let 
them defend that marshal for throwing me into a 
stinking cell of about ten feet by sixteen, the com- 
mon receptacle of thieves, murderers, and run- 
away negroes, without anything to. keep the cold 
out. where the light came in, and keeping me there 
four months, nearly one month of which without 
fire, not having the liberty to procure myself a 
stove, although in:a cold inclement season, whilst 
the house contained comfortable rooms in plenty, 


which I could. have hired had I been allowed to | 


do it; but he refused notwithstanding my appli- 
cation to him, and the entreaties of several of my 
friends, offering a security of $100,000 bail for my. 
continuance in the appointed room during the 
time of my confinement. 


Unless gentlemen can defend these things let 


them speak no more of the superiority: of this law 
over the common law, nor vindicate it upon the 


limits of its punishment being assigned, the con- | 


trary of which I think my experience abundantly 
roved. 
When Mr. Lyon had concluded, the question 
was taken on agreeing to the resolution, and it was 
determined in the affirmative by the casting vote 
of the. Chairman, the Committee being equally 
divided. The Committee rose, and reported the 
resolution as agreed to. The House then took up 
the resolution as reported, and on the question 
will'the House agree to the same, it was deter- 
mined inthe affirmative by the vote of the Speak- 
er, there being 48 for it and 48 against it, as follows: 


Yaas—Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, John Bird, 


er, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, 
Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, 
William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jona- 
than Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, Rob- 
ert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, William H. 
i Hill, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry 
Lee, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Rob- 
ert Page, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Pow- 
eli, John Reed, Nathan Read, John Rutledge, William 
Shepard, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel Ten- 
ney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard 
Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel. Wil- 


liams, and Henry. Woods. 

Naxs—Willis Alston; Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, 
William Charles Cole Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas 
| T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Egegle-. 
j ston, Lucas Elmendorf, Albert Gallatin, Samuel Goode, 

Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph 
Heister, David Holmes, Benjamin Huger, George Jack- 
son, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, 
| ames Lynn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenburg, 


i | Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, 


Abraham Nott, Josiah Parker, John Randolph, John 
Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard: Dobbs 
| Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sum- 
ter, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, 
and Robert Williams. 


Monpay, January 26. 


Several other members, to wit: from Kentucky, 
Jonn Fow er; from Virginia, SAMUEL J, CABELL; 
and from New York, EDWARD LIVINGSTON; ap- 
peared and took their seats in the House. 

A memorial of sundry freeholders and inhabit- 
ants of the town of Alexandria, in the District. of 
Columbia, was presented to the House.and read, 
| praying that Congress may establish a system of 
legislation and government for. the said District. 

Ordered, That the said. memorial be referred 
to the Committee of the whole House to whom 
is committed the bill for the government of the 
District of Columbia. 

A memorial of sundry mechanics and. manu- 
facturers of the city of New York. was presented 
to the House and read, praying that the attention 
| of Congress may be directed to the encourage- 
ment and support of the manufacturing and me- 
i chanic arts within the United States. 
| Ordered, That the said memorial be referred 
ito the Committee of Commerce and Manufac- 
| tures. 

Mr. Nort, from the committee appointed, pre- 
i sented a bill to cede to the State of South Carolina 
| certain lands therein mentioned; which was read 
| twice and committed toa Committee of the whole 
House to-morrow. 
On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures be instructed to inquire whe- 
| ther any, and, if any, what, amendments. are ne- 

cessary to be made in the acts for the relief: of 
| sick and disabled seamen, and that the said com: 
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mittee have leave to report thereon by bill, or other- 
wise. 

The. House then went inio a Committee of the 
Whole.on the bill regulating the grants of land. 
appropriated. for the refugees from the British 


provinces of Canada and Nova Scotia; and made. 


several amendments thereto: which were agreed 
toby the. House, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed, and read the third time to-morrow. 
On motion it was 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire whether it be necessary to ascertain 
thenorthwardly boundary line of the tract of land 


in the Territory of the United States Northwest 


of the Ohio, reserved by the State of Virginia for 


satisfying the bounty rights of the officers and sol- |: 


diers of the Virginia. line on the Continental es- 
tablishment, and that the said committee.be em- 
powered to report.thereon by bill or otherwise. 


Ordered, That Mr. Bird, Mr. M?Miuian; and |: 


Mr. Varnum, be appointed.a committee, pursuant 
to the said resolution. 

The House went into a Committee of the whole 
House on the bill to discharge Samuel Lewis, se- 
nior, from his imprisonment; and no amendment 
being made thereto, the bill was ordered to be 
read the third time to-morrow. 

Mr. Parr, from the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business, to whom it was referred to 
examine and’ report what laws have expired, or 
are near expiring, and require to be revived or fur- 
ther continued, made a report, in part; which was 
‘read and considered: Whereupon, 


`: Resolved, That the Committee. of Commerce. 


and Manufactures be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of continuing the act, entitled “An act 
further to suspend the commerical intercourse be- 
tween the United States and France, and the de- 
pendencies: thereof,” passed the twenty-seventh 
day of February, one thousand eight hundred; and 
that the said committee be authorized to report 
thereon by bill or otherwise. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was recommitted, on the fif- 
teenth instant, the report of the said committee 

. on the petition of James Clark; and, after some 
time spent therein, the Committee rose and-report- 
eda resolution thereupon. which was twice read, 
and agreed to by the House, as follows: 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petition of the 
said James Clark cannot be granted. 

The House wentinto a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill to allow the transportation of goods, 
wares, and merchandise, to and from Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, by the way of Appoquiaimink 
and Sassafras; and, no amendment being made 
thereto, it was ordered that the bill be engrossed, 
and read the third: time; to-morrow. 


Turspay, January 27. 


An engrossed bill to allow the transportation of. 


goods, wares, and merchandise, to and from Phil- 
adelphia and Baltimore, by the way of Appoqui- 


nimink and Sassafras, was read the third-time, and 
passed. i 

An engrossed bill regulating the grants of land 
appropriated for the is ph from the British pro- 
vinces.of Canada and Nova Scotia was read the 
third time and passed. l 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire into the expenditure of money made by. the- 
Commissioners of the City of Washington; the 
disposition of public property made by them; and, 
generally, into all the transactions of the Commis- 
sioners which relate to the execution of the trust 
‘confided to them by the President of the United 
‘States; and that the committee report thereon to 
the House. 

Ordered, That Mr. Griswoip, Mr. Warn, Mr. 
Sueare, Mr. Nort, and Mr. Henpexrson, be ap- 


pointeda committee, pursuentto thesaid resolution. 


On motion of Mr. Greca, that it be 

“Resolved, That. a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of amending the act, entitled “An 
act, supplementary to, and to amend the act, entitled an 
act to establish an uniform rule of naturalization, and 
to repeal the law heretofore passed on that subject, so 
as to admit aliens who were resident within the limits, 
and under the jurisdiction of the United States, prior to 
the 29th day of January, 1795, and who have continued 
to reside as aforesaid, to become citizens of the United 
States :” f : 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means, that it would be inex- 
pedient to repeal the.act, entitled, “An act to pro- 
vide for the valuation of lands and dwelling-houses, 
and the. enumeration of slaves. This resolution 
produced a lengthy debate, rather of. a desultory 
nature, in which Messrs. GriswoLp, BAYARD, 
Dana, Cuampuin, Cooper, Nicno.son, Harper, 
Varnum, and GALLATIN, took part. 

The Committee rose without coming to a deci- 
sion on this resolution, and were then refused lib- 
erty to sit again. A resolution having the repeal 
of that law for its object was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means with instructions to 
report a bill for that purpose. 


SAMUEL LEWIS. 


An engrossed bill to discharge Samuel Lewis, 
senior, from his imprisonment, was read the third 
time; and on the question that the same do pass 
it was resolved in the affirmative—yeas 67, nays 
13, as follows: 

Yxras— Willis Alston, George Baer, Phanuel Bishop, 
John Brown, Robert Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, 
Gabriel Christie, William ©. ©. Claiborne, William 
Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Da- 
venport, John Dawson, John Dennis, George Dent, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Joseph Eggleston, 
Abiel Foster, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Henry 
Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Good- 
rich Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, John A. Hanna, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Joseph Heister, Archibald Hen- 
derson, David Holmes, John Wilkes Kittera, Michael 
Lieb, James Lynn, Edward Livingston, Lewis R. Mor- 
ris, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony. New, John Nicholas, 
Joseph H. Nicholson, Abraham Nott, Harrison G. Otis, 
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Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas 
Platt, John Reed, Nathan Read, John Rutledge, Wil- 
liam Shepard, John Smilie, John C. Smith, Richard 
Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, James Sheafe, Ben- 
jamin Taliaferro, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, 
Richard Thomas, John Thompson, John Trigg, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, 
Robert Waln, and Robert Williams. 

Narys—John Bird, Samuel J. Cabell, Mathew Clay, 
Lucas Elmendorf, Edwin Gray, George Jackson, Aaron 
Kitchell, Henry Lee, Nathaniel Macon, John Randolph, 
John Smith, Thomas Sumter, and Abram Trigg. 


. Wepnespay, January 28. 


Mr. Harper, from the committee appointed, pre- 
sented, a bill to amend and to continue in force the 
act, entitled “An act to establish an uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy throughout the United States;” 
which was read twice and committed toa Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Friday next. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures be instructed to consider whe- 
ther any, and what, alterations are expedient in 
the ratesof estimating foreign coinsand currencies}; 
with leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 

The House then went intoa Committee of the 
Whole on the bill giving a right of pre-emption to 
certain persons who have contracted with John 
Cleves Symmes, or his associates, for lands lying 
between the Miami rivers, in the Territory of the 
United States Northwest of the Ohio; and after 
considering the same the Committee rose, without 
coming to a decision, and had leave to sit again. 


EXAMINATION OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. Oris, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred, on the 25th of November last, the letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, announcing his res- 
ignation; which committee was instructed, on 
the second ultimo, to examine into the state of the 
Department of the Treasury; into the mode of 
conducting the business thereof; and into the ex- 
penditure of public money ; and to report to this 
House such facts and statements as may conduce 
to a full understanding of the transactions of the 
Treasury, since the same has been under the su- 
perintendence of the officers now at the head of 
that Department, made a report; which was read, 
as follows: 


The committee to whom was referred the letter from 
the late Secretary of the Treasury, of the 22d of No- 
vember last, report: 


First: In relation to the general state of the Depart- 
ment, and the mode of directing the business thereof: 

On the 22d day of May in the year 1794, a report 
was made to the House of Representatives, by a com- 
mittee appointed to examine the state of the Treas- 
ury; in which the manner of conducting the business 
of the Department was detailed with great accuracy, 
the duties of the various officers and their mutual checks 
upon each other, explained; andthe rules and proceed- 
ings observed in the collection, keeping, and disburse- 
ment. of the public moneys, and in accounting for the 
same, described with minute precision. It does not 
appear that any-objection has ever been made to the 
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forms of doing business specified in that report, or that 
the committee, after a most ample and elaborate inves- 
tigation of the regulations adopted in the Department, 
entertained doubts of the judicious and competent na- 
ture of the arrangement and. distribution of the powers 
and duties of the officers. The attention of the pres- 
ent committee was, in the first instance, occupied in 
comparing the present forms of proceeding at the Treas- 
ury, with those heretofore exhibited; and, upon a care- 
ful examination, they are satisfied that, while the prin- 
ciples of that system have been maintained and matur- 
ed, a close adherence to established usage has been ob- 
served; and that the Department itself is so organized 
by law, and the mode of doing the business is so de- 
vised, as to afford the most perfect security to the na- 
tion, from the misapplication of the public moneys. 

These moneys do not, in any instance, pass through 
the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury ; he merely 
authorizes the receipts and disbursements, by warrants 
in favor of and upon the Treasurer. These warrants 
are all signed by the Secretary, countersigned by the 
Comptroller, and registered by the Register. The 
Treasurer is the medium of the receipts and disburse- 
ments of the public moneys. Those who collect these 
moneys can only discharge themselves by warrants in 
favor of the Treasurer. The Treasurer can only ob- 
tain credit for payments from the Treasury by war- 
rants on himself. All moneys received by the Treas- 
urer are deposited by him in the Bank of the United 
States, and other banks; and the actual amount of 
moneys in the custody of the Treasurer, may be at any 
time ascertained, independently of his own returns, by 
the statements which are constantly made and trans- 
mitted to the Secretary, by those who collect and re- 
ceive public moneys into their custody, in the differ- 
ent parts of the Union. His accounts must be render- 
ed quarterly, and oftener if required, to the Comptrol- 
ler, and annually to Congress. 


Secondly : In relation to receipts and expenditures : 


It is the uniform course of business at the Treasury, 
immediately after the close of each session of Congress, 
to enter in a book kept for that purpose in the office of 
the Secretary, the various objects for which appropria- 
tions of money have been made by law, and to credit 
each head with the whole amount of the sums appro- 
priated to it. The same proceeding is observed in the 
offices of the Comptroller and Register. No disburse- 
ments are made by the Treasury, but in pursuance of 
laws authorizing the expense; and all warrants for the ` 
disbursement of moneys are forthwith entered to the 
debit of their respective heads of appropriation. «These 
books are open to the daily inspection and revision of 
the officers of the Department; and, by means thereof, 
the expenditures may be promptly compared with the 
apprepriations. In no instance does it appear to the 
committee that the expenditures have exceeded the legal 
appropriations. They have not, however, presumed it to 
be within the meaning of their instructions, that they 
should exhibit a detailed statement of the receipts and 
expenditures at the Treasury. For these they refer to 
the annual and other periodical statements, which are 
enjoined by law, and which have been regularly sub- 
mitted to Congress; and, especially, to a report of the 
committee of the House of Representatives, of the 8th 
of May last; in which the sum total of the receipts and 
expenditures of the present Government, from its com- 
mencement to the end of the year 1799, is exhibited at 
one view. 

By the constitution of the Treasury Department, the’ 
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Secretary superintends the collection of the revenue, | 
and grants all- warrants for moneys issued from the | 
Treasury, in pursuance of appropriations made by law; 
but he is not responsible for the application of moneys | 
issued from the Treasury for the use of the other De- 

partments. When, for example, appropriations are | 
made for the Departments of State, of War, or of the į 
Navy, the Secretary of the Treasury, as also the Comp- | 
troller, are bound to prevent the advances from exceed- į 
ing the appropriations. The disbursements and appli- 

cation of the moneys so advanced, to the various ob- | 


The two last-mentioned loans were obtained of the 
Bank of the Unted States, at 6 per cent. interest; on 


| the first, from April 1, 1795, and on the second, from 


October Ist, 1795, repayable in one year from the dates 
of the respective advances. 

4. Under the act, entitled “An act making further 
provision for the support of public credit, and for the 
redemption of the public debt,” the sum of five hundred 
thousand dollars. 

The above loan was obtiined of the Bank of the 
United States, at 6 per cent. interest, from January 1, 


jects of public service, are necessarily made under the | 1796, repayable on or before the 1st of January, 1797. 


immediate superintendence of the other Departments, 
subject to a revision and final settlement by the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury. But, from the nature of the 
public business, it becomes indispensably necessary, in 
most cases, that advances should precede the services 
for which the moneys are destined—as these services 
are of great magnitude, branched out into a variety of 
details, and performed by numerous agents. It results 
that while voluminous accounts are in a train of settle- 
ment, sums to a great amount must at all times appear 
debited to individuals, to be accounted for in course, 
although they are known to have applied the same ac- 
cording to law, and although in’ many instances they 
may have exhibited sufficient vouchers for their dis- 
charge. ; 

The foregoing inquiries embrace the principal du- 
ties of the Secretary of the Treasury ; in the discharge 
of which the Department is regulated by positive laws 
and established forms. In certain cases, a limited dis- 
cretion is either given or implied in the nature of trans- 
actions performed under his agency. This happened 
chiefly in three instances: First, in contracts for the 
loan of money for the public service. Secondly, in 
providing and remitting to Europe funds for the dis- 
charge of the foreign debt. Thirdly, in measures adopt- 
ed to enforce punctuality on the part of public agents 
and officers, in the payments of moneys into the Trea- 
sury. 

Tirst, in regard to loans of money : 

On the first of February, 1795, being the day 
when the late Secretary of the Treasury was commis- 
sioned, the temporary loans to the United States by the 
Bank of the United States and the Bank of New 
York, exclusive of five hundred thousand dollars in 
stock, purchased on credit as hereinafter mentioned, 
amounted to four million nine hundred thousand dol- 
lars; at the same time the United States, however, were 
possessed of five thousand shares of the capital stock of 
the Bank of the United States, purchased with part 
of the proceeds of the said loans. 

The following loans have been negotiated by the 
late Secretary : 

1. Under the act, entitled “An act for the reimburse- 
ment of a loan authorized by the last session of Con- 
gress,” passed on the 21st day of February, 1795, the 
sum of eight hundred thousand dollars. 

The above loan was obtained of the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States, at 6 per cent. interest, and was declared to 
be repayable by instalments of two hundred thousand 
dollars each, on the last days of December, in the years 
1796, 1797, 1798, and 1799. 

2. Under the act, entitled “An act making further 
appropriations for the Military and Naval Establish- 
ments, and for the support of Government,” passed on 
the third of March, 1795, the sum of five hundred thou- 
sand dollars. 

3. And under the same act, the further sum of five 
hundred thousand dollars. 


5. Under the act, entitled “An act making provision 
far the payment of certain debts of the United States,” 
passed on the 31st of May, 1796, there was obtained 
on the Bank of New York, at 6 per cent. interest, the 
sum of three hundred and twenty thousand dollars. 

6. Under the act, entitled “An act making further pro- 
vision for the support of public credit, and for the re- 
demption of the public debt,” there was obtained from 
the Bank of the United States, on the last day of De- 
cember, 1798, at 6 per cent. interest, repayable on or 
before the first day of January, 1803, the sum of two 
hundred thousand dollars. 

The six loans above mentioned amount to two mil- 
lions eight hundred and twenty thousand dollars. 

The first loan of cight hundred thousand dollars was 
negotiated for the pupose of effecting a treaty of peace 
with Algiers. On the 4th of February, 1795, the subject 
was submitted to the consideration of Congress, in a 
Message from the President. This Message was refer- 
red to a committee of the House of Representatives, 
consisting of Mr. Sedgwick, Mr. Madison, Mr. Baldwin, 
Mr. William Smith, and Mr. Giles. The Secretary of 
the Treasury was desired by the committee to ascertain 
in what manner the proposed loan could be obtained ; 
and it is stated by him that the specific terms on which 
the contract was afterwards concluded, were presented 
to the committee; who, after being informed of causes 
which rendered any other mode of remitting so con- 
siderable a sum to Europe, at that time, either imprac- 
ticable or highly inexpedient, approved of the proposal 
of receiving the amount of the desired Joan in 6 per 
cent. stock, and of remitting the same to London to be 
sold on account of the United States. Being fully ap- 
prized of the manner in which the law would be exe- 
cuted, the committee reported certain resolutions on the 
9th, which were adopted in a bill by the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the lith and 12th of February, with- 
out opposition. 

The House of Messrs. Baring & Co., of London, 
were, on the suggestion of the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, designated by the then Secretary of State, to 
negotiate sales of the stock, and hold the proceeds sub- 
ject to the disposal of the Minister of the United States 
at Lisbon. The Secretary of the Treasury is consid- 
ered in no manner responsible for the subsequent dis- 
position of the fund; though, by this remark, the 
committee do not intend to suggest that the manage- 
ment had been improper; which they have no reason 
to suspect. 

The necessity of negotiating the second and fourth 
loans, of five hundred thousand dollars each, was evinced 
by an examination of the state of the Treasury, on the 
first of April, 1795, and first of January, 1796. The 
third loan of five hundred thousand dollars, negotiated 
on the first of October, 1795, appears to have been in 
like manner justifiable, with this additional circum- 
stance in favor of the transaction, that an equal sum 
was applied on the same day to the payment of the 
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six per cent. stock purchased by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and remitted to Amsterdam, under circum- 
stances hereinafter detailed. 

Òf the loan of three hundred and twenty thousand 
dollars, obtained of the Bank of New York, the sum of 
one hundred and twenty thousand dollars was imme- 
diately applied to satisfy part of a loan obtained of the 
Bank of the United States, in the year 1792; the re- 
maining two hundred thousand dollars operated merely 
as a prolongation of the loan made by the Bank of New 
York, in the year 1794. The same observation is ap- 
plicable to the sixth loan of two hundred thousand dol- 
lars. obtained of the Bank. of the Unitad States. 

The different capitals of the temporaryloans made of 
the Bank of the United States, were, at the close of 
the. year 1800, reduced to three millions four hun- 
dred and forty thousand dollars; at which time the 
United States remained possessed of two thousand two 
hundred and twenty shares of the capital stock of the 
said Bank. The total amount of Dutch debt extin- 
guished since the first day of January, is four millions 
nine hundred and twenty thousand dollars; and no 
new foreign debt has been contracted by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

In consequence of the failure of the attempt to ne- 
gotiate sales of six per cent. stock, on terms advanta- 
geous to the public, the Secretary of the Treasury was 
authorized by the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, 
with the consent of the President, which was duly ob- 
tained, to negotiate sales of a part of the shares of the. 
Bank of the United States, belonging to the United 
States. In pursuance of which. authorities, two thou- 
sand seven hundred and eighty shares were sold for one 
million three hundred and eighty-four thousand two 
hundred and sixty dollars; which sum was applied to- 
wards satisfying the demands of the Banks, and the 
proceedings duly reported to Congress, according to 
law. 

The foregoing representation contains a detail of all 
the loans which were negotiated by the late Secretary 
of the Treasury, prior to the year 1799: the causes of 
which, so far as they produced an increase of debt, ex- 
isted in the unexpected and pressing expenses of the 
year 1794, of which the insurrection in Pennsylvania 
may be considered.as the principal; and in the neces- 
sity which existed early in the year 1795, of providing 
a fund for defraying the expenses of effecting a treaty 
of peace with Algiers ; for neither of which objects ad- 
equate revenues had been or could be provided. 

The only loans negotiated by the present. Secretary 
of the Treasury, which have not been before enumera- 
ted, are, a sum. of five millions of dollars obtained in 
1799, in pursuance of an act passed on the 16th day of 
July, 1798, entitled “An act to enable the President of 
the United States to borrow money for the public ser- 
vice,” for an equal amount of stock bearing interest at 
eight per centum per annum, until the last day of De- 
cember, 1808, and thereafter at like interest, during the 
pleasure of Congress, until the said stock shall be re- 
deemed: also, a further sum of one million five hun- 
dred and sixty-five thousand two hundred and twenty- 
nine dollars and twenty-four cents, obtained in pursu- 
ance of an act of Congress passed on the 7th of May, 
in the year 1800, by the sale of one million four hun- 
dred and eighty-one thousand seven hundred dollars of 
stock, bearing a like interest, and subject to the. same 
terms of reimbursement. The necessity of these loans 
is well known to have been occasioned by the military 
and naval preparations lately directed. : 


tiated have been considered by the committees, and 
must be familiar to the House. The situation of the 
country was new and embarrassing ; the prospect of a 
war was threatening; a reliance on public credit was 
necessary ; the aids which could be afforded by the 
banks were limited, and could only be considered as 
resources which might. be rendered auxiliary to more 
extensive and permanent negotiations. No loan had 
been previously negotiated by the Government, of indi- 
viduals in the United States. A reliance upon loans 
in foreign countries. appeared to be improvident and 
dangerous, from its tendency to diminish the confidence 
of the country in its internal resources. The market 
rate of interest in the United States was known to be 
at least eight per centum per annum, and it was cer- 
tain, moreover, that the demand for money, which 
would be occasioned by a considerable loan, would 
tend to increase the then common rate of interest. 

The first loan of five millions was. obtained by sub- 
scription, and without attempting to dispose of the 
‘stock above par. Under the second contract, the loan 
may be extended to three millions and an half of dol- 
lars, if the Government should have occasion to raise 
that sum. No more than one million five hundred and 
sixty-five thousand two hundred and twenty-nine dollars 
and twenty-four cents, have yet been borrowed; for 
which the sum of one million four hundred and eighty- 
one thousand seven hundred dollars in stock, has been 
issued. No sales have been made for less than five per 
cent. advance in money, upon the nominal amount of 
the stock, being. the mean value in the market at the 
time the contract was published. In every instance 
the most favorable terms for the public were preferred. 
The highest price offered was eight per cent. advance 
in money, at which rate only a small amount in stock. 
was issued ; and the committee see no reason to doubt 
that these loans were negotiated upon the best terms 
that could be procured, and with a laudable view to 
the public interest. 


Secondly : In regard to remittances: 


Remittances to the bankers of the United States in 
Amsterdam, for the purpose of providing for the pay- 
ment of the principal and interest of the foreign debt, 


‘have been effected in the three following modes: 


1. By purchasing six per cent. funded stock, and au- 
thorizing the banker to sell the same in Europe, on ac- 
count of the United States. 

2. By bills of exchange on Amsterdam, Rotterdam, 
Hamburg, and London. 

3. By contracts with merchants in the United States, 
for cargoes consisting principally of West India pro- 
duce, the proceeds of which were directed to be placed 
to the credit of the United States in Amsterdam. 

In relation to the first. object, it is observed that the 
first Secretary of the Treasury, in January, 1795, pur- 
chased of the Bank of the United States five hundred 
thousand dollars of six per cent. stock at par, payable 
by instalments. The late Secretary of the Treasury 
purchased in April, 1795, an additional sum of one hun- 
dred and sixty thousand dollars of like stock, for which 
immediate payment was made in money to the Bank 
of the United States. 

In respect to the terms at which the stock was pur- 
chased, they were conformable to the current prices of 
stock at the periéds when the purchases were made. 

A necessity of purchasing the first-mentioned sum 


of five hundred thousand dollars on credit, was created 


by the heavy and unexpected expenses already alluded 


, “The principles upon which these loans were-nego- | to. These had greatly exhausted the Treasury and in- 
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capacited the Bank from increasing its loans to the 
Governnient. 

. It appears from the correspondence of the Treasury 
with the bankers in Holland, which the committee have 
carefully examined, that an expectation was entertained 
that’ the stock would be sold at par, including interest; 
or that the instalment of principal due in Holland, for 
the payment of which the stock was intended to provide, 
would be continued on loin by a new contract. Al- 
though both of these expectations were disappointed, in 
consequence of the unfortunate situation of Holland 
at that time, yet it clearly appears to the committee 
that every measure within the power of the Secretary 
was adopted to render the remittance as productive as 
possible. . 

The second mode of remittance, in bills of exchange, 
is that which has most usually been resorted to.. The 
rates of exchange at which bills were purchased, have, it 
is believed, been the most favorable which circumstavices 
would permit; at no time exceeding forty-two cents per 
guilder, and frequently for very considerable sums as low 
as thirty-six cents per guilder. No loss has‘been sustain- 
ed by the public except in one instance, of'a bill for one 
hundred and twenty thousand guilders, ‘drawn by Pra- 
gers & Co., of Philadelphia, endorsed by Peter Blight, 
which was purchased by'the cashier of the Bank of the 
United States, at the request of the Secretary, at thirty- 
six cents per ‘guilder, and remitted in October, 1799. 
The drawers and ʻendorser of the bill, at the time of 
the purchase, were in high credit ; it is, moreover, stated 
by the Secretary, as his opinion, that a part of the debt 
arising from. the protest will be eventually secured to 
the public. 

The third mode of remittance, by purchasing the pro- 
ceeds of cargoes, has been found effectual, and has, in 
no instance, occasioned any loss to the public. By the 
terms of the contracts, the public have been secured for 
all advances, by assignments of the policies of insur- 
ance, and by the bonds of the shippers. No commer- 
cial risks have ever been assumed by the Government, 
who have had no concern with the market, paying only 
for the nett amount passed to their credit. ` In other 
words, these shipments have been merely a collateral 
security for the réplacing in foreign countries the ad- 
vances made by the Treasury. 

Thirdly: In regard to provisions made for enforcing 
punctuality on the part of public agents and receivers: 

It is the immediate duty of the Comptroller to super- 
intend the adjustment of the public accounts, and to 
direct prosecutions for all delinquencies of officers of 
the revenue, and for debts due to the United States. 
Though the Secretary, in virtue of his authority as su- 
perintendent of the collection of the revenue, would be 
also responsible for the .permission of any negligence’ 
or abuse of trust in the officers. of the revenue, or re- 
ceivers of public money, after the same should come 
to his knowledge. In the collection of an immense 
revenue, through an cxtensive country, losses by the 
fraud, negligence, and insolvency of individuals, are 
unavoidable. 

When the Secretary has obtained and presented to 
the President the best information in respect to charac- 
ters recommended by him for ‘appointment to office; 
when he has established those official forms and checks 
which are best calculated to convey:a true'state of the 
accounts of the public agents, and the’money in their 
hands; when, on just grounds for suspicion of improper 
management, the Secretary has preferred to:the Presi- 
dent of the United States his complaints against those who 
are disqualified for office, and the Comptroller has directed 


prosecutions for delinquencies, it is conceived that these 
Officers have respectively discharged their duty in this 
particular. Instances, therefore, might naturally be ex- 
pected of public defaulters toa very considerable amount, 
while no blame could attach to these officers of the Trea- 
sury. But,on the contrary, if the number of persons of 
this description, and the amount due from them are found 
to be comparatively inconsiderable, the inference is fair 
and-plain that due caution has been observed in the 
appointments and diligence in the superintendence of 
the subordinate officers. 

Upon this subject the committee have been solicit- 
ous to acquire such information as might be'satisfactory 
to the House, and having examined the particular cases 
of delinquency which appear on the books of the Trea- 
sury, and the proceedings adopted by the Secretary and 
Comptroller, respectively, are convinced that the ut- 
most loss arising from the delinquency of those con- 
cerned in the collection of the revenue, from duties 
on imports and tonnage, for six years, will not exceed 
one hundred thousand dollars; being somewhat less 
than one-seventh of one per cent. on the whole amount 
collected and secured. 


The loss sustained in the management of the internal 


revenue, will exceed this ratio ; for reasons of which, some 


are incident to the nature of the duties and mode of 
collection; and others, which happened at an early pe- 
riod, attributable to the novelty of the system. This 
loss, by officers commissioned by the President, is esti- 
mated at fifteen thousand dollars. 


The committee have also examined, with attention, 
the statements of moneys advanced to individuals on 
account of current services. This amount is always 
apparently considerable, and the details are too volu- 
minous to be annexed to this report. No inference 
can be drawn from thei of the balances actually due 
from the public agents, as the sums advanced always 
appear to their debit, while the accounts of their ex- 
penditures, and their vouchers, which may absorb 
the whole amount, are either not rendered, or are in a 
train of settlement in the public offices. It does not 
appear to the committee that there is any foundation 
to conjecture that those persons who have been princi- 
pally entrusted with considerable sums of money, will 
be found in arrear. The accounts of the late Secreta- 
ry of State, Secretary of War, and Purveyor of Public 
Supplies, have been duly exhibited, and are in their 
course of settlement in the office. These accounts have 
been so far examined as to satisfy the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury that no balance will be found due 
from them. On the whole, after such an examination 
as they have been enabled to make, the committee beg 
leave to express their opinion that the business of the 
Treasury Department has been conducted with regulari- 
ty, fidelity, anda regard to economy. That the disburse- 
ments of money have been always made pursuant to 
law; that every attention consistent with the magni- 
tude and nature of the business has been bestowed in 
removing delinquents from office; in compelling them 
to account; in securing moneys due from them, and 
in preventing an improper and unreasonable accumu- 
lation of moneys in the hands of public agents; that 
the loans effected on account of ‘Government, have 
been procured on the most advantageous terms for the 
public ; that the most eligible modes of remittance to 
Europe have been devised; and, generally, that the 
financial concerns of the country have been left by the 
late Secretary in a state of good order and prosperity. 


The report was ordered to be laid on the table. 
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Tuourspay, January, 29. 


A resolution in the following words, proposed 
by Mr. Harper, was read, and ordered to lie on 
the table: 

“Resolved, That the act entitled an act to augment 
the salaries. of certain officers therein mentioned, ought 
to be continued in force.” 


A petition from sundry merchants of Rhode Is- 
land was presented to the House, and, on motion, 
referred to the Committee of Commerce and Man- 
ufactures. 

The following resolution, proposed by Mr. Rur- 
LEDGE, was presented to the House, which, being 
read, was ordered to lie on the table: 

“Resolved, That a committee be appointed to prepare 
and report such rules as, in their opinion, are proper to 
be adopted by this House, to be observed in the election 
of a President of the United States, whose term is to 
commence on the fourth day of March next, provided 
the Electors appointed under the authority of the States 
have not elected a President for that term.” 


MINE AND METAL COMPANY. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to incorporate the persons 
therein named, and their associates, as a Mine and 
Metal Company. 

.A motion was made to strike out the first sec- 
tion of the bill, on the principle that Congress was 
not authorized by the Constitution of the United 
States, to grant charters of incorporation. This 
motion was supported by Messrs. Liviveston and 
Birn, and opposed by Messrs. S. Smitu, RUT- 
LEDGE, J. Brown,and Bayarp. On the question 
being taken it was determined in the negative. 

Sundry amendments were made, which were 
reported by the Committee, taken up and adopted 
by the House. The bill was then ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time to-morrow. 

[ During the session of this day, while the House 
was in Committee of the Whole, a noise was 
made, by a person in the gallery expressing, in a 
very loud voice, his approbation of what had been 
just said by one of the members. By the direc- 
tion of the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, the gallery was cleared, and the person 
who had committed the offence was taken into 
custody by the Sergeant-at-Arms. Before the 
House adjourned, a motion was made and carried 
that the person should be discharged from con- 
finement. | 


Fray, January 30. 


A memorial of sundry clerks employed in the 
different Departments was presented to the House 
and read, stating the insufficiency of the salaries 
at present ailowed them by law, and praying that 
the same may be increased, and rendered moread- 
equate to their services. 

Mr. Bayvarp submitted the following resolution, 
to wit: 

. Resolved, That, in the event of its appearing upon 
the counting and ascertaining of the votes given for Pre- 
sident and Vice. President, according to the mode pre- 


scribed by the Constitution, that an equal number of 
votes have been given for two persons, that as soon as 
the same shall have been duly declared and entered on 
the journals of this House, that the Speaker, accompa- 
nied by the members. of the House, shall return to this 
Chamber, and shall immediately proceed to choose one 
of the two candidates for President; and in case, upon 
the first ballot, there shall not appear to be a majority 
of the States in favor of one of the candidates, in such 
case the House shall continue to ballot for President, 
without interruption by other business, until it shall ap- 
pear that a President is duly chosen; and, if no such 
choice should be made upon the first day, the House 
shall continue to ballot from day to day, till a choice 
shall be duly made. 


Ordered, That the consideration of the said mo- 
tion be postponed until Monday next. 


A petition of Lawrence Exb, late Collector of the 
Revenue ofthe United States, within the county 
of Northampton, in the State of Pennsylvania, was 
presented to the House and read, praying to be re- 
lieved from the confinement to which he is subject- 
ed, in consequence of his having converted to his 
own use moneys which he received as collector 
as aforesaid, and is unable to refund. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
Mr. Rogert Brown, Mr. Tuarcusr, and Mr. 
KITcHELL, with instruction to report thereon by 
bill, or otherwise. 

The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the billmaking the port of Biddeford and Pep- 
perelborough, and the port of New Bedford, in 
Massachusetts, ports of entry for ships or vessels 
arriving from the Cape of Good Hope, and from 
places beyond the same. 

The bill was reported to the House with amend- 
ments, and ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time on Monday next. . 

The House went intoa Committee of the Whole 
on the bill to cede to the State of South Carolina 
certain lands therein mentioned. 

The Committee reported several amendments ; 
which were severally twice read, and agreed to 
by the House, and the further consideration of the 
said bill was postponed until Monday next. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, Thata committee be appointed to in- 
quire and report, by bill or otherwise, whether it 
is expedient so to amend the several acts concern- 
ing the naturalization of foreigners in the United 
States, as to admit to the benefits of the act on that 
subject, passed January thetwenty-ninth, one thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety-five, all persons 
whose situation would have enabled them, before 
the passing of the act of June the eighteenth, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight, on the 
same subject, to make declaration, pursuant to the 
said act of January the twenty-ninth, one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-five, of their intention 
to become citizens of the United States, but who 
omitted to doso,and have constantly been residents 
of the United States; or to consider and report on 
the expedienty of repealing the said act of June 
the eighteenth, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-eight. 

Ordered, That Mr. Harper, Mr. Greca, Mr. 
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Livinaston, Mr. Dana, and Mr. Evans, be ap-. 
pointed a committee, pursuant to the said reso- 
lution. 

On a motion made and seconded that the Kouse 
do come to the following resolution, to wit: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of amending the act, passed the 
eighteenth day of June, one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-eight, entitled “An act supplementary to, 
and to amend the act, entitled ‘An act to establish an 
uniform rule of naturalization, and to repeal the act 
heretofore passed on that subject,” so as to admit aliens 
who were residents within the State, and under the ju- 
risdiction of the United States, before the twenty-ninth 
day of January, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
five, and who have continued to reside as aforesaid, to 
become citizens of the United States: 

Ordered, That the said motion be referred to 
the committee last appointed. 

MINE AND METAL COMPANY. 


An engrossed bill to incorporate the persons 
therein named, and their associates, as a Mine and 
Metal Company, was read the third time. 

Ordered, That the fifth section of the said bill 

` be recommitted toa Committee of the whole House 
immediately.” : f 

The House, accordingly, resolved itself into the 

said Committee; and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Chairman reported that the Committee had 
had the said fifth section under consideration, and 
made one'amendment thereto; which was twice 
read, and agreed to by the House. . 

Ordered, That the said amendment to the fifth 
section be presently engrossed, and read the third 
time. : 

‘The said fifth section, as amended, being then 
brought in, engrossed, and read the third time, the 
question was then taken that the House do agree 
to the said bill as amended, and resolved in the 
affirmative—yeas 50, nays 44, as follows: 

Yuas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Brown, John Condit, William Cooper, Wil- 
liam Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Frank- 
lin Davenport, John Dennis, George Dent, Joseph Dick- 
son, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, 
Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chaun- 
cey Goodrich, Blizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William 
Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Benjamin Huger, 
James H. Imlay, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, James Lynn, 
Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah 
Parker, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan 
Read, John Rutledge, William Shepard, Samuel Smith, 
John C: Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg 
Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williamsand Henry 
Woods. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, John Bird, 
Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Ga- 
briel Christie, Matthew Clay, William Charles Cole 
Claiborne, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, Joseph 
Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gal- 
latin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, 
Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George*Jackson, Aaron 
Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Edward Liv- 
ingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony 
New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Ran- 
dolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, 


Richard Stanford, Thomas Sumter, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton 
W. Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Var- 
num, and Robert Williams. 


CITY OF WASHINGTON. 
A Message was received from the PRESIDENT 


oF THE Uniten States, as follows: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 
I transmit to Congress, for their consideration, a let- 


ter from William Thornton, Alexander White, and 


William Cranch, Esquires, Comntissioners of the City 


of Washington, with a representation of the affairs of 
the city, made by them to the President of the United 
States, dated twenty-eighth of January, one thousand 
eight hundred and one, accompanied with a series of 
documents marked from A to H, inclusively. 


JOHN ADAMS. 
Uniren States, Jan. 30, 1801. 


The said Message and papers accompanying the 


same were read, and ordered to be referred to the 
committee appointed, on the twenty-seventh in- 
stant, to inquire into the expenditure of money 
made by the Commissioners of the City of Wash- 
ington ; the disposition of public property made by 
them; and, generally, into all the transactions of 
the Commissioners which relate to the execution 
of the trust confided to them by the President of 


the United States. [See Appendix.] 


Monpay, February 2. 


Anew member to wit: EBENEZER MATTOON re- 
turned to serve as a member of this House for the 
State of Massachusetts, in the room of Samuel 


Lyman, who has resigned his seat, appeared, pro- 
duced his credentials, was qualified, and took his 


seat in the House. 
An engrossed bill making the port of Biddeford 


and Pepperelborough, and the port of New Bedford, 


in Massachusetts, ports of entry for ships or vessels 
arriving from the Cape of Good Hope, and from 
places beyond the same, was read the third time 
and passed. 

A motion being made and seconded that the 
House do come to the following resolution, to wit: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to prepare 
and report such rules, as, in their opinion, are proper 
tobe adopted by this House, to be observed in the choice 
of a President of the United States, whose term is to 
commence on the fourth day of March next, if, when 
the votes which have been given by the Electors appoint- 
ed under the authority of the States shall have been 
counted, as prescribed by the Constitution, it shall ap- 
pear that no person for whom the Electors shall have 
voted, has a majority, or that more than one person, 
having such majority, have an equal number of votes: 

Ordered, That Mr. RUTLEDGE, Mr. NICHOLAS, 
Mr. Griswotp, Mr. Macon, Mr. BAYARD, Mr. 
Tattarerro, Mr. Foster, Mr. Cuatorne, Mr. 
Oris, Mr. Davis, Mr. Morais, Mr. CHAMPLIN, Mr. 
Barr, Mr. Cooper, Mr. Linn, and Mr. Woops, 
be appointed a committee, pursuant to the said 
resolution. 

Ordered, That the motion made on Friday last 
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relative to the mode of commencing and contin- 
uing the ballot for the choice of a President of the 
United States, be referred to the committee last 
appointed. 

Mr. Samuet Smita, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, presented a bill to 
amend an act, entitled “An act to retain a further 
sum on drawhacks, for the expenses incident to the 
allowance and payment thereof, and in lieu of 
stamp duties on debentures;” which was read, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole. | 

Mr. SAMUEL Smiru, from the last mentioned 
committee, presented, a bill to amend an act, en- 
titled “An act to regulate the collection of duties 
on imports and tonnage;” which was read twice 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Greaca observed that a report had gone 
abroad, which he believed to be true, that a num- 
ber of very valuable and important books and pa- 
pers belonging to the Departments of War and of 
the Treasury had lately been destroyed by a fire, 
which unfortunately had quite ruined one of the 
houses, and greatly injured the other, in which 
these offices were kept. It appeared to him‘high- 
ly. necessary and proper, that Congress should 
know, as far as it could be ascertained, the extent 
of that destruction; and how the settlement of 
public accounts would be affected thereby. He 
believed the best method of obtaining this inform- 
ation, would be to call on the Heads of ‘these De- 
partments for an official statement of the know- 
ledge they have, or may be able to acquire on the 
subject. F'or this purpose he would move a reso- 
lution in the following words: 

Resolved, That the Secretaries of War and of the 
Treasury be directed to communicate to this House 
such information as may bein their power, in relation 
to the destruction of official books and papers, in their 
respective departments, by fire; designating particular- 
ly what description of books and papers were lost, and 
what the probable effect.of such loss will be, in the ad- 
justment of the unsettled accounts of the United States. 


The motion was carried. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill for the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. While the question was being 
taken for the House to resolve itself into a-Com- 
mittee, Mr. Smicie rose and- moved the postpone- 
ment of this order till the third day of March 
next. He made this motion, he said, in order to 
try the sense of the House, whether they were 
determined to assume the jurisdiction or not. He 
hoped it would not, and was proceeding to show 
his reasons, when 

The Spraxer reminded him of the order of the 
House. He could not be permitted to discuss the 
merits of the bill under this motion. 

Mr. Sire conceived the question to affect the 
bill generally, and simply to be, whether -the 
House would agree to disfranchise some thou- 
sands -of persons of their political rights, which 
they now enjoyed. If this was not considered an 
object of importance enough to command atten- 

tion; he-must.confess other gentlemen saw‘it'in a 


very different light from that in which he viewed 
it. By the passage of this bill, the people of the 
District would be reduced to the state of subjects, 
and deprived of their political rights, and he very 
much doubted whether not of their civil rights 
also. If, indeed, there was such an imperious ne- 
cessity of assuming the jurisdiction, of which he 
was by no means convinced, then it must be done; 
but, if that'great and immediate necessity did not 
exist, why should this privation of rights take 
place? If it was necessary to reduce the City of 
Washington to a'state of local government by an 
incorporation, he contended that act could be done 
by the State Legislature ; as he did not conceive 
the local demands of the people called for it, as 
they could want no such assumption as the bill 
contemplated, and as he could perceive no ad- 
vantage to be derived to the General Govern- 
ment thereby, and as the assumption would even- 
tually injure the people, he trusted it would be 
postponed, at least. . : 

Mr. Rorienes said, he had always uniformly 
opposed any motion for postponing a bill the con- 
sideration of which the House had not gone into. 
Although it might be in order, it could not be’ 
perfectly fair, from various considerations; if, 
however, it were only from its tendency to pre- 
elude the investigation of the bill, it were suffi- 
cient.. The gentleman had stated it not to bene- 
cessary. Who are to judge? Most assuredly 
the people belonging to the Territory. And what 
have they said? Why, sir, they have prayed the 
House to assume the jurisdiction. From this 
petition the subject was referred to a committee 
and this committee have reported a bill, and a bill 
well discussed and well matured in its detail. To 
refuse this bill, from a diversity of sentiment, 
would be to insult the committee and to insult 
the people of the Territory. If the gentleman 
wishes to. please the people, why does he not suf- 
fer the consideration of the bill to proceed, and 
afford his aid in making it what he supposes their 
desires would concur in? Perhaps the gentleman 
had not read the bill. Mr. R. said, if he had not, 
how was he to know whether it was good or bad ? 
Something must be done. He wished to get at 
that something, but was precluded by the motion. 
It certainly became the gentleman to show ‘how 
this bill would operate injuriously upon the peo- 
ple, as a reason for his motion. Disfranchisement, 
to be sure, had been ‘mentioned ‘as the result of 
this bill; but how was the House to know that 
would be its tendency, except by going into its 
investigation ? 

Mr. Craik, also, considered this order of the 
House as the most unfair one among the rules of 
the House. However, it must be permitted while 
the order continued. The gentleman had said the 
people were in a state of vassalage ; how was this 
declaration to be refuted, if the order of the House 
forbade the investigation into the application of 
this bill to the liberties of the people? The gen- 
tleman further said, that the people did-not desire 
this assumption of jurisdiction. Were he, Mr. 
C. said, to give an opinion upon the subject, it 
would be drawn from the'same source with that 
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expressed by the gentleman, but of a very different | by this provision the Government of the United 


import... He should say, as far as his knowledge 
of their sentiments extended, and he professed to 
be pretty well acquainted with their ideas upon 
this subject, that their feelings, their interests, and 
their desires, conspired to encourage the assump- 
tion, and to prevent the postponement of the sub- 
ject. As the immediate representative of a large 
proportion of them, he could say that much un- 
certainty and disquiet convulsed the minds of 
many good and wise men among them ; that their 
present uncertainty was truly deplorable; that se- 
rious doubts existed with judicious men how far 
the grants and acceptance of lands, or of their 
papers, afforded them security for value received ; 
doubts existed, in all their acts of negotiation, 
whether their respective State laws held any gov- 
ernment over them? And this state of insecurity 
as to their property, could not fail to have an in- 
jurious effect. They doubted whether all other 
jurisdiction did not immediately cease, upon the 
removal of Congress to the District; and should 

ongress break up without assuming the juris- 
diction, and taking other suitable measures to fix 
the government, it would not fail to paralyze every 
exertion and effort toward a successful establish- 
ment. No manat- present can assure himself of 
the right by which he ‘holds his property, or re- 
move his apprehensions. They now called loudly 
upon the National Government to remove from 


them this state of doubt and uncertainty; this is; 


the object of the bill before the House; by this 
bill,'a.variety of inconveniences are removed, and 
the Government use their effort to make their sit- 
uation at least more certain; and, he had no 
doubt, more safe and desirable. This it was in- 
cumbent on the Government to do; and this, -he 
trusted, a majority: of the House would be dispos- 
ed to do soon. If the objects or provisions of the 
bill did not meet that gentleman’s desires, he wish- 
ed an opportunity to hear the objections, to enable 
him, as far as in his power, to remove them. 

Mr. SmiLie was proceeding to show that, at any 
rate, such a bill as the present ought not to pass, 
when 

The Speaker interrupted him, saying that any 
arguments that went to show that the third day of 
March was a more proper time than the present 
for this bill to pass would only be in order. 

Mr. Smitie continued to show the impropriety 
of the bill, and the inevitable injuries that must 
be sustained by it, when he was again reminded 
of the question of order. 

Mr. S. proceeded: that it might be the wish of 
some of the people, he would not say ; but he de- 
nied that such a- wish had been expressed, and 
therefore it ought not to be considered as correct. 
As to the question of doubt on the minds of the 
people, whether or not.they held their property 
secure, not being certain of the existence of their 
former State laws, he referred to the acts of ces- 
sion, passed by the States of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia respectively, the words of which were, that 
the laws remained in force “until Congress shall 
by law otherwise provide.” Under this express pro- 
vision, the cession was made by the two States; and 
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States accepted the grant of the ten miles square. 
And, therefore, until Congress by law should ac- 
cept of the jurisdiction and nullify the laws of those 
States over the District, there could be no doubt 
but they remained in full force, and property was 
held as secure under those laws as ever. As he 
had before observed, he contended that an act of 
incorporation could be obtained for the City of 
Washington without this bill. From all these 
grounds, he believed the bill to be at present un- 
necessary. 

Mr. H. Ler did not wonder at this opposition, 
considering the quarter from whence it came; 
perhaps, he said, if he had come from Pennsylva- 
nia, the idea of losing the General Government, 
might instigate him to wish to give the stabbing 
blow to every act which should go to the estab- 
lishing of that Government in another place. But, 
he trusted, as these local reasons could not influ- 
ence gentlemen from other States, they would not 
concur in his arguments. He trusted other gen- 
tlemen would lay to their hands and join to make 
this District a settled Government, and go into 
the examination of the principles proposed to ac- 
complish that measure. He hoped not merely 
words of kindness escaping from the lips of gen- 
tlemen, would be deemed by them sufficient, but 
that their efforts would be used to produce a well- 
digested and valuable Government for the security 
of their civil and political rights. 

With respect to the act of cession, he contended 
that the solemn injunctions of the Constitution 
were detailed in words upon which the most crit- 
ical could not find wherewith to hang a doubt. 
There the Congress of the United States were 
enjoined to “exercise exclusive jurisdiction.” 
When was this jurisdiction to commence but at 
the period when the General Government should 
occupy it? Was not, then, this spot become the 
permanent seat of the Government of the Union ? 
Were not the different departments, Executive, 
Legislative, and Judicial, assembled, according to 
the Constitution, in this District? How, then, 
could the respective States of Virginia and Mary- 
land a moment longer possess the jurisdiction ? It 
was completely done away, and nothing was now 
wanting to remove the miserable state of sus- 
pense the people now felt, but the declaration of 
the Government that this was the case; that mo- 
ment would all their fears be appeased. As a 
friend to those people, then, as much as that 
gentleman could be, he hoped an opportunity 


| would be given to examine the bill, not doubting 


but it would be made to meet the wishes, as he 
was assured it would be the interest of the people 
to be governed by it. 

Mr. Macon said the motion was perfectly in 
order, and explained some of the cases for which 
it was established, as a rule of the House. As to 
the jurisdiction being assumed by the removal of 
Congress here, as the gentleman last up had said, 
were that the case, not only by this bill would it 
be assumed, but the acts of the two States must 
have ceased from the. day Congress first sat here ; 
a deduction by no means supported. The only 
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evidence the House had of the desire of the people 
to come specially under the National Govern- 
ment, was a petition from Alexandria, except that 
the gentleman from the District had learned so 
among his friends. But did that express the will 
or wishes of the inhabitants of the surrounding 
country ? 

As he believed the laws of the States to be in 
full force; as he believed they would remain so 
until otherwise enacted by Congress, and as post- 
poning the bill till the third of March would afford 
the people a large time to reflect on the subject, 
and express their will more generally, he hoped 
the postponement would take place. He would 
remind the House that this measure, once taken, 
could not be undone; and, therefore, prudence 
would dictate that time should be taken to do it 
well.. The act could not be repealed without | 
amending the Constitution. If the gentleman only 
calculated upon an opposition from Pennsylvania, 
he was mistaken. Mr.M. presumed that he could 
not be supposed to have local attachments, resid- 
ing very far from the former, or the present seat 
of Government ; he was, notwithstanding, oppos- 
ed to taking up this subject at present, and even 
during the present session. The delay of ac- 
ceptance could not displease the inhabitants, if 
they were satisfied as to the present jurisdic- 
tion, which did not, in his opinion, admit of a 
doubt. It was impossible that the postponement 
could be attended with any inconvenience; they 
had been in the same situation for ten years, and 
wherein could be the inconvenience of their re- 


maining so? Nay, there must be advantages in | 


their usages and customs being continued to them. 


He wished this matter to be postponed till ano- | 


ther session. 

Mr. Birp never could suppose that the mem- | 
bers of the Legislature would be satisfied with | 
their removal from a place of accommodation to 
a wilderness, and with subjecting themselves. to 
the inconveniences of this place, without exer- 
cising all the powers entrusted to them, and tak- 
ing the jurisdiction to the Government, the mem- 
bers and subordinates of which were to subject 
themselves to the code of laws under which they 
should place themselves. A motion, therefore, to | 
continue the jurisdiction out of the hands of the 
Government, much surprised him. All the argu- 
ments used by the gentleman in favor of a post- 
ponement, would operate fully to the entire aban- 
donment of the subject; and did he suppose that | 


all the expense attending the removal of the whole 
Government, all the inconvenience experienced 
would be, or ought to be, borne without the enjoy- | 
ment of that Constitutional right, nay, injunc- į 
tion, of “exclusive legislation?’ What could 
have been the reason why Congress was to as- 
sume this exclusive legislation? Did not the 
members of the Convention know that a great 
quantity of public treasure would be drawn to- 
gether. into this place? Did they not suppose it. 
of importance to secure the privileges and rights 
of foreign. Ministers, who would necessarily be 
brought to reside in this District? Did they not 
consider the number of persons attached to the 


Government worthy of the special regard of the 
National Legislature? Could any gentleman 
conceive that these were not too great powers to 
be entrusted to any State whatever? Else why 
was the provision for exclusive jurisdiction made? 
To avoid putting those powers into execution, he 
firmly believed, would be omitting a great and im- 
portant duty. But, were it not for the words of 
the Constitution, the words of the acts of cession 
made by the States were as ample upon the sub- 
ject as one sovereign Power in the act of granting, 
and another sovereign Power in the act of receiv- 
ing a cession, could make. This was precisely the 
case; the two States made a full and complete 
cession of the jurisdiction to the General Govern- 
ment, upon the terms of the Constitution, which 
were to “exercise exclusive legislation, in all cases 
whatever, over such District,” which had, by the 
cession of those particular. States, and the ac- 
ceptance of Congress, become the seat of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. How, he would 
ask gentlemen, could this be granted, and yet re- 
tained? It was absurd to suppose a man could 
grant a piece of land, and by the same instrument 
retain it. 

But suppose this was a doubtful subject, wheth- 
er or not the laws of the two States were in force 
in the District; would the gentleman still wish to 
leaveit in doubt? Surely no new laws could be 
made by those States to affect this District, actu- 
ally made the seat of Government, and he con- 
tended that none of the laws whatever did exist 
here, and that the power of the civil officers actu- 
ally had ceased ; it therefore required no painting 
to show that the state of the place was truly de- 
plorable. Would the gentleman yet wish to leave 
the District without laws, and merely lest itshould 
take away their suffrage? That the people could 
not be represented in the General Government, 
Mr. B. admitted. But where was the blame, if 
any could attach? Certainly not to the men who 
made the act of cession ; not to those who accept- 
edit. It was to the men whoframed the Consti- 
tutional provision, who peculiarly set apart this 
as a District under the national safeguard and 
Government. But, he contended, there was no 
injury sustained. What less compensation than 
the particular legislation of this District could be 
required for the removal of the Government, 
whereby in these almost uninhabited woods the 
beginnings of a rich and prosperous city was 
commenced, and made the capital of the United 
States ? 

The motion for postponement was withdrawn 
without a question being taken, and the House 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the bill. Mr. Smiiie moved to strike out the first 
section of the bill. 

Mr. Smirre said he would willingly give the 
reasons which prompted him to make the motion, 
and he hoped the gentleman would as freely make 
his reply. If it could be proved to him that the 
rights of these people could be reserved by the 
passage of the bill, it would give him pleasure, 
but, believing it to be impossible, he wished to 
destroy the bill. It could not be denied but that 
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the people of this District were precisely in the 
same situation at present which they always had 
been, and: subject to the same laws, but would it 
be so when the Government once accepted the 
cession? It would not. Not aman in the Dis- 
trict would be represented in the Government, 
whereas every man who contributed to the sup- 
port of a Government ought to be represented in 
it, otherwise his natural tights were subverted, 
and he left, not a citizen, but a subject. This was 
one right the bill deprived these people of, and he 
had always been taught to believe it was a very 
serlous and important one. It was a right which 
this country, when under subjection to Great Bri- 
tain, thought worth making a resolute struggle 
for, and evinced a determination to perish rather 
than not enjoy. 

Another, and an important right, of which those 
people were about to be deprived, was, that their 
Judges and their Governor were not to be the 
choice of themselves, but of the President. The 
privilege of a local Legislature might be given to 
the people, but of what avail could they be if the 
Governor appointed by the President could de- 
prive them of every act they might make by his 
negative? Where was their security if the acts 
of these Representatives of the people could be 
to-morrow revoked by a power deriving authority 
from elsewhere? Much as gentlemen might talk 
about dignity of government, nothing, he thought, 
would more comport with true dignity than liber- 
ty, and without it dignity of government was not 
worth aname. It surely must be disagreeable for 
the Government to be in the midst of a people 
who are deprived of their rights, and what inse- 
curity there ever had been, or ever would be, to 
the Government, from its residence under the laws 
of the States, he could not conceive. He had never 
known of any. If he could be convinced that the 
people would not be deprived of these rights, 
among others, he would agree to some such bill 
as this. 

Mr. Dennis acknowledged that had he the same 
impressions as the member who had just sat down, 
he would not hesitate for a moment to believe that 
liberty had been forced to yield to a reign of abso- 
lute slavery. But from a consideration of the in- 
terests of the people, of the dignity of the Govern- 
ment, and of the seat of the Congress, together 
with the reflections of the gentleman who had 
just resumed his seat, he felt himself called upon 
to make some observations by way of an answer. 

As to the interests of the people, could it for a 
moment be doubted that a local government, a 
judiciary, and a legislature, would be highly advan- 
tageous? Could any man doubt but it would be 
more convenient and advantageous for the inhabi- 
tants to attend the courts'in this place than to be 
taken away to Richmond or to Annapolis? It 
had been always an approved privilege that jus- 
tice should be brought home to every man’s door, 
and where could it be more so than by the estab- 
lishment of a judiciary, especially for this Dis- 
trict? Nor were the advantages less, he contended, 
in the legislative department. If a ready com- 
munication with their representatives was desira- 


ble to the people, by the residence and sitting of 
the representatives of this District being within 
itself, the communication was easy, and the rights 
of the people in their local-concerns more attain- 
able, surely, than though they had to go to Rich- 
mond or to Annapolis. But, taking a more com- 
prehensive view of the subject, Mr. D. asked if 
the general interests of the District would not be 
more secured by persons immediately acquainted 
and concerned, than by persons of different States, 
and at a distance from the place? One or two 
representatives to each legislature would be the 
utmost that the District could send, and these 
placed among men of different interests, what 
could be expected compared to a body such as is 
prescribed by this bill, drawn from among the 
people themselves? In these legislatures, the nu- 
merous local circumstances which must call for 
attention in a newly planted and rapidly growing 
capital, never can receive due attention. Ev- 
ery person must know that a great proportion 
of business must arise from a commercial city. 
From observation he could say that about one- 
third of the business of the Legislature of Mary- 
land usually arose from Baltimore alone. As this 
city, therefore, grew in population and in trade, 
the demand for legislative attention would in- 
crease, and either its interests must be neglected, 
or the sitting of the State legislatures must be 
protracted too far. Besides this, experience must 
have taught gentlemen that numerous bodies could 
not so well attend to the minute advantages of a 
place like this as small bodies, and particularly 
such as well knew its situation and circumstances. 

It had been said that these people were happy. 
Mr. D. admitted it, but a change of circumstances 
made an inevitable difference, and required a dif- 
ferent mode of legislating. This District of the 
General Government, being a part of two States, 
must require an alteration from its former govern- 
ment. Surely the organization of a local body 
must be more advantageous than any modifica- 
tions which could be made by those two Legisla- 
tures. So far from a rule of despotism then being 
over these people, he thought the passing of this 
bill would much increase their prosperity. It was 
said that, by the assumption of the jurisdiction, 
these people would ask how much they were here- 
tofore represented in the two Legislatures to which 
they sent delegates. They were so in name, but 
very little in essence, from the comparatively 
small number they could send to the Legislatures. 
But the arguments went as much against the as- 
sumption at any future time as at present. That 
it would be some time taken up there could be no 
doubt. It ought therefore to be recollected, that 
if it would ever be proper, a period more unfavor- 
able to the interests of the people might be selected 
than the present, and therefore the present mo- 
ment ought to be accepted, and especially so, as 
he believed the people were desirous of it, and 
were satisfied with the features of the bill. From 
their contiguity to,and residence among the mem- 
bers of the General Government, they knew, that 
though they might not be represented in the na- 
tional body, their voice would be heard. But if it 
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should be necessary, the Constitution might be so 
altered as to give them a delegate to the General 
Legislature when their numbers should become 
sufficient. Upon the whole, he could see no mea- 
sures which would more immediately promote the 
interests of the people of this District, and give 
stability to their minds, and to their concerns with 
each other, than the present bill; and, therefore, 
he hoped the section would remain. 

Mr. Macon said, he could see no such imme- 
diate necessity for this law. A gentleman. had 
told the Committee it was necessary because the 
States did not pay regard to it. 
the same attention was paid to this District as 
usual, and the same as was paid to any other par- 
ticular part. He believed their political and local 
rights were as perfectly secure without this bill as 
any other part of those States, and if the object 
of gentlemen was to make it better or worse, he 
should be opposed to it. Before the least change 
from their former situation, some inconveniences 
ought to be mentioned under which they labored, 
and this had not been done, more than mere con- 
jecture and surmises had engendered. Most assu- 
redly there ought to be some good ground for this 
assumption, because it -was not merely a common 
act of the Legislature, which could be repealed or 
amended as soon as passed. It was an act of a 
nature that could not be essentially altered with- 
out an alteration in the Constitution, because if 
the assumption was once accepted, it could not be 
parted rit 

It would be so far frora advantageous to the 
city of Washington, Mr. M. said, that it must es- 
sentially injure it. On one side of the water was 
Alexandria, a populous town; on the other side 
was Georgetown. Would not these two give to 
the legislature a majority? And if so, a more 
palpable evil could not be put upon the city than 
by putting itin with more numerous towns whose 
interests would ever be opposed to the growth of 
the city. There would inevitably be an Alexan- 
dria interest, a Georgetown interest, and a city 
interest, and those struggling with each other. 

It was said to be inconvenient to be represented 
ata distance, from the want of an easy commu- 
nication. How could this be? What was more 
easy than for letters and instructions to be sent by 
post? The communication was easy from all 
parts of the United States to Congress, and could 
be equally so to any place where the post goes. 
There could be no doubt but the States would 
pay as much attention to the interests of this Dis- 
trict, if it continued under their jurisdiction, as 
ever had been done,and more: by not suffering it to 
endure any injury which it could prevent, Con- 
gress should immediately take the jurisdiction. 
The language and meaning of gentlemen could 
be well understood. Gentlemen were called to 
support the measure with energy, while they had 
strength. No doubt this was the principal ground 
of their endeavors to push the measure, although 
the Legislature had but just met here, and there 
had been scarce time to know what would be the 
proper: regulations to adopt. But he wished to 
remind: them, that, although the law might be 


Mr. M. supposed ° 


passed, the time would not be far off when his 
friends would be in the minority, and some con- 
siderable alterations might be made in it. 

Mr. M. then proceeded to the details of the bill. 
He disliked the establishment of a government, 
the executive and judiciary of which were in the 
appointment of the President of the United States, 
the former for three years and the latter during 
good behaviour: and these, both governor and 
judges of the superior and inferior courts, to be 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 
Could it be the wish of the gentleman, he asked, 
to establish in the very heart of the United States, 
and immediately under the eye of the Govern- 
ment, such a principle as that these rulers should 
be independent and entirely above the control of 
the people? He declared that if he should be in 
Congress again, and as long as he ever should be 
in the House, he should constantly make it his 
duty to exert himself for the repeal of so bad a 
principle, and leave the governor, the judges, and 
the legislature, immediately amenable to the peo- 
ple. Another thing he should also be ever op- 
posed to, was the manner of this House of Repre- 
sentatives and Senate being chosen, and the time 
of their continuance. Why should they be elected 
here for two years, when in all the State Legisla- 
tures, he believed they were chosen annually, ex- 
cept two, in one of which they were elected every 
six months, and in the other, every two years. 
A greater absurdity still was evinced in the time 
for which, and the manner how the Senators were 
chosen—six years, and by electors. Although in 
these things there was a similarity to the choice 
of the General Government, he would ask what 
similarity there could be in the two Governments? 
In the one there is a vast extent of country anda 
numerous population; in the other, a small popu- 
lation, a small tract of country, and an almost gen- 
eral knowledge by every one of every individual 
init. He doubted whether the Legislature of the 
Union could at all delegate powers to this local 
government; bat whether or not, he could see no 
kind of necessity during the present session to as- 
sume them. The Government would go on as 
well as before, and he had no doubt the city would 
continue in that rapid state of prosperity gentle- 
men had witnessed since they arrived here. 

The Committee rose without taking a question, 
and had leave to sit again. 


Touxspay, February 3. 


A newmember, to wit: Joun STEWART, returned 
to serve as a member of this House for the State: 
of Pennsylvania, in the room of Thomas Hart- 
ley, deceased, appeared, produced his credentials, 
was qualified and took his seat in the House. 

A petition of Theodosius Fowler was presented 
to the House and read, stating that a contract had 
been formed by the petitioner, with the Secretary 
of the Treasury, some time in the year one thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety, or one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-one, for supplying rations 
to certain troopsin the serviceof the United States; 
which contract he entered into at the request of 
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first section, and negatived, ten members only ris- 
ing for it. 

Mr. Grece then proposed an amendment to the 
first section, the object of which was to make the 
election of representatives annual, instead of bien- 
nial as contemplated by the bill. This. motion 
brought on a lengthy discussion, being supported 
by Messrs. J. SMITH, CLAIBORNE, NICHOLAS, GAL- 
LATIN, and Macon; and opposed by Messrs. Craik, 
Harper, Bayarp, H. Lez, Tuomas, and Dennis. 
On the question for agreeing to the motion, it was 
determined in the negative—48 voting for it and 
50 against it. 

A motion was then made by Mr. CLAIBORNE, so 
to amend the first section as to extend the privi- 
lege of voting to persons who are not freeholders; 
that privilege being confined by the bill to free- 
holders exclusively. This motion brought on a 
short debate, in-which Messrs. Kircne.u, Nicu- 
ouson, Smita, Macon, TAZEwELL, and Nicano- 
LAS supported the motion, and Messrs. HARPER, 
Craik, Dennis, and GALLATIN, opposed it. On 
the question that the House do agree to the mo- 
tion, it was determined in the negative, there be- 
ing 48 votes for and 50 against it. 


William Duer, deceased, but in which he, the 
petitioner, had no concern or interest whatever; 
that a large balance due upon the said contract, to 
the United States, is now claimed from the peti- 
tioner, and that a suit has been instituted against 
him for the recovery thereof; and praying that the 
said suit may be discontinued, or such other re- 
lief afforded to the petitioner, as to the wisdom 
and justice of Congress may seem meet. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
Mr. Biro, Mr. Morris, and Mr. Henry Les; that 
they do examine the matter thereof, and report the 
same, with their opinion thereupon, to the House. 

On motion it- was 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
prepare and bring in a bill supplementary to the 
act, entitled “ An act to divide the Territory of the 
United States Northwest of the Ohio into two 
separate governments.” 

Ordered, That Mr. Otis, Mr. GALLATIN, and 
Mr. McMI.uan, be appointed a committee parsu- 
ant to the said resolution. 

Mr. Pinckney, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted, on the twenty-ninth ultimo, 
the bill giving a right of pre-emption to certain 

‘persons who have contracted with John Cleaves 
ymmes, or his’ associates, for lands lying be- 
tween the Miami rivers, in the Territory of the 
United States Northwest of the Ohio, reported an 
amendatory bill giving a right of pre-emption to 
certain persons who have contracted with John 
Cleves Symmes, or his associates, for lands lying 
between the Miami rivers, in the Territory of the 
United States Northwest of the Ohio; which was 
read twice and engrossed, and ordered to be read 
the third time on Thursday next. 

Mr. Griswotp, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made a report; which was read and 
considered; Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means do prepare and report a bill to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to employ Clerks 
for completing the abstracts of the valuation of 
lands and dwelling-houses, and the enumeration 
of slaves, agreeably to the provisions of the act, 
entitled “An act supplementary to the act, entitled 
‘An act to provide for the valuation of lands and 
dwelling-houses, and the enumeration of slaves 
within the United States,” in those States where 
clerks cannot be procured by the Commissioners 
for the compensation allowed by law to clerks 
employed in that business. : 
` Mr. Griswoxp, from the last mentioned com- 
mittee, presented a bill to amend the act, entitled 

` « An act to provide for the valuation of lands and 
dwelling-houses, and the enumeration of slaves 
‘within the United States, and to repeal the act, en- 
titled ‘An act to enlarge the powers of the Sur- 
veyors of the Revenue; which was read twice 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for the government of the 
District of Columbia, when the question was taken 
on the motion made yesterday, for striking out the 


Wepnespay, February 4. 


A petition of sundry freeholders and inhabitants 
of the City of Washington, whose names are there- 
unto subseribed, was presented to the House, and 
read, praying that Congress may assume the ju- 
risdiction of the Territory of Columbia, and frame 
such a code of laws for the government thereof 
as in their wisdom may seem meet. 

Ordered, That the said petition be committed 
to the Committee of. the whole House, to whom 
is committed the bill for the government of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. R. Brown, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill authorizing the discharge of Law- 
rence Erb from his present confinement; which 
was read twice and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House on Monday next. 

Mr. S. Sirs, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, presented a bill to add 
to the district of Massac, on the Ohio, and to dis- 
continue the districts of Louisville, in the State 
of Kentucky, and Palmyra, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, and therein to amend the act, entitled “An 
act to regulate the collection of duties on im- 
ports and tonnage;” which was twice read, and 
ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time to- 
morrow. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for the government of the 
District of Columbia. 

A motion was made by Mr. GALLATIN to amend 
the first section of the bill, so as to extend the priv- 
ilege of voting for representatives to persons other 
than freeholders, who are possessed of property in 
the District to the value of eighty dollars. 

Mr. Harper proposed an amendment to the 
foregoing amendment, that a citizen, not being a 
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freeholder, in order to qualify him as an elector, 
must be a housekeeper, and possessed of property of 
the value of one hundred dollars, to. be-ascertained 
by the record of the last assessment next preceding 
the period of offering his vote. 

Mr. GALLATIN’s amendment was withdrawn, 
and Mr. Harper’s, which, though offered as an 
amendment, was a complete substitute for it, was 
adopted. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE proposed as an amendment to 
this same section, to reduce the term of a Senator 
continuing in office from six to three years. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. TazeweLL moved to strike out the Senate 
altogether, on the ground that Congress, having 
the revision of all laws that may be passed for the 
Territory, and the power of rejecting such as they 
did not approve, would be a sufficient check on 
the Representatives without a Senate. 

This motion was negatived. 

Mr. Macon moved as an amendment, that the 
Senators should be elected immediately by the 
people, and not by electors, as proposed by the bill. 

This motion was also lost. 

A motion was made by Mr. Nicuoxson, that 
the electors should not be permitted to choose 
themselves as Senators, 

This motion was adopted. 

The Committee rose, reported progress, and 
asked leave to sit again. 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that the Senate had passed the 
bill for erecting a mausoleum for Georce Wass- 
INGTON, with amendments. The amendments 
were committed to a Committee of the whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 


Tuurspay, February 5. 

An engrossed bill giving a right of pre-emption 
to certain persons who have contracted with John 
Cleves Symmes, or his associates, for lands lying 
between the Miami rivers, in the Territory of the 
United States Northwest of the Ohio, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill to add to the district of Mas- 
sac, on the Ohio, and to discontinue the districts 
of Louisville in the State of Kentucky, and Pal- 
myra, in the State of Tennessee, and therein to 
amend the act, entitled, “An act to regulate the 
collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” was 
read the third time, and passed. 

A memorial of sundry inhabitants. of Alexan- 
dria, signed by Amos Alexander, their chairman, 
was presented to the House, and read, expressing 
their disapprobation of several of the provisions 
contained in the bill now depending in the House, 
for the government of the District of Columbia. 

Ordered, That the said memorial be committed 
to the Committee of the whole House, to whom 
is committed the bill for the government of the 
District of Columbia. 

‘> On motion, it was 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire into the expediency of extinguishing the 

claims of the United States for certain balances, 


which, by the commissioners appointed to settle 
the accounts between the United States and the 
several States, were reported to be due from seve- 
ral of the States to the United States; and that 
the said committee be authorized to report by 
bill or otherwise. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Hitz, WALN, HARPER, 
Oris, and C. Goopricu, be appointed a commit- 
tee, pursuant to the said resolution. 

The House again resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole. on the bill for the government 
of the District of Columbia. Several amendments. 
were made to the bill, and it was reported to the 
House. 

On motion, it-was 

Resolved, That the act, entitled, “An act to 
augment the salaries of the officers therein men- 
tioned,” ought to be continued in force and made 
perpetual, : 

Ordered, ‘That Messrs. Harrer, Dent, and 
Epmonp, be appointed a committee, pursuant to 
the said resolution. $ : ; 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled, “ An 
act concerning the District of Columbia,” to which 
they desire the concurrence of this House. , 

The said bill was twice read, and committed to: 
a Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 


TRADE WITH THE INDIANS. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE, from the committee appointed, 
on the second of December last, to inquire into 
the expediency of carrying on any further trade 
with the Indians, on a capital: furnished by the 
United States, made a report; which was read, 
and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee appointed to inquire into the expediency 
of carrying on any further trade with the Indians, on’ 

a capital furnished by the United States, report: ° 

That in pursuance of the laws heretofore passed by 
Congress on that subject, two trading-houses, or facto-- 
ries, have been established; one in the State of Tennes- 
see and another in the State of Georgia; and, of the 
sums appropriated by Congress, the sum of ninety 
thousand one hundred and fifteen dollars and ninety 
cents has been drawn from the Treasury, for the pur- 
pose of forming those establishments and purchasing 
and conveying goods suitable for trade with the Indians 
of the Cherokee and Creek nations. That the laws 
aforesaid expired on the , and no law was 
passed at the last session of Congress to continue the 
establishment, and trade aforesaid; although the com-. 
mittee to whom the subject was then referred, reported, 
that it was expedient to continue the trade. 

The committee further report, 

That from the accounts in the Treasury Department, 
rendered by the persons who superintend those estab-- 
lishments or factories, the present state of this trade 
cannot be ascertained; and although this trade may 
have produced some advantages in attaching the In- 
dians to the Government of the United States, by af- 
fording them necessaries, and avoiding the animosities 
which might be produced by the abuses of private trad- 
ers, yet those have not been of such magnitude as to- 
justify, in the opinion’ of the committee, any extension 
or increase of the capital stock, however proper it.may” 
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be to continue the trade, on the stock now vested, for 
some time longer. 

The committee, unwilling to abandon institutions of 
public utility, and convinced that the establishment of 
Indian houses, with proper management, would con- 
tribute to the attainment of important advantages; and 
not having ascertained, with any precision, how far the 
present establishment may be maintained without loss 
to the United States, therefore recommend the follow- 
ing resolution : . 

Resowed, That it is. expedient to provide by law for 
the continuance of the trade and trading-houses hereto- 
fore by law established, on the capital already drawn 
from the. Treasury, for one year, and from thence to the 
end of the next session of Congress; and that pro- 
vision should be made in such law, for the better regu- 
lation of said trading-houses, and prescribing the duties 
of the agents employed therein. 


Ordered, That this report be committed to a 
Committee of the Whole on Monday. 


Fripay, February 6. 


A new member, to wit: Levi Lincoin, returned 
to serve in this House asa member from Massa- 


chusetts, in the room of Dwight Foster, elected a | t 
| President is duly chosen. 


Senator of the United States, appeared, produced 
his credentials, and took his seat in the House. 

Mr. Bran, from the committee appointed, pre- 
sented a ‘bill for the purpose of ascertaining the 
northwardly boundary line of a tract of land be- 
tween-the Little Miami and the Scioto rivers, re- 
served by the State of Virginia to satisfy the 
troops of the line of the said State, who in the 
Revolutionary war served on the Continental es- 

-tablishment; which was read twice, and commit- 
ted a Committee of the whole House on Tuesday 
next. i 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported yesterday from the Committee of 
the whole House to whom was committed the 
bill for the government of the District of Colum- 
bia: Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the said bill and amendments 
be recommitted to the Committee of the whole 
House to whom is committed the bill sent from 
‘the Senate, entitled “An act concerning the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business, to whom it was referred to 
examine what laws have expired, or are near ex- 
piring, and require to be revived or further con- 
tinued, made a further report, in part; which was 
read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of making provision to secure the pro- 
perty of prints to inventors and engravers. 

RULES FOR ELECTION OF PRESIDENT. 

Mr. Rurvepes, from the committee appointed, 
on the second instant, to prepare and report such 
rules as, in their opinion, are proper to be adopted 
by this House to be observed in the choice of a 
President of the United States, made a report; 
which was read, as follows: 


The committee appointed the second instant, report, 
in part, the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the following rules be observed in the 
choice by the House of Representatives of the President. 
of the United States, whose term is to commence on the: 
fourth day of March next. 

ist. In the event of its appearing, upon the counting: 
and ascertaining of the votes given for President and 
Vice President, according to the mode prescribed by 
the Constitution, that no person has a Constitutional 
majority, and the same shall have been duly declared 
and entered on the journals of this House, the Speaker, 
accompanied by the members of this House, shall return 
to their Chamber. 

2d. Seats shall be provided in this House for the 
President and members of the Senate; and notification 
of the same shall be made to the Senate. 

3d. The House, on their return from the Senate 
Chamber, it being ascertained that the Constitutional 
number of States are present, shall immediately pro- 
ceed to choose one of the persons from whom the choice 
is to be made for President; and in case upon the first 
ballot there shall not appear to be a majority of the 
States in favor of one of them, in such case the House 
shall continue to ballot for a President, without inter- 
ruption by other business, until it shall appear that a 


4th. After commencing the balloting for President, 
the House shall not adjourn until a choice be made. 

5th. The doors of the House shall be closed during 
the balloting, except against the officers of the House. 

6th. In balloting, the following mode shall be observ- 
ed, to wit: The representatives of the respective States 
shall be so seated that the delegation of each State 
shall be together. The representatives of each State 
shall, in the first instance, ballot among themselves, in 
order to ascertain the vote of that State ; and it shall 
be allowed, where deemed necessary by the delegation, 
to name one or more persons of the representation, to 
be tellers of the ballots. After the vote of each State is 
ascertained, duplicates thereof shall be made; and in 
case the vote of the State be for one person, then the 
name of that person shall be written on each of the du- 
plicates; and in case the ballots of the State be equally 
divided, then the word “ divided” shall be written on 
each duplicate, and the said duplicates shall be depos- 
ited in manner hereafter prescribed, in boxes to be pro- 
vided. That, for the conveniently taking the ballots of 
the several representative of the respective States, there 
be sixteen ballot. boxes provided for the purpose of receiv- 
ing the votes of the State; that after the delegation of each 
State shall have ascertained the vote of the States the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms shall carry to the respective delegations 
the two ballot boxes, and the delegation of each State, in 
the presence and subjectto the examination of the mem- 
bers of the delegation, shall deposit a duplicate of the vote 
of the State in each ballot box; and where thereis more 
than one representative of a State the duplicates shall not 
both be deposited by the same person. When the votes 
of the States are all thus taken in, the Sergeant-at-Arms 
shall carry one of the general ballot boxes to one table, 
and the other to a second and separate table. Sixteen 
members shall then be appointed as tellers of the ballots ; 
one of whom shall be taken from each State and be 
nominated by the delegation of the State from which he 
was taken. The said tellers shall be divided into two 
equal sets, according to such agreement as shall be 
inade among themselves; and one of the said sets of 
tellers shall proceed to count the votes in one of the 
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said boxes, and the other set the votes in the other box ; 


and in the event of no appointment of teller by any dele- 
gation, the Speaker shall in such case appoint. When 
the votes of the States are counted by the respective sets 
of tellers, the result shall be reported to the House; and 
if the reports agree, the same shall be accepted as the 
true votes of the States ; butif the reports disagree, the 
States shall immediately proceed to a new ballot, in man- 
ner aforesaid. 

7th. If either of the persons voted for shall have a 
majority of the votes of all the States, the Speaker shall 
declare the same; and official notice thereof shall be 
immediately given to the President of the United States 
and to the Senate. 

8th. All questions which shall arise after the ballot- 
ing commences, and which shall require the decision 
of the House, shall be decided without debate. 


Resolved, That this House will consider the 
‘said report on Monday next. 

Mr. Harrer, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill to continue in force the act enti- 
tled “An act to augment the salaries of the offi- 
cers therein mentioned ;” which was read twice 
and committed to.a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next. 

Mr. Oris from the committee appointed, pre- 

sented a bill supplementary to an act, entitled, 
“An act to divide the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the Ohio, into two separate 
governments ;” which was read twice and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole House on Mon- 
day next. ; 
. Mr. HARPER, from the committee appointed, 
presented, a bill to extend to aliens who arrived 
and-became residents in the United States, before 
a certain period, the benefits of the act of one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-five, on the 
subject of naturalization; which was read twice 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Monday next. 

The House, went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill to amend the act, entitled “An 
act to provide for the valuation of lands and dwell- 
ing-houses, and the enumeration of slaves, within 
the United States, and to repeal the act, entitled 
“An act to enlarge the powers of the Surveyors of 
the Revenue;” and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose, reported progress, and had 
leave to sit again. 


Monpay, February 9. 


Ordered, That the Committee of Claims, to 
whom was referred, on the thirtieth ultimo, the 
memorial of sundry clerks employed in the differ- 
ent departments, be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Revisal and Unfin- 
ished Business. 

Mr. RUTLEDGE, from the Committee appointed 
on the part of this House, jointly, with the Com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate, to ascertain and 
report a mode of examining the votes given for 
President and Vice President of the United States; 
“of notifying the persons elected of their election, 
“and the time, place, and manner of administering 
the oath of office to the President, reported that 


Rules for Election of President. 


the Committee had taken the subject referred to 
them under consideration, but had come to no 
agreement thereupon. 

A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that the Senate would be ready to receive the 
House in the Senate Chamber,on Wednesday next, 
at twelve o’clock, for the purpose of being present at 
the opening and counting of the votes for Presi- 
dentof the United States; and that the Senate have ` 
appointed a teller on their part, to make a list of 
the votes for President of the United States as 
they shall be declared. 


RULES FOR ELECTION OF PRESIDENT. 


The House proceeded to consider the report 
made on Friday last, from the committee ap- 
pointed to prepare and report rules proper to be 
observed in the choice of a President of the Uni- 
ted States: Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the said report be committed to 
a Committee of the whole House immediately. 

The House, accordingly, resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the said report; and, 
after some time spent therein, the Chairman re- 
ported that the committee had had the said report 
under consideration, and directed him ‘to report 
to the House their agreement to the same, with 
an amendment; which he delivered in at the 
Clerk’s table, where the same was read. The 
House then proceeded to consider the report: 
Whereupon, the amendment reported from the 
Committee of the whole House to the said re- 
port, was, on the question put thereupon, agreed 
to by the House. 

A motion was then made and seconded that the 
House do disagree with the Committee of the 
whole House in their agreement to the fourth 
tule contained in the said report, in the words 
following, to wit: 


4th. After commencing the balloting for President, 
the House shall not adjourn until a choice is made:” 


And, the question being taken thereupon, it 
passed in the negative—yeas 47, nays 53, as fol- 
lows: 

Yzas— Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Ca- 
bell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, William Charles 
Cole Claiborne, John Condit, John . Dawson, Joseph 
Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert 
Gallatin, Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, John A. Hanna, 
Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, Aaron 
Kitchell, Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, Matthew Lyon, 
James Lynn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, 
Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, 
Robert Page, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stan- 
ford, David Stone, John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton 
W. Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, and Joseph B. 
Varnum. 

Nays—Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, John 
Bird, John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William 
Cooper, William Craik, John Davenport, Franklin 
Davenport, Thomas T. Davis, John Dennis, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Andrew Gregg, 
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‘Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Good- 
loe Harper, Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, 
Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, Henry Lee, Silas 
Lee, Ebenezer Mattoon, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham 
Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinck- 
ney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan 
Read, John Rutledge, William Shepard, John C. Smith, 
James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John 
Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, 
Robert Waln, Robert Williams, Lemuel Williams, and 
Henry Woods. 


A motion. was then made and seconded that 
the House do disagree with the Committee of the 
whole House in their agreement to the fifth rule 
contained in the said report, in the words follow- 
ing, to wit: 

“5th. The doors of the House shall be closed during 
the balloting, except against the officers of the House :” 


And, the question being taken thereupon, it 
passed in the negative—yeas 45, nays 54, as fol- 
lows: f 

Yzas— Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christic, Matthew Clay, William Charles Cole Clai- 
borne, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, 
John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew 
Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, 
George Jackson, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Edward 
Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, An- 
thony New, John Nicholas, John Randolph, John Smi- 
Jie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, 
Richard Stanford, David Stone, John Stewart, Benja- 
min Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John 
Trigg, Littleton W. Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Nays—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, 
William Cooper, William Craik, John Davenport, Frank- 
lin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William 
Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Free- 
man, Henry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, 
Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, Wil- 
liam H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, Henry 
Lee, Silas Lee, Levi Lincoln, James Lynn, Ebenczer 
Mattoon, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison 
G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, 
Jonas Platt, Levin Powell, John Reed, Nathan Read, 
John Rutledge, William Shepard, John C. Smith, 
James Sheafe, Samuel 'lenney, George Thatcher, John 
Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, 

-Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


Resolved, That this House doth agree with the 
Committee of the whole House in their agree- 
ment to the said report, as amended, in the words 
following, to wit: 


“That the following rules be observed in the choice 
by the House of Representatives of a President of the 
United States, whose term is to commence on the fourth 
day of March next. 

“1st. In the event of its appearing, upon the count- 
ing and ascertaining of the votes given for President 


and Vice President, according to the mode prescribed 
by the Constitution, that no person has a Constitutional 
majority, and the same shall have been duly declared 


and entered on the Journals of this House, the Speaker, 


accompanied by the members of the House, shall return 
to their Chamber. 

“2d. Seats shall be provided in this House for the 
President and members of the Senate; and notification 
of the same shall be made to the Senate. 

“3d. The House, on their return from the Senate 
Chamber, it. being ascertained that the Constitutional 
number of States were present, shall immediately pro- 
ceed to choose one of the persons from whom the choice 
is to be made for President; and in case upon the first 
ballot there shall not appear to be a majority of the 
States in favor of one of them, in such case the House 
shall continue to ballot for a President, without inte- 
ruption by other business, until it shall appear that a 
President is duly chosen. 

“4th. After commencing the balloting for President, 
the House shall not adjourn until a choice be made. 

“5th. The doors of the House shall be closed during 
the balloting, except against the officers of the House. 

“6th. In balloting, the following mode shall be ob- 
served, to wit: The representatives of the respective 
States shall be so seated that the delegation of each 
State shall be together. The representatives of each 
State, shall, in the first instance, ballot among them- 
selves, in order to ascertain the votes of the State; and it 
shall be allowed, where deemed necessary by the dele- 
gation, to name one or more persons of the representa- 
tion, to be tellers of the ballots. After the vote of each 
State is ascertained, duplicates thereof shall be made; 
and in case the vote of the State be for one person, then 
the name of that person shall be written on each of the 
duplicates; and in case the ballots of the State be equal- 
ly divided, then the word “divided” shall be written on 
each duplicate, and the said duplicates shall be deposited 
in manner hereafter prescribed, in boxes to be provided. 
That, for the conveniently taking the ballots of the 
several representatives of the respective States, there be 
sixteen ballot boxes provided; and that there be, ad- 
ditionally, two boxes provided for the purpose of receiv- 
ing the votes of the States; that after the delegation of 
each State shall have ascertained the vote of the State, 
the Sergeant-at-Arms shall carry to the respective dele- 
gations the two ballot boxes, and the delegation of each 
State, in the presence and subject to the examination 
of all the members of the delegation, shall deposit a 
duplicate of the vote of the State in each ballot box ; 
and where there is more than one representative of a 
State, the duplicates shall not both be deposited by the 
same person. When the votes of the States are all thus 
taken in, the Sergeant-at-Arms shall carry one of the 
general ballot boxes to one table, and the other to a 
second and separate table. Sixteen members shall 
then be appointed as tellers of the ballots; one of whom 
shall be taken from each State, and be nominated by 
the delegation of the State from which he was taken. 
The said tellers shall be divided into two equal sets, ac- 
cording to such agreement as shall be made among 
themselves; and one of the said sets of tellers shall pro~- 
ceed to count the votes in one of the said boxes, and 
the other set the votes in the other box; and in the 
event of no appointment of teller by any delegation, the 
Speaker shall in such case appoint. When the votes 
of the States are counted by the respective sets of tell- 
ers, the result shall be reported to the House; and if 
the reports agree, the same shall be accepted as the true 
votes of the States; but if the reports disagree, the 
States shall immediately proceed to a new ballot, in 
manner aforesaid, 

«Yth. If either of the persons voted for, shall have a 
majority of the votes of all the States, the Speaker shall 
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declare the same ; and official notice thereof shall be im- 
mediately given to the President of the. United States, 
and to the Senate. ` , i 

«gth. All questions which shall arise after the ballot- 
ing commences, and which shall be decided by the 
House voting per capita to be incidental to the power 
of choosing the President, and which shall require the 
decision of the House, shall be decided by States, and 
without debate; and in case of an equal division of the 
votes of States, the question shall be lost.” 


Tuespay, February, 10. 


INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. S. Smrru, Chairman of the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, reported, according 
to order, “A bill to continue in force an act fur- 
ther to suspend the commercial intercourse be- 
„tween the United States and France and the de- 
pendencies thereof. l 

The existing act is limited to continue in force 
till the 3d of March next, the bill now reported, 
re-enacts it to continue till the 3d day of March, 
1802. It was once read, and on the question 
whether it should be read a second time, 

Mr. Davis hoped it would not have a second 
reading. Every step which was taken with a law 
so obnoxious, must not only wound our recent ac-. 
commodation with France, but also our merchants 
and planters engaged in trade with that nation, 
and afford means of speculation. He moved that 
the bill be rejected. 

Mr. S. Smita hoped it would be rejected. Con- 
fermable to his duty as chairman of the com- 
mittee he had reported the bill, but had by no 
means assented to that measure. He saw no use 
whatever in it; he saw much evil in it, and in 
every step which was advanced towards re-estab- 
lishing it. He observed with pleasure a procla- 
mation issued by the Government of Guadaloupe 
to deliver up captured property conformable to 
the fourth and seventeenth articles of the mutual 
convention; that proclamation also completely 
arrested all future captures by their privateers. In 
the present posture of affairs, what possible reason 
could be adduced in favor of this bill? In the 
committee he said he was alone in his aversion 
to this law; he wished to postpone it for some 
time at least. He hoped gentlemen would con- 
sider their strength, and, if they were not able to 
earry the bill through, would suffer its immediate 
destruction, otherwise the inevitable effect of loss 
must rest on the tobacco planter. 

Mr. Livinasron presumed, as this bill had 
been reported, there were some gentlemen in favor 
of it, and he supposed if any were in favor of it, 
they could give the reasons of their conduct. He 
most sincerely wished to hear them, for really he 
could conceive none. He declared himself to be 
astonished at finding the House engaged in the 
re-enaction of this law when he entered it this 
morning: he was astonished because the very 
face of the law carried its own destiny. It de- 
clared that. whenever the President should be 

“convinced that.commerce could be safely renewed 
“with: Franee,-he should have power to renew it. 


-bring them to.market. 


There had been several instances wherein our 
vessels had been treated upon neutral grounds, 
and there appeared to be a general disposition 
that it-should-be so. Can any gentleman in this 
Housedoubt that that state of things actually ex- 
ists which this bill predicates? If there are any 
such, let them answer, and give their reasons. If 
they do not, they are bound to join in the rejec- 
tion of the bill. 

It was not a very common course, he said, to 
stop a law on its first reading, but if ever there 
was astate of things which demanded it, this was 
it. Allthe American commercial men engaged: 
in its support when it first passed; it passed from 
the extreme necessity of the case, and in assent- 
ing to it all ourcommercial men sustained a vast 
sacrifice—a sacrifice which only the occasion 
could justify. But now the state of things is al- 
together changed; the necessity and the danger 
have entirely ceased: a convention of amity has 
been formed with that nation. What answers, 
then, this ill-advised spirit of acrimony ? Where 
is the necessity now of the measure? What an- 
swer can they give to the planters in Virginia, 
whose produce must remain on their:hands, when 
they ought to have a market, and a good price 
for it? What, he would ask those gentlemen, 
had been acquired by this two years’ suspension 
of the intercourse with France? At that time, 
said Mr. L., we submitted, when they so pressing- 
ly supported the bill, but it-is out of their power 
longer to make us, or to make the country be- 
lieve, that there is necessity for the measure, so 
wounding to our own country. Nothing can pre- 
vent us receiving with pleasure the accommoda- 
tion now proposed, or make us again open the 
wounds of our separation. Nothing remains-re- 
specting that convention but an acquiescence in 
the part of France to an article which was in- 
serted at the instance of our negotiators, and con- 
sequently its cxpulsion will be reccived with 
pleasure by the nation. “Will, then, not one soli- 
tary advocate for this bill arise, and give his rea- 
sons why the prohibition should be renewed? It 
really appears to me a measure of the most ex- 
traordinary nature: it is bordering on insanity. 
No man dares vindicate it! No man advocates 
what he-assisted in promoting! If it is to be car- 
ried into effect, I hope it will not be carried. into 
effect with a sullen silence, tending to insult the 
understanding of the nation. 

Mr. Rutiever did not know that the reasons 
would be very agreeable to the gentleman who 
had ascribed them to “insanity,” but he might be 
assured there were reasons for the measure, and 
such as its advocates would not be ashamed to ac- 
knowledge. Not being a member of the Com- 
mittee of Commerce he could not give their rea- 
sons, but though the gentleman thought there was 
not one solitary reason to be advanced he would 
give his reasons. He wished to let France know 
that the productions of our country were useful 
to her, and that we ‘would rather.let them rot in 
our own country, than expose such weakness to 
her as to make her believe we must at all events 
Sir, said Mr. R., we are 
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about to open a new negotiation with France, and 
yet before. sending our Envoys we will be so ex- 
tremely weak as to send our produce to her, and 
thus expose our extreme cupidity and desire at all 
events to get money. The object of France in 
negotiating with our country is to trade with us, 
but by this measure we shall give them our trade 
without the conclusion of negotiation! What 
injury can it be? Has not the President power 
to renew the trade whenever in his opinion cir- 
cumstances. will warrant it? What then can gen- 
tleman have to fear, when the gentleman to fill 
that office is of their own choosing? Do they 
not suppose that the gentleman whom they have 
made President will suspend the law as soon asit 
is unnecessary? They tell us that France has 
called in her cruisers. How is this known? by 
newspaper testimony! Our property is liberated, 
they say. How are we to know this? It is not 
the fact; no merchant will rise and tell us so.. I 
acknowledge, sir, that many of our vessels have 
been released; but why was it? By large and 
valuable douceurs! This the Chairman of the 
Committee of Commerce well knows, and every 
merchant is acquainted. with it. Sir, we have 
lately seen a ship belonging to a member of this 
House released; but why was it done? It was be- 
cause the American Consul actually paid a large 
sum as.a,douceur. It is known that the New Jer- 
sey was not.obtained till near $200,000 was paid 
down, and-yet we are told that our ships are lib- 
erated! Sir, we have taken our ground; we 
have determined upen defence and sacrifice, to 
preserve our national honor; and, except the most 
unequivocal proofs are given.of the removal of 
the causes, we will not: depart from those meas- 
ures which have proved so salutary. ; 

The gentleman supposed that the treaty is con- 
cluded, because the project of the article he says 
came from our Envoys. How does he know this? 
How does he know that the French Government 
do not regard this article? If France should not 
be disposed to adopt this treaty so modified; if 
she should wish to carry on her old practices, we 
wish to tell her that-we are not afraid of her, nor 
have we been willing to hearken to the uncertain 
accents which merely sounded peace in our ears. 
These, Mr. R. said, were his reasons for wishing 
not to be too hasty in renewing the intercourse, 
and in these he believed his friend would coin- 
cide. 

Mr. Ecoueston said he had often heard this 
kind of argument from the gentleman who had 
just sat down. He appeared to be very fond of 
indulging his visionary ideas at other people’s ex- 
pense, and with very great levity to talk upon a 
subject which was of the most important nature 
to the country he (Mr. EeeLesron) represented, 
[Virginia.] He wished to remind the House that 
a very important part of the community had suf- 
fered exceedingly under this law for two years 
past, not only the growers of tobacco, but the 
merchants. He trusted no greater impositions 
would be put upon that particular part of the 
community. The gentleman knew very well that 
rice, the staple commodity of his country, (South 


Carolina,) was in great demand everywhere, and 
would bring a good price; but it was not so with 
tobacco, an article principally consumed in that 
country with which we -had been prohibited to 
trade. He hoped no other gentleman would be 
of the same principles, and that his constituents 
would have the same chance for their produce, 
(tobacco,) as was enjoyed by other parts of the 
Union for their produce. 

Mr. RurvepceE said the gentleman was mista- 
ken; he represents a tobacco country as a coun- 
try which produces rice; but I will tell him that 
rice brings twice as much in France as in Eng- 
land, and, therefore, on the score of benefit, [ am in- 
dividually interested. But, to views of pecuniary 
advantage, I prefer the great question of national 
policy. Iam disposed to yield all for my coun- 
iry’s benefits; I believe the gentleman’s princi- 
ples-are the same, but I think he is mistaken in 
his efforts to procure the good of the whole. 

Mr. Dennis moved a postponement till Mon- 
day. 

Mr. S. Smrra moved to postpone till the third 
of March. He wished to show the American 
people that the law was not to be re-enacted, and 
not to keep them in suspense for even a day. 
Some indistinct idea having dropped from Mr. 
Rorieper that Mr. S. knew of no douceurs hav- 
ing been taken for the delivery up of vessels 
which had been captured, which he was unwil- 
ling to own—Mr.S. said he knew of no vessel 
whatever which had been bought out since the 
convention was sent from France. Whatever 
had occurred before that period was not to the 
purpose. He was proceeding to-state some cases, 
when Mr. Harrer asked whether it would be in 
order to answer. The Speaker observed that it 
would not, because the gentleman was not in 
order—the question being on postponement. 

Mr. Nicuoxas hoped it would not be post- 
poned, because, although the time mentioned 
should be the third of March, the price of tobacco 
would be exceedingly depressed by it. 

Mr. Smiru withdrew his motion, and Mr. Fow- 
LER renewed it. 

Mr. Ranpo.pu spoke against both motions; he 
wished to settle the public mind; for, he ob- 
served, ever since the negotiation had been in agi- 
tation, the price of tobacco had fluctuated like 
the stocks. The uncertainty of the fate of this 
law would produce a species of gaming (specula- 
tion) which must be very injurious to the honest 
dealers. He hoped both merchants and planters 
would immediately know what was the certain 
fate of the bill, and that this nefarious gambling 
system would be cut short, and an instant decis- 
ion be had upon a question so interesting to a re- 
spectable portion of the people. $ 

The motion to postpone to the third of March 
was again withdrawn. 

A motion was made to postpone the further 
discussion of the bill till Monday. 

Mr. H. Lez said, if the circumstances were as 
they were last year, he should contend for the 
continuance of this act, but our relations with 
that country were changed. He asked, what 
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time thought that without food from us, their 
West India colonies could not subsist, or have 
means to carry on their aggressions upon: our 
commerce. The experiment was made, but was 
it found to answer the effect? Did she not at- 
tack our commerce with equal violence ? Tobac- 
co is allowed to be the principal article exported 
from us to France, except our flour to the West 
Indies, without which she has subsisted, and car- 
ried on her warfare.. What is the article of to- 
bacco? [tis an article we shall ever be willing 
to get rid of, rather than prohibit our merchants 
from selling. How, then, can we coerce France 
by it? Are we to remain in this situation till 
their treaty returns to this country? They tell 
us, to be sure, that the President has it in his pow- 
er to put an end to the force of this bill, but from 
the common course of things, it is certain that 
the President never will put an end to the bill, 
till the treaty is completed. And who are in- 
jured by it? Not France, for gentlemen confess 
that they can procure this article without our aid. 
It must be ourselves. 

But, say gentlemen, France will open her ports; 
she will receive our produce, and then she will 
add these additional millions to what she has be- 
fore seized from us, and disregard our treaty. If 
there was any foundation on which to hang such 
a suspicion, Mr. L. said he would not merely vote 
for the suspension for one year, but forever. But 
where was the foundation for such distrust? He 
could see none, and believed there was none. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts presented 
this dilemma: either the House must believe the 
treaty would not go into operation, or it wasa 
very uncertain event. Now, between these two, 
Mr. L. thought there might be a mean supposed, 
that is, that it was a probable event that it would 
be carried into execution; this was the middle 
way he chose to take asa foundation. He thought 
the possibility bordering upon certainty: he thought 
the probability so great as to justify any measures 
being founded thereupon. But, gentlemen say, 
we must take nothing upon probability, because, 
as soon as it iscertain, the President can act con- 
formable to circumstances, which he must be 
most acquainted with. Upon this point, Mr. L. 
was perfectly satisfied; he did believe France to 
be sincere, and he further believed that condition 
with which we had ratified the treaty, would be 
no hindrance to its final passage. He was well 
satisfied that the second article, which was erased, 
was inserted at the instance and even the desire 
of our Commissioners. Believing this, he could 
not conceive they would make excuses to evade 
its ratification. This brought him to another rea- 
son for objection which was urged. Could any 
gentleman believe France would act so perfidi- 
ously as to desire and promote this treaty, on pur- 
pose to induce us to send our produce to that coun- 
try, which she would seize? Did he suppose that 
nation so base, he would never agree to open the 
communication at all, without other assurances. 
If gentlemen thought this, they ought not to rest 
here; their duty requires them to put a perpet- 
ual end to commercial intercourse with a nation 


would the world say if, while the President and 
Senate of the United States had actually agreed 
to a convention of amity and commerce with 
France, the Legislature should pass this act to 
continue our non-intercourse? It certainly would 
look like an act of the most degrading duplicity. 
He hoped the bill would be rejected. 

Mr. Macon.—If the House postpone this bill 
till Monday, it cannot fail of having an evil effect 
upon the trade in the article of tobacco, for the 
persons concerned are now making arrangements 
to sell and to ship it: the only object of this bill 
is to make the thing as uncertain as before. So 
fluctuating is the price of the article upon the 
event of the day, that when our Ministers came 
from France with the treaty, tobacco rose 50 per 
cent. upon the prospect of a peace with that coun- 
try. If the majority of the House should think 
fit to continue the law, the sooner the merchants 
know it the better, as it would bring the trade to a 
more settled state, and enable them to make their 
arrangments conformably thereto. 

Mr. J. C. THomas said he seconded the motion 
to idl ace because it was a subject of very con- 
siderable importance, upon which he had not 
sufficiently turned his attention. As to the fear 
of speculation, a rejection of the,bill, in his opin- 
‘ion, afforded the most ample means to carry on 
that scheme. If the postponement should take 
place, how could any man say what would be the 
event of the bill? The moment it was known 
that the bill was lost, speculations would fly in 
every quarter, But why should the House legis- 
late under any impressions of the kind? They 
were called to decide upon a great and important 
political question, and should they withhold going 
in the right path, whatever it might be, through 
fear of speculation? He hoped not. For this 
cause he advocated the motion. 

Mr. Livinesron said when he first rose he ex- 
pressed his desire that some reason for the intro- 
duction of the bill should be given. Two rea- 
sons were assigned to show that we must con- 
tinue our attitude towards France: one was. that 
we must preserve the dignity of our character; 
the other, that we must keep the old means until 
the conclusion of the negotiation. This dignity 
of character he would be as unwilling to sacrifice 
as any gentleman in the House, but he did not 
conceive it to consist in the high-sounding words 
used by some gentlemen. What, he asked, was 
dignity of character? Does it consist in impov- 
erishing ourselves? This, to be sure, must be a 
very dignified effect. Some gentlemen might sit 
with their hands to their sides, and brave all the 
world, not thinking of the situation of those who 
lose three-fourths of the result of their labor. Al] 
that these gentlemen boastingly sacrifice is felt in 
another quarter; what is dignity of attitude to 
them, is distress to other parts of the Union. 
From the most accurate accounts, then, this dig- 
nity of character is nothing. What effect will it 
have on. our negotiation, now again renewed? 
‘To examine this it will be necessary to inquire 
-what.does France want, or what did she want at 

the time this bill first passed. Gentlemen at that 
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whose faith was so bad. But it was no such 
thing—he believed there was good faith in that 
nation, and that we had received as good assurances 
of it as could be expected. He hoped a majority 
of the House believed so, and that no delay would 
take place in promoting an accommodation in 
which ourselves would be gainers. He believed 
the interests of the country called upon the 
House for immediate action, and therefore hoped 
that an end would be put to any doubt on the 
subject. 

Mr. Waun thought gentlemen were mistaken 
in supposing that the non-intercourse with that 
nation was only felt by the Southern States; he 
believed it was as severely felt by every commer- 
cial town in the Union, whether southward of 
the Delaware or eastward. Every gentleman 
knew that the spirit of adventure in the Eastern 
States, would excite them to carry their com- 
merce as extensively as possible, and that, though 
not the growers of that species of produce, they 
were the carriers of it, and were interested in its 
increasing exportation. But for his part he wished 
not to be so confined in his ideas to the interest of 
this or of that State, but to the United States. 
He did believe that the result of the measures 
now taking to produce accommodation, was yet 
uncertain. As aground of argument, the article 
of tobacco had: been mentioned, and its rise and 
fall called forth to prove the fluctuating state of 

olitical appearances. But for his part he be- 
ieved that changeableness arose from the amounts 
of the crops. He would appeal to gentlemen who 
were, from their local knowledge, acquainted with 
the price of that article, whether in times of 
plentiful crops, it was not as low as at the present 
moment. And, upon this, whether the last crop 
of tobacco was not very great? He believed it 
was so, and if so, why should that be considered 
as proper data for a national concern of such 
moment? He believed that this, as well as many 
other prohibited articles, found its way to France, 
and that this small increase in the price but very 
little lessened its consumption. He would appeal 
to the understandings of gentlemen, whether there 
could be a more inauspicious moment to open the 
communication than at present? It was the de- 
sire of the Committee to wait a few days to know 
the result of the treaty before the Senate: if that 
had been signed unconstitutionally, the law would 
not have been reported, but as it was not, the pos- 
sibility of evil alone was a sufficient warrant for 
the continuance of the law for such time as cir- 
cumstances might continue the same. He could 
not believe the policy of the country would war- 
rant the immediate opening of intercourse, and, 
therefore, should vote for the bill. 

Mr. Gauvatin said, as he last session voted for 
this bill, it was proper for him to state the reasons 
why he now voted against it, The measure was 
originally adopted.as a defensive measure: cir- 
cumstances being little different last session, and 
a treaty beie on the tapis, he thought it would 
be wrong policy then to change it; but now the 
state of things was altogether changed. As he 

conceived, a safe intercourse with every foreign 


nation could not fail to produce general advanta- 
ges, he should now, upon the idea of ‘safety, vote 


that the suspension be taken off. The House 
were told that the same negotiation was pending, 


and therefore the measures ought to be the same. 
He thought very differently: last session there 


was only the appearance ofa treaty; it was a 


question of uncertainty whether it would be con- 
cluded. But at present we know the precise state 


of things, and no gentleman in the House can 
doubt as to the acquiescence of France in the 
modification we have made. Itis true that France 
may make this an excuse to refuse the treaty, and 
that they may possibly seize our produce sent 
there under the impressions of their good faith. 
But if such was her disposition, was it not to be 


supposed that she would have treated with us be- 


fore now. on purpose to draw our commerce into 


her clutches for seizure? He thought the pros- 
pect was as favorable, and the moment as safe as 
ever it would be, and to leave it to the President 
was at least to suspend it till the final ratification. 
It was properly a legislative question, and as it 
originated in Congress, in the same branch it 
should expire, and not be confided to Executive 
pleasure. Anything confided to the Executive, 
is so upon the supposition of a change of circum- 


stances during the recess of the Legislature. Why 
should the House leave to the President to do 
what it was not only alone competent to, but 
what every consideration of amity declared ought 
to be done without fail? It is impossible to say 
what circumstances may take place after the third 
of March, or how our relations with any nation 
may stand, but we must go upon present circum- 


stances; we must only view the present state of 


things. 

Mr. S. Smıru replied to Mr. Waun, in his de- 
claration that every commercial part of the Union 
felt as much as Virginia the want of this trade. 
It was not so; the tonnage of the United States 
was now fully employed; if they could not go to 
France direct, they could and they would go to 
England, and she received the benefit which the 
planters lost. He appealed to the gentleman’s 
commercial knowledge, whether there ever was 
such an immensity of tonnage employed as at 
present, and whether ever freight was so high. 
There never was a time in which our shipping 
was more used. He further answered the gentle- 
man in his assertion that the great crops made 
the difference of price. How could that be? The 
last crop was very great. Froma comparison of 
the former period to the present, when the quan- 
tity of that crop must be felt, there was a differ- 
ence of two dollars a hundred. It was now ad- 
vanced from $3 50 to $5 50, or $6; which ad- 
vance he believed beyond a doubt arose from the 
appearances of accommodation with France. An 
argument advanced by an officer of the Govern- 
ment the other day, he believed to be very just: 
That now she had called in her privateers and 
altered her system towards us, if we refused her 
our trade, she would not think we were honest in 
our professions of friendship. What course would 
they take? Why, most probably send them out 
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again, and force from us what our diffidence in 
their friendship prevented us selling them. 

Mr. C. Goopricu was not willing to trust our 
trade in the present uncertain situation. He be- 
lieved from the best information, that every step 
taken towards negotiation by our Envoys was 
taken with difficultys and that every possible care 
was taken by France not to lose an article. He 
wished as much as any gentleman to see the 
trade opened with safety, but till it could be done 
with safety, he was not willing to take a step to- 
wards it. He would leave it with the President, 
whose information must at any time be adequate 
to take the proper steps. 

Mr. Cuampuin renewed the motion to postpone 
till Monday. 

The yeas and nays were taken on this motion, 
which was carried in the negative—yeas 40, nays 
59, as follows: 

Yeas—Bailey Bartlett, John Bird, Christopher G. 
Champlin, William Cooper, John Davenport, Franklin 
Davenport, John Dennis, William Edmond, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, 
William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archi- 
bald Henderson, William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, 
James H. Imlay, Ebenezer Mattoon, Lewis R. Morris, 
Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, 
Jonas Platt, John Reed, Nathan Read, John Rutledge, 
William Shepard, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Sam- 
uel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, 
and Henry Woods. 


Narys—Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, James A. Bayard, Phanuel Bishop, John Brown, 
Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Mat- 
thew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, 
William Craik, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggleston, Lu- 
cas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Samuel 
Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, 
Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, Aaron 
Kitchell, Henry Lee, Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, Mat- 
thew Lyon, James Lynn, Edward Livingston, Nathan- 
iel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Abraham Nott, Robert Page, Leven Powell, 
John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, Da- 
vid Stone, John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, Richard 
Thomas, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg. 
Littleton W. Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph 
B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 


The question recurring, to reject the bill, the 
yeas and nays were taken and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 59, nays 37, as follows: 

Yuas—Willis Alston, George Baer, John Bird, Phan- 
uel Bishop, John Brown, Robert Brown, Samuel J. 
Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. 
Claiborne, John Condit, William Craik, Thomas T. 
Davis, John Dawson, John Dennis, George Dent, Jo- 
seph Dickson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, 
John Fowler, Albert Gallatin Samuel Goode, Edwin 
Gray, Andrew Gregg, William Barry Grove, John A. 
Hanna, Joseph Heister, William H. Hill, David Holmes, 
George Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Henry Lee, Michael 
Leib, Levi Lincoln, Matthew Lyon, Edward Livingston, 
Nathaniel: Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, 


John Nicholas, Robert Page, Leven Powell, John 
Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Chew Thom- 
as, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Little- 
ton W. Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. 
Varnum, and Robert Williams. . 

Nays—Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard Christo- 
pher G. Champlin, William Cooper, John Davenport, 
Franklin Davenport, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chaun- 
cey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, Robert 
Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, Benjamin Hu- 
ger, Ebenezer Mattoon, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham 
Nott, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinck- 
ney, Jonas Platt, John Reed, Nathan Read, John Rut- 
ledge, William Shepard, John C. Smith, James Sheatfe, 
Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, Richard Thomas, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, 
and Henry Woods. 


TREASURY AND WAR OFFICES. 


Mr. Harper said that he wished to call the 
attention of the House to a subjeet which had 
become interesting to its own honor and the honor 
of the nation. It was the subject of the calum- 
nies so industriously propagated respecting the 
fires in the Treasury and War Departments, espe- 
cially the former. Had those calumnies, sir, said 
Mr. H. continued to be confined to certain gazettes 
in this country, whose daily occupation everybody 
knows it is to invent and promulgate slanders at 
once the most absurd and the most atrocious 
against the Government, and all who are attached 
to it or concerned in its administration, I for one 


should certainly have continued to regard them 
with the profoundest contempt; for I well know 
that filth thus thrown, cannot tarnish the reputa- 
tion of men of honor and character, much less of 
the Government itself. But, Mr. Speaker, these 
calumnies have assumed a far more imposing and 
dangerous form. They are uttered, sir, by men 
in this place, (it will not certainly be supposed 


-that I allude to any honorable member of this 


House.) They are uttered, sir, by men in this 
place, whose stations give weight to their testi- 
mony, and must be considered, in distant parts of 
the country especially, as entitling their assertions 
to belief. Yes, sir, there are found men in this 
place, men, too, let me repeat it, whose stations 
gave weight to their testimony, and who are prof- 
ligate enough, far enough lost to all sense-of honor, 
truth, and decency, to state in private letters, as a 
fact fully established and admitted, that the War 
and Treasury offices, especially the latter, were 
set on fire by the chief officers themselves, in or- 
der to destroy the evidences of their own pecula- 
tion. This abominable calumny, sir, one of the 
foulest and most malicious that party spirit has 
yet fabricated, is asserted as a well known fact by 
letters from this place, written by men of station 
and name. I know the fact, sir; I state it on the 
authority of competent and sufficient testimony. 
Those letters are handed about, and their contents 
are industriously circulated in other letters, which 
disseminate them though all parts of the country. 

Since this calumny has assumed such a shape} 
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since it is thus propagated and supported, it is 
necessary to crush it by an authentic inquiry. It 
becomes necessary to investigate the subject, that 
the truth may be displayed to the eyes of the na- 
tion thus attempted to be abused and misguided. 
For this purpose I move the following resolution: 

“Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the causes of the late fires in the War and Trea- 
sury Departments, and to report their opinion thereon to 
the House, with such facts and documents as may, in 
their opinion, be necessary for explaining the subject 
fully. And that the said committee have power to send 
for persons, papers and records.” 


The resolution was adopted, and a committee 
of seven appointed. The following members 
were named on the committee. 

Messrs. Nicwoxas, Macon, Livineston, GAL- 
LATIN, VARNUM, HARPER, and Waun. 


CREDENTIALS OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. Denr, from the Standing Committee of 
Elections, made a report; which he delivered in 
at the Clerk’s table, where the same was read, and 
is as follows: 

“The Committee of Elections, having examined the 
credentials of several. members claiming seats in this 
House, report: 

“ That, by two certificates of the Governor of Mas- 
sachusetts under seal of the State, and dated the ninth 
day of January, one thousand eight hundred and one, 
it appears by one of the said certificates that Ebenezer 
Mattoon is duly elected to serve as a member of the 
House. of Representatives of the United States, in the 
place of Samuel Lyman, stated therein to have re- 
signed; and, by the other certificate, that Levi Lincoln 
is duly elected as aforesaid, in the place of Dwight 
Foster, appointed a Senator of the United States. 

“It appears, also, by a letter under the signature of 
the Governor of Pennsylvania, dated the twenty-first 
day of January, one thousand eight hundred and one, 
and addressed to the Speaker, accompanied by authen- 
ticated documents, that John Stewart is duly chosen, 
in the place of Thomas Hartley, deceased. 

«The committee are of opinion that Ebenezer Mat- 
toon is entitled to a seat, in the place of Samuel Ly- 
man, resigned ; Levi Lincoln, in the place of Dwight 
Foster, appointed a Senator of the United States; and 
John Stewart, in the place of Thomas Hartley, de- 
ceased.” 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT. 


Mr. Bayarp moved an additional rule in rela- 
tion to the Presidential election, viz: that five 
hundred tickets should be printed, on which should 
be the name of Thomas Jefferson, and five hun- 
dred on which should be the name of Aaron Burr, 
and that the members in balloting should be con- 
fined exclusively to these. 

The Speaker requested Mr. Bavaro to modify 
his motion, so that six hundred tickets should be 

rinted, and that. after Thomas Jefferson, should 
be printed “of Virginia,” and after Aaron Burr, “of 
New York,” as he (the Speaker) had given di- 
rections to this effect; to which Mr. BAYARD 
agreed. 

The question was taken that the House do 
agree to the same, and it passed in the negative— 
yeas 36, nays 59, as follows: 


Yzas—Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, John. Bird, 


John Brown, William Cooper, John Davenport, Frank- 
lin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William 


Edmond, Abiel Foster, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, Wm. B. Grove, Robert 
G. Harper, Archibald Henderson, Benjamin Huger, 
Henry Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Abraham Nott, Harrison 
G. Otis, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, 
Nathan Reed, John Rutledge, jr, William Shepard, 
John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George. 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, and 
Lemuel Williams. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, 
Christopher G. Champlin, Gabriel Christie, Matthew 
Clay, William Charles Cole Claiborne, John Condit, 
William Craik, Thomas. T. Davis, John Dawson, 
George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, 
Thomas Evans, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Samuel 
Goode, Edwin Gray, Andrew. Gregg, John A. Hanna, 
Joseph Heister, William H. Hill, David Holmes, George 


Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, 


Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Edward Livingston, Na- 
thaniel Macon, Ebenezer Mattoon, Peter Muhlenberg, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, Robert Page, Josiah 
Parker, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stan- 


ford, David Stone, John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, 


John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton 
W. Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Williams, and Henry 
Woods. 

Resolved, That this House will attend in the 
Chamber of the Senate, on Wednesday next, at 
twelve o’clock, for the purpose of being present at 
the opening and counting of the votes for PRESI- 
DENT and Vice Presipent of the United States; 
that Mr. Rurtepee and Mr. Nicuowas be ap- 
pointed tellers, to act jointly with the teller ap- 
pointed on the part of the Senate, to make a list 
of the votes for Presment and Vice PRESIDENT 
of the United States, as they shall be declared ; 
that the result shall be delivered to the President 
of the Senate, who shall announce the state of the 
vote, which shall be entered on the Journals; and 
if it shall appear that a choice hath been made 
agreeably to the Constitution, such entry on the 
Journals shall be deemed a sufficient declaration 
thereof. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do ac- 
quaint the Senate therewith. 


Wepnespay, February 11. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That all letters and packets to Joun 
Apams, now President of the United States, after 
the expiration of his term of office, and during his 
life, may be transmitted by post, free of postage. 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in 
pursuant to the said resolution; and that Mr. 
Oris, Mr. Tuarcuer, and Mr. Sueparp, be ap- 
pointed a committee to prepare and bring in the 
same. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT. 

On this day, being the day by law appointed 

for counting the votes of the Electors of Prest- 
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DENT and Vice PREsIvENT, there were present the 
following Representatives, respectively, that is to 
say: 

From New Hampshire—Abiel Foster, Jonathan 
Freeman, James Sheafe, and Samuel Tenney. 

From Massdchusetts—Theodore Sedgwick, Speaker, 
John Reed, Joseph B. Varnum, William Shepard, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Silas Lee, Lemuel Williams, George 
Thatcher, Bailey Bartlett, Phanuel Bishop, Harrison 
G. Otis, Nathan Reed, Levi Lincoln, and Ebenezer 
Mattoon. 

From Connecticut—John Davenport, Roger Griswold, 
Samuel W. Dana, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, 
William Edmond, and John C. Smith. 

From Vermont--Matthew Lyon, and Lewis R. 
Morris. 

From Rhode Island—Christopher G. Champlin, and 
John Brown. 

From New York—John Smith, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Jonas Platt, Henry Glen, John Thompson, Theodorus 
Bailey, John Bird, William Cooper, Lucas Elmendorf, 
and Edward Livingston. 

From New Jersey—James Linn, Aaron Kitchell, John 
Condit, James H. Imlay, and Franklin Davenport. 

From Pennsylvania—Robert Brown, Albert Gallatin, 
Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, John 
Wilkes Kittera, Michael Leib, Peter Muhlenberg, John 
Smilie, John Stewart, Richard Thomas, Robert Waln, 
and Henry Woods. 

From Delaware—James A. Bayard. 

From Maryland—John Chew Thomas, Samuel Smith, 
Gabriel Christie, William Craik, Joseph H. Nicholson, 
George Dent, George Baer, and John Dennis. 

From Virginia—Samuel J. Cabell, Matthew Clay, 
John Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, Thomas Evans, 
Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, David Holmes, George 
Jackson, Henry Lee, Anthony New, John Nicholas, 
Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Leven Powell, John Ran- 
dolph, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, and Littleton W. 
Tazewell. 

From North Carolina—Willis Alston, Joseph Dick- 
son, William Barry Grove, Archibald Henderson, 
William H. Hill, Nathaniel Macon, Richard Dobbs 
Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, and Robert 
Williams. 

From South Carolina—Robert Goodloe Harper, Ben- 
jamin Huger, Abraham Nott, Thomas Pinckney, and 
John Rutledge. 

From Georgia—Benjamin Taliaferro. 

From Kentucky—John Fowler, and Thomas T. 
Davis. 

From Tennessee—William Charles Cole Claiborne. 


Mr. SPEAKER, attended by the House, then went 
into the Senate Chamber, and took seats therein, 
when both Houses being assembled, Mr. RUTLEDGE 
and Mr. Nicnotas, the tellers on the part of this 
House, together with Mr. We ts, the teller on 
the part of the Senate, took seats at a table provi- 
ded for them, in the front of the President of the 
Senate. 

The Presipent of the Senate, in the presence 
of both Houses, proceeded to open the certificates 
of the Electors of the several States, beginning with 
the State of. New Hampshire; and as the votes 
were read, the tellers on the part of each House, 
counted and took lists of the same, which, being 
compared, were delivered to the President of the 
Senate, and are as follows: 


STATES. 


Aaron Burr. - 
John Adams. 
| John Jay. 


New Hampshire - 
Massachusetts 
Rhode Island 
Connecticut 
Vermont 

New York 
New Jersey 
Pennsylvania 
Delaware - 
Maryland 
Virginia 
Kentucky 
North Carolina 
Tennessee 
South Carolina 
Georgia 
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Recapitulation of the votes of the Electors. 


Thomas Jefferson - - - - 73 
Aaron Burr - - - ~ - 73 
John Adams - - ~- - - 65 
Charles Cotesworth Pinckney - - 64 
John Jay - - - - - 1 


The Presipent of the Senate, in pursuance of 
the duty enjoined upon him, announced the state 
of the votes to both Houses, and declared that 
Tuomas Jerrerson, of Virginia, and Aaron 
Burr, of New York, having the greatest number, 
and a majority of the votes of all the Electors ap- 
pointed, and, being equal, it remained for the 
House of Representatives to determine the choice. 

The two Houses then separated ; and the House 
of Representatives, being returned to their Cham- 
ber, proceeded, in the manner prescribed by the. 
Constitution, to the choice of a President of the- 
United States, and the following members were- 
appointed tellers of the respective States, to ‘ex- 
amine ballots of each State, pursuant to the sixth 
rule adopted by the House on the ninth instant, 
to wit: Po E 

For the State of New Hampshire, Abiel Foster; 
Massachusetts, Harrison G. Otis; Rhode Island, 
Christopher.G. Champlin; Connecticut, Roger 
Griswold; Vermont, Lewis R. Morris; New York, 
Theodorus Bailey; New Jersey, James Linn; 
Pennsylvania, Albert Gallatin; Delaware, James 
A. Bayard; Maryland, George Dent; Virginia, 
Littleton W. Tazewell; North Carolina. Nathan- 
iel Macon; South Carolina, Thomas Pinckney ; 
Georgia, Benjamin Taliaferro,; Kentucky, John- 
Fowler; Tennessee, William Charles Cole Clai-. 
borne. an 
The members of the respective States then 
proceeded to ballot, in the manner prescribed by. 
the rule aforesaid, and the tellers appointed by the 
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States, respectively, having put duplicates of their 
votes into the general ballot boxes prepared for 
the purpose, the votes contained therein were ta- 
ken out and counted, and the result being reported 
to the SPEAKER, he declared to the House that 
the votes of eight States had been given for Tuo- 
mas Jerrerson, of Virginia; the votes of six 
States for Aaron Burr, of New York; and that 
the votes of two States were divided.* 

The Constitution of the United States requir- 
ing that the votes of nine States should be neces- 
sary to constitute a choice of President of the 
United States, a motion was made and seconded, 
that the ballot for the President be repeated in 
one hour; and, the question being taken by States, 
it passed in the negative. 

The States then proceeded in the manner afore- 
said, to a second ballot; and, upon examination 
of the ballot boxes, it appeared that the votes 
of eight States had been given for Tuomas Jer- 
FERSON, of Virginia; and the votes of six States 
for Aaron Burr, of New York; and that the 
votes of two States were divided. 

The States then proceeded in like manner to a 
third ballot; and, upon examination thereof, the 
result was declared to be the same. 

The States then proceeded in like manner toa 
fourth ballot; and; upon examination thereof, the 
result was declared to be the same. 

The States then proceeded in like manner toa 
fifth ballot; and, upon examination thereof, the 
result: was declared to be the same. 

. The States then proceeded in like manner to.a 
sixth ballot; and, upon examination thereof, the 
result was declared to be the same. 

The States then proceeded in like manner to a 
seventh ballot; and, upon examination thereof, 
the result was declared to be the same. 

A motion was then made and seconded, that 
the States proceed again to ballot in one hour; 
and, the question being taken thereupon, it was 
resolved in the affirmative—the votes of the States 
being ayes 12, noes 4. 

The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded, in man- 
ner aforesaid, to the eighth ballot ; and, upon ex- 
amination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same, to wit: 

The votes of eight States for Tuomas JEFFER- 
son, of Virginia; the votes of six States for AARON 
Burr, of New York; and the votes of two States 
were divided. 

The States then proceeded to a ninth, tenth, 


* During the time the States were employed in ballot- 
ing, sundry messages from the President of the United 
States, from the Senate, and communications from De- 
partments, were received, and reports from committees 
made; but, it being contrary to the rules established 
on the 9th instant for the House to take them into con- 
sideration at that time, they. were taken up and acted 


upon after the balloting had been completed, and the, 


final result declared. Among which documents was a 
Message from the President of the United States, con- 
cerning the disposition of the property of the United 
States now in his possession. 


6th Con,—33 


eleventh, twelfth, thirteenth, fourteenth, and fif- 
teenth ballots; and, upon examination of the bal- 
lots, respectively, the result was declared to be the 
same. 

A motion was then made and séconded, that 
the States proceed again to ballot at ten o'clock; 
and the question being taken thereupon, it passed 
in the negative—the votes of the States being 
ayes 7, noes 9. . 

Ordered, That the next ballot be repeated at 
nine o’clock, and not before. 

The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the sixteenth ballot; and upon 
examination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 
k Ordered, That the ballot. be repeated in one 

our. 

The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the seventeenth ballot ; and, upon 
examination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at eleven 
o’clock. 

The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned, 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the eighteenth ballot; and, upon 
examination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 

A motion was then made and seconded, that 
the ballot be repeated to-morrow at eleven o’clock, 
and not before. 

The question being taken thereupon, it passed. 
in the negative. | 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at twelve 
o'clock. 

The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the nineteenth ballot; and, upon 
examination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated in one 
hour. 


Feprvuary 12—1 o'clock, A. M. 


The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the twentieth ballot; and, upon 
examination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at two 
o'clock. 

The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the twenty-first ballot; and. upon 
examination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. : 3 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at half 
after two o'clock. : 

The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the twenty-second ballot; and, 
upon examination thereof, the result was declared 
to be the same. 
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Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at four 

o'clock. r : 
" The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner as aforesaid to the twenty-third ballot; and, 
upon examination thereof, the result was declared 
to be the same. ; 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at five 
o’clock. 

The time agrecd upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the twenty-fourth ballot; and, 
upon examination thereof, the result was declared 
to be the same. 
` Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at six 
o’clock. 

The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the twenty-fifth ballot; and, upon 
examination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 
` Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at seven 
o’clock. 

The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the twenty-sixth ballot; and, 
upon examination thereof, the result was declared 
to be the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at eight 
o'clock. 

The time agreed upon by the last mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the twenty-seventh ballot; and, 
upon examination thereof, the result was declared 
to be the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at twelve 
o’clock, and not before. 

The time agreed upon by the last-mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the twenty-eighth ballot; and, 
upon examination thereof, the result was declared 
to be the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated to-mor- 
row at eleven o’clock, and not before. 


FEBRUARY 13. 


The time agreed upon by the last mentioned vote 
being expired the States proceeded in manner 
aforesaid to the twenty-ninth ballot; and, upon ex- 
amination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. $ 


Ordered, That the ballot be repeated to-morrow | 


at twelve o’clock, and not before. 


FEBRUARY 14. 


The time agreed upon by the last mentioned vote 
being, expired, the States proceeded in manner 
aforesaid to the thirtieth ballot; and, upon ex- 
amination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at one 
_oelock. : ; 

‘The.time agreed. upon by the last mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in manner 


aforesaid to the thirty-first ballot; and, upon ex- 
amination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at two 
o’clock. 

The time agreed upon by the last mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in manner 
aforesaid to the thirty-second ballot; and, upon ex- 
amination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at three 
o'clock. 

The time agreed upon by the last mentioned vote 
being expired, the States proceeded in manner 
aforesaid to the thirty-third ballot ; and, upon ex- 
amination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated on Mon- 
day next at twelve o’clock, and not before. 


FEBRUARY 16. 


The time agreed upon by the last mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the thirty-fourth ballot; and upon 
examination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same, 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated to-morrow 
at twelve o’clock, and not before. 


Fepruary 17. 


The time agreed upon by the last mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the thirty-fifth ballot; and upon 
examination thereof, the result was declared to be 
the same. 

Ordered, That the ballot be repeated at one 
o'clock. 

The time agreed upon by the last mentioned 
vote being expired, the States proceeded in man- 
ner aforesaid to the thirty-sixth ballot; and, upon 
examination thereof, and the result being reported 
by the tellers to the Spraxer, the SPEAKER de- 
clared to the House that the votes of ten States 
had been given for Tuomas Jerrerson, of Vir- 
ginia; the votes of four States for Aaron Burr, 
of New York; and that the votes of two States 
had been given in blank; and that, consequently, 
Tuomas Jerrerson, of Virginia, had been, agree- 
ably to the Constitution, elected PRESIDENT of the 
Unirev Srares. for the term of four years, com- 
mencing on the fourth day of March next.* 


*The following account of the ballotings and inci- 
dents connected therewith in the House, is taken from 
the National Intelligencer, of February 13, 16, and 18, 
1801. 

[From the National Intelligencer, Feb. 13.] 

“The votes having been entered on the Journals of 
the House of Representatives, the House returned to 
its own Chamber, and with closed doors proceeded to 
the ballot, as follows: 

Whereupon the votes of the first ballot being counted, 
the following was the result: ` 

Jefferson, 8 States; Burr, 6; divided, 2, viz: Mary- 
land and Vermont. No election. 


1029 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1030- 


Fesrvuary, 1801. 


Election of President. 


H. or R. 


Ordered, That Mr. Pinckney, Mr. TAZEWELL, 
and Mr. Bayarp, be appointed a committee to 
wait on the Presipent of the Unirrep STATES, 
and notify him that Tuomas Jerrerson is elected 
President of the United States, for the term com- 
mencing on the fourth day of March next. 


On this ballot the individual votes were for 


Jefferson. Burr. 

New Hampshire - - - — 4 
Massachusetts - - - - 3 11 
Vermont - - z z - 1 1 
Rhode Island - 7 z è pan 2 
Connecticut - - - 7 a 7 
New York - - - = 6 4 
New Jersey - - - - 3 2 
Pennsylvania -~ - - - 9 4 
Delaware - - - - - = 1 
Maryland - - - - 3 4 4 
Virginia - 7 - A z 16 3 
Kentucky - - - .- a 2 e 
North Carolina - - - 2 9 1 
South Carolina * - a a ole 5 
Georgia? - - - - - 1 mn 
Tennessee me - 1 4 

55 49 


The individual votes on the succecding ballots occa- 
sionally fluctuated without changing the general result. 

The House: proceeded immediately to the second 
ballot, the result of which was the same, as well as that 
of the succeeding ballots, including the 8th, which be- 
ing declared about 4 P. M., the House determined to 
suspend taking the next ballot for one hour; on which 
the members separated. 

' The reader will observe that this postponement of 
the ballot was a virtual adjournment of the House, and 
that it was pursued in preference to adjournment, to 
avoid violating the rule previously adopted not to ad- 
journ until a President should be elected. 

About 5 P. M. the 9th ballot was entered upon, and 
the same result with the former produced. 

After going through a number of other ballots, ter- 
minating in the same issue, it was agreed to take each 
ballot at the interval of an hour. In this manner the 
ballots were repeated until about 9 o’clock A. M., on 
Thursday—no separation of the members having taken 
place during the whole night. 

The same invariable result followed each ballot, in- 
eluding the 27th, when, at 9 o’clock A. M., it was 
agreed to postpone the next ballot till 12 o'clock at 
noon; when the members separated. 

At 12 o’clock the 28th ballot was taken—the result 
of which corresponded with the preceding ballots. Af- 
ter which further balloting was postponed till Friday at 
11 o'clock. 

On Thursday morning the Speaker stated that per- 
sons were in waiting to deliver messages from the 
President and the Senate, and he wished a decision of 
the House whether they could be received. On the 
suggestion of a member it was agreed, without formally 
putting the question, to receive the messages. 

On Wednesday, Mr. Nicholson, who had been for 
several days very ill, appeared on the floor, and had a 
place assigned him in an anti-chamber adjacent to the 
room in which the House assembled, to which room, 
to enable him to vote, the ballot box was carried by 


* Mr. Sumter sick, 
+ Mr. Jones dead. 


Ordered, That a message be sent to the Senate 
to inform them that Tuomas Jerrerson has been 
duly elected Presipent of the Uniren STATES, 
for the term of four years, commencing on the ` 
fourth day of March next; and that the Clerk of 
this House do go with the said message. 


the tellers of Maryland. He rapidly progresses in re- 
covery. His vote for Mr. Jefferson was important as 
it divided Maryland, and would, with the accession to 
Mr. Jefferson of one Federal vote from that State, have 
made him President. 

At 12 o’clock on Friday (this day) the 29th ballot 
was taken, which produced the same result. 

At 1 o'clock the 30th ballot was taken, the result the 
same. 

It was then determined that the next ballot should 
be taken to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 


[From the National Intelligencer, of Feb. 16.] 


On Saturday, the 14th instant, at 12 o’clock at noon, 
the House of Representatives went into the thirty-first 
balloting, the result of which was the same with the 
preceding ballots. 

It was then determined that the next ballot should 
be at one o’clock. 

On going into the thirty-second ballot, General Dick- 
son, from North Carolina, declared, that it was high 
time to come to a final vote, and that he would hence- 
forward vote for Mr. Jefferson. 

The result of this ballot presented the same issue. 

At two o’clock, the thirty-third ballot was taken ; the 
result still the same. 

It was then determined that the next ballot should 
be taken on Monday at 12 o’clock. 

On Friday, during one of the intervals of balloting, 
the Speaker informed the House that he had received 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, which he 
would, with the permission of the House, read. 

A member expressed his opinion that to read the 
letter would be an infraction of the rule established by 
the House. 

The Speaker declared that, in his opinion, the rule 
would not be violated, as the reading of the letter 
would be gone through before the hour assigned for the 
next ballot arrived. 

It was replied that, though it had been agreed to 
postpone taking the next ballot for an hour, yet it was 
clearly understood that, in the interval, the Represent- 
atives of the several States were consulting on the 
votes to be given. 

The reading of the letter was overruled. 

After the thirtieth ballot, on Friday, a motion was 
made and seconded by individual members, to post- 
pone the next ballot to the 3d of March; the motion 
was rejected by the unanimous votes of all the States. 

The Speaker then informed the House that, unless 
otherwise instructed, he should in future not considera 
question before the House, unless moved by one State, 
and seconded by another. 

The decision of the Chair was, on all hands, acqui- 
esced in. 

On Monday, the 16th instant, the thirty-fourth bal- 
lot was taken, the result the same as before. 

The next ballot was postponed till to-morrow at 12 
o'clock. 

All the accounts received from individuals at a dis- 
tance, as well as the feelings of citizens on the spot, 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole House on the bill making appropria- 
tions for the support of Government, for the year 
one thousand eight hundred and one; and after 
some time spent therein, the Committee rose, re- 
ported progress, and had leave to sit again. 


concur in establishing the conviction that the present 
is among the most solemn eras which have existed in 
the annals of our country. 

That confidence, which has hitherto reposed in tran- 
quil security, on the wisdom and patriotism of Congress, 
stands appalled at dangers which threaten the peace of 
society, and the existence of the Constitution. 

Placed in the midst of such circumstances, with the 
solicitudes of millions centering on the deliberations of 
their Representatives, it becomes the sacred duty of the 
press to make that people, whose rights are involved, 
the depositary of the earliest and most correct informa- 
tion. 

For four days, the Republican and Federal parties 
have remained immoveable in their original vote for 
President. 

The Republicans possess eight States, with half the 
delegation of two other States. 

The Federalists possess six States with half the del- 
egation of two States. 

The Federal party apparently, for some.time, enter- 
tained hopes of gaining over some Republican votes. 
But they are now convinced that the hope is abortive. 
‘What will be the result? 

The answer.to this interesting question will be made 
with the utmost coolness and integrity. Though it 
will in. a degree involve opinions as to future measures, 
yet it is confidently believed that these opinions are 
entitled to the most unlimited confidence. 

1. The Representatives of the eight States that vote 
for Mr. Jefferson will remain immutable in their adhe- 
rence to the public will. 

2. It is said that the six States that vote for Mr. 
Burr will not yield. 

But it is believed that they will yield. The unani- 
mous and firm decision of the people throughout the 
United States in favor of Mr. Jefferson will be irresist- 
ible. In Maryland, there is scarcely a dissenting voice, 
and among the first who have avowed a preference for 
Mr. Jefferson, are Federalists of the largest wealth and 
most respectable talents. 

3. Some of the Representatives of those States that 
vote for Mr. Burr have declared a determination, in 
case neither he nor Mr. Jefferson shall be. elected,. to 
make by law a President pro tempore. 

The determination was avowed; but it is believed 
that. it is not now. seriously entertained. So hostile 
would the voice of America appear to be to this meas- 
ure, that it isdoubtful whether any man would propose 
it, and more doubtful whether any man would accept 
the station, if offered to him. 

During that period of deep suspense which may be 
yet to come, it behooves the people of the United States 
to manifest that spirit of dignified and commanding 
fortitude, that, while it stands prepared for any crisis, 
is resolved not to commit the cause in which it is em- 
barked, by any act of indiscretion. It is right that 
public opinion should express itself. Let it then be ex- 
pressed with respectful firmness from one end of the 
Union to the other. Let the Representatives of the 
people know. the will of the people, and. they will 
obey. it.. : 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House cause to 
be printed one thousand copies of the act passed 
this session, entitled “An act to provide for the 
more convenient organization of the Courts of the 
United States,” for the use of the members of 
both Houses of Congress. 


That the people may know how the votes of their 
Representatives have been given, we present a state- 
ment: 

New Hampshire—4 for Burr, viz: Mr. Foster, Mr. 
Sheafe, Mr. Tenney, and Mr. Freeman. 

Massachusetits—\1 for Burr, viz: Mr. 8. Lee, Mr. . 
Otis, Mr. N. Read, Mr. Shepard, Mr. Thatcher, Mr. 
Wadsworth, Mr. L. Williams, Mr. Bartlett, Mr. Mat- 
toon, Mr. J. Reed, Mr. Sedgwick. 

Three for Jefferson, viz: Mr. Bishop, Mr. Varnum, 
Mr. Lincoln. 

Rhode Island—2 for Burr, viz: Mr. Champlin, and 
Mr. J. Brown. 

Connecticut—7 for Burr, viz: Mr. C. Goodrich, Mr. 
E. Goodrich, Mr. Griswold, Mr. Dana, Mr. J. Daven- 
port, Mr. Edmond, Mr. J. C. Smith. 

Vermont—1 for Jefferson, viz: Mr. Lyon. 

One for Burr, viz : Mr. Morris. 

New York—6 for Mr. Jefferson, viz: Mr. Bailey, Mr. 
Thompson, Mr. Livingston, Mr. Elmendorf, Mr. Van. 
Cortlandt, Mr. J. Smith. 

Four for Mr. Burr, viz: Mr. Bird, Mr. Glen, Mr. 
Cooper, Mr. Platt. 

New Jersey—3 for Jefferson, viz: Mr. Kitchell, Mr. 
Condit, Mr. FR 

Two for Burr, viz: Mr. F. Davenport, Mr. Imlay. 

Pennsylvania—9 for Mr. Jefferson, viz: Mr. Galla- 
tin, Mr. Gregg, Mr. Hanna, Mr. Leib, Mr. Smilie, Mr. 
Muhlenberg, Mr. Heister, Mr. Stewart, Mr. R. Brown. 

Four for Burr, viz: Mr. Waln, Mr. Kittera, Mr. 
Thomas, Mr. Woods. 

Delaware—1 for Mr. Burr, viz: Mr. Bayard. 

Marylund—4 for Mr. Jefferson, viz: Mr. S. Smith, 
Mr. Dent, Mr. Nicholson, Mr, Christie. 

Four for Mr. Burr, viz: Mr. J. ©. Thomas, Mr. 
Craik, Mr. Dennis, and Mr. Baer. 

Virginia—14 invariably for Mr. Jefferson, viz: Mr. 
Nicholas, Mr. Clay, Mr. Cabell, Mr. Dawson, Mr. Eg- 
gleston, Mr. Goode, Mr. Gray, Mr. Holines, Mr. Jack- 
son, Mr. New, Mr. Randolph, Mr. A. Trigg, Mr. J. 
Trigg, Mr. Tazewell. 

Five for Mr. Burr on same ballots, (two of whom on 
the first ballot voted for Mr. Jefferson,) viz: Mr. Evans, 
Mr. H. Lee, Mr. Page, Mr. Parker, Mr. Powell. 

North Carolina—6 invariably for Mr. Jefferson, viz: 
Mr. Alston, Mr. Macon, Mr. Stanford, Mr. Stone, Mr. 
R. Williams, Mr. Spaight. 

Four for Burr on some ballots, (3 of whom on the 
first ballot voted for Mr. Jefferson,) viz: Mr. Hender- 
son, Mr. Hill, Mr. Dickson, Mr. Grove. 

South Carolina—Mr. Sumter being sick has not at- 
tended, but will attend, at every hazard, the moment 
his vote can be of any avail. The individual votes of 
the Representatives of this State are not accurately 
known, but it is generally believed that Mr. Huger 
votes for Mr. Jefferson; and Mr. Rutledge, Mr. Pinck- 
ney, and Mr Harper, vote for Mr. Burr. Mr. Nott’s 
vote is doubtful. He has gone home. 

Georgia—t1 for Jefferson, viz: Mr. Taliaferro—Mr. 
Jones, who is dead, would have voted the same way. 

Kentucky—2 for Mr. Jefferson, viz: Mr. Davis and 
Mr. Fowler 
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The Speaxer laid before the House a letter 
from Winthrop Sargent, Governor of the Missis- 
sippi Territory, enclosing a petition from sundry 
inhabitants of the said Territory, praying that 


Congress will suspend the operation of so much of 


the act, entitled “An act supplemental to the act, 


entitled ‘An act for an amicable settlement of 


limits with the State of Georgia, and authorizing 
the establishment of a Government in the Missis- 
sippi Territory,” which establishes a second grade 
of territorial government in the said Territory ; 
and that a law may be passed extending the same 
privileges to the said inhabitants as have been 
granted to the inhabitants of the Indiana Territory. 

Ordered, That the said petition do lie on the 
table. 

On motion it was 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause the proper officer to 
lay before this House a particular detail of the ex- 
penditure of the moneys appropriated by the acts 
of the fourth of May and sixth of July, one thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety-eight, and of the 
tenth of May, one thousand eight hundred, for the 
purpose of purchasing cannon and arms, or fabri- 
cating the same, and the purchasing, leasing, and 
establishing, of foundries and armories; showing 
the quantity of cannon and arms purchased or man- 
ufactured ; the foundries and armories established, 
and what lands have been purchased for the pur- 


pose of erecting foundries, together with their re- 
ective. quantities and situations; also, a list of 


S 

thie warrants drawn on those appropriations, speci- 

fying in whose favor each warrant was drawn, and 
or what purpose. 


Tennessee—l1 for Mr. Jefferson, viz: Mr. Claiborne. 

On Saturday last a memorial was presented to John 
Chew Thomas, representative in Congress for this Dis- 
trict, from a respectable number of his constituents, 
recommending him to vote for Thomas Jefferson, and 
declaring that at least two-thirds of his constituents 
were in favor of the election of Mr. Jefferson. 

The memorial was signed by the most respectable 
Federal gentlemen of the City of Washington. 


[From the National Intelligencer, of Feb. 18.] 


On Tuesday at 12 o’clock the 35th ballot was taken; 
the result the same with that of the preceding ballots. 

At 1 o’clock the 36th ballot was taken which issued 
in the election of Thomas Jefferson. 

On this ballot there were, 
~ Ten States for Mr. Jefferson, viz: Vermont, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina, Georgia, Kentucky, and Tennessee. 

Four States for Mr. Burr, viz: Rhode Island, New 
Hampshire, Connecticut, and Massachusetts. 

Two States voted by blank ballots, viz: Delaware and 
South Carolina. 

In the instance of Vermont, Mr. Morris withdrew. 

In that of South Carolina, Mr. Huger, who is un- 
derstood previously uniformly to have voted for Mr. 
Jefferson, also withdrew, from a spirit of accommoda- 
tion, which enabled South Carolina, to give a blank 
vote. 

And in the instance of Maryland, four votes were for 
Jefferson and four blank. 


| Mr. Oris, from the committee appointed, pre- 


sented a bill extending the privilege of franking 
to Joun Apams, now President of the United 
States; which was twice read, and ordered to be 
engrossed, and read the third time to-morrow. - 
The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from Samus, Dexrer, acting as Secretary of 
War, enclosing a report made in pursuance of a 
resolution of the House of the second instant; 
which was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


Wepnespay, February 18. 

An engrossed bill for extending the privilege of 
franking to John Adams, now President of the 
United States, was read the third time and passed. 

A petition of sundry inhabitants of the States 
of Delaware and Maryland was presented to the 
House and read, praying that more efficient meas- 
ures may be adopted by Congress, for the recovery 
of slaves escaping from their masters, and taking 
refuge in any of the neighboring States. A 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the committee appointed, on the twenty-second 
ultimo, to inquire into the expediency of making 
further provision to prevent the concealing or har- 
boring of slaves escaping from one State to an- 
other, and to and from the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. SamueL Smita, from the committee, pre- 
sented a bill for erecting light-houses on New Point 
Comfort, and on Smith's Point, in the State of 
Virginia, and on Faulkner’s Island, on Long Island 
Sound, in the State of Connecticut; which was 
read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. PARKER, from the committee appointed on 
so much of the President’s Speech as respects 
seasonable and systematic arrangements, propor- 
tioned to our national resources, for a Navy adap- 
ted to defensive purposes, presented a bill provi- 
ding for a Naval Peace Establishment, and other 
purposes; which was read twice and committed 
to a Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. Parker, from the same committee, pre- 
sented a bill respecting navy yards, and timber 
for naval purposes; which was read twice and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House 
to-morrow. ` 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act to establish the district of Bristol, and to annex 
the towns of Kittery and Berwick to the district 
of Portsmouth ;” to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. The said bill was read twice 
and referred to the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures, 

Mr. THATCHER, from the committee appointed, 
on the twenty-sixth of November last, to inquire 
whether any, and what, amendments are neces- 
sary to be made in the acts establishing a post 
office and post roads within the United States, 
presented a bill further to alter and establish cer- 
tain post roads; which was read twice and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House on 
Friday next. 
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Ordered, That Mr. SAMUEL Smits be appoint- 
ed on the committee to whom was referred. so 
much of the Presidents Speech as respects sea- 
sonable and systematic arrangements proportion- 
ed to our national resources, for a Navy adapted 
to defensive purposes, in the room of Mr. Nort, 
who has obtained leave of absence. 

The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the Dill for the relief of Nathaniel Holmes; 
which was reported to the House without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time to-morrow. 

The House, then went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill to amend an act, entitled “An 
act to regulate the collection of duties on imports 
and tonnage ;” and, after some time spent therein, 
the Committee rose, reported progress and had 
leave to sit again. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have resolved that a committee be 
appointed, to join such committee as may be ap- 
pointed on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives, to consider whether any, and, if any, what, 
measures ought to be adopted for the further ac- 
commodation of the President of the United States, 
for the term commencing the fourth day of March 


next, to report by bill, bills, or otherwise; and that 


Mr. Nicovas, Mr. Tracy, and Mr. Batpwin, be 
this committee. 


The House proceeded to consider the said mes- 


sage of the Senate: Whereupon, 


Resolved, That this House do concur in the 


same. 
Ordered, That Mr. Nicroas, Mr. GALLATIN, 
Mr. Varnum, Mr. Krrcuext, and Mr. Macon, be 


the committee on the part of this House, for the 


purpose expressed in the message of the Senate. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the bill making appropri- 
ations for the support of Government, for the year 
one thousand eight hundred and one; and, after 
some time spent therein, the committee reported 
several amendments thereto; which were sever- 
ally twice read, and agreed to by the House. 
Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 
The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill making appropriations for the Military 
Establishment of the United States, for the year 
one thousand eight hundred and one; and, after 
some time spent therein, the Committee rose and 
reported several amendments thereto; which were 
severally twice read, and agreed to by the House. 
Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 
The House then went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill to amend the act, entitled “An 
act to provide for the valuation of lands and dwell- 
ing-houses, and the enumeration of slaves within 
the United States,” and to repeal the act, entitled 
‘An act-to. enlarge the powers of the Surveyors, 
ofthe Revenue;” and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose and reported the bill with- 
out amendment. 


` SAMUEL HARRISON SMITH. 


Mr. Davis—Mr. Speaker, I have risen with an 
intention of bringing before the House a subject 
on which I think it is our duty to act; and as the 
subject, toa certain extent, relates to the Speaker, 
I shall endeavor to conduct myself towards him 
in such a manner as to injure his feelings as little 
as the nature of the case will admit, in doing jus- 
tice to the rights of a citizen. But, while I profess 
a respect for you as the Speaker of this House, a 
fear of wounding your feelings shall not prevent 
me from doing what I conceive to be my duty as 
a public servant. I think it important and neces- 
sary, that the power of a Speaker of this House 
overacitizen of Americashould be precisely known 
and understood. That the Speaker shouid know 
how far he ought to go,and the citizen know where 
he ought to stop. 

Believing, therefore, as I do, that the Speaker of 
this House,in a very recent instance, has exceeded 
his power, and in so doing has deprived a citizen 
of the United States of his Constitutional right, 
by denying him the liberty of hearing the debates. 
of this House, upon questions of great national con- 
cern, I have determined to bring the subject before 
the House with a view of obtaining the opinions. 
of others on it. But, as almost all questions that 
come before this House assume the shape of party, 
Ido not expect this question to be exempt from 
party feelings and party prejudices: but this shall 
not deter me from trying it. If gentlemen are not 
ready or willing to abandon their party feelings by 
a fair examination of a citizen’s right, it is their 
own fault. The subject I allude to is contained 
in the following resolution, to wit. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of this House, in direct- 
ing the Sergeant-at-Arms to order and expel from the 
gallery of this House Samuel Harrison Smith, a citizen, 
of the United States, usurped a power not given him by 
the rules of this House, and deprived the said Samuel 
Harrison Smith of his Constitutional right, as a citizen. 
of the United States. . 


Tuurspay, February 19. 


An engrossed bill making appropriations for the 
support of Government, for the year one thousand 
eight hundred and one, was read the third time 
and passed. 

An engrossed bill making appropriations for the 
Military Establishment of the United States, for 
the year one thousand eight hundred and one, was 
read the third time and passed. 

An engrossed bill toamend the act, entitled “An 
act to provide for the valuation of lands and dwel- 
ling-houses, and the enumeration of slaves within 
the United States,” and to repeal the act, entitled, 


“An act to enlarge the powers of the surveyors of 


the revenue,” was read the third time and passed. 
An engrossed bill for the relief of Nathaniel 

Holmes was read the third time and passed. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 

that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 

act for extending the privilege of franking to John 

Adams, now President of the United States,” with 
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an amendment; to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. 

The House proceeded to consider the saidamend- 
ment to the last mentioned bill; Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment. 

Ordered, That the committee appointed, on the 
seventeenth instant, to wait on the PRESIDENT OF 
tur Unirep Srares and notify him that Tuomas 
Jerrerson is elected President of the United States, 
for the term commencing on the fourth day of 
March next, be instructed to notify the President 
elect thereof. 

On motion it was 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
quire into the expediency of altering the times of 
holding the Courts of the United States, and tore- 
port by bill, or otherwise. 

Ordered, That Mr. Siras Len, Mr. HILL, and 
Mr. Exvizur Goopricu, be appointed a committee, 
pursuant to the said resolution. 

The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill to amend the act, entitled “An act to 
regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage ;” and, after some time spent therein, the 
Committee rose and reported two amendments 
thereto. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
billand amendments be postponed until to-morrow. 


MISSISSIPPI TERRITORY. 


Mr. Cuauncry Goonricn, from the committee 
appointed, on the twenty-second of December last, 
‘sto Inquire into the official conduct of Winthrop 

Sargent, Governor of the Mississippi Territory, 

made a report; which was read as follows: 

The Committee to whom was referred the representa- 
tion of the House of Representatives of the Missis- 
sippi Territory, report: 

That the first object mentioned in this representation 
respects the failure of an election for a member of the 
House of Representatives for the county of Washing- 
ton, in that Territory. 

On account of the Governor’s order not being received 
in season, the election was there held on the 15th and 
16th days of August, whereas by law it was directed to 
have been held on the 15th day of July. In all other 
respects the election is represented to have been fair, 
and the member chosen, correct. The power of the 
Governor to issue a writ of election is doubted, and the 
interference of Congress solicited. 

As the members of the House of Representatives of 
the Territory serve for two years, and unless special 
provision be made, the inhabitants of Washington coun- 
ty will have no member in the House of Representatives 
the first session of the General Assembly, it appears to 
your committee expedient to authorize the Governor to 
order an election to be held in that county, for the choice 
of a representative.. 

The second object of this representation respects the 
time of holding the first session of the General Assem- 
bly of the district. : 

By law the General Assembly is to meet annually 
on the first Monday of December, unless by law they 
appoint a different day. The Governor has power, on 
extraordinary occasions, to convene the General As- 
sembly. 


Tt was found impracticable to make the appointments 
of the Legislative Council seasonably for holding the first 
session of the General Assembly on the first. Monday 
of December last; and it is represented that if an earlier 
time be not fixed than the first day of December next, 
as now established by law, the appointment of a dele- 
gate in Congress from the Territory cannot be made 
seasonably for the next Congress, and itis stated that: 
the Governor will be indisposed to convene the Gen- 
eral Assembly at an earlier day. j 

The powers of the Governor being competent to thë 
object in view, in the opinion of the committee, it would 
be inexpedient for Congress to interfere on the grounds 
suggested, of a presumption that those powers will not 
be fairly and discreetly exercised in this instance. 

The Committee therefore respectfully submit to the 
consideration of the House the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Governor of the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory, be authorized to cause an election to be held in 
the county of Washington in that Territory, for the 
choice of a representative in the first General Assembly 
of the Territory. 


Ordered to be committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 

Mr. Cuauncey Goopricu, from the same com- 
mittee, to whom wasreferred, on the twenty-second 
of December last, the representation of the Legis- 
lature of the Mississippi Territory, made a report ; 
which was read, and ordered to be committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Monday next. 


SEDITION ACT. 


Mr, Piatt, from the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business, presented, according to order, 
a bill to repeal part of the act, entitled “An act in 
addition to the act, entitled ‘An act for the punish- 
ment of certain crimes against the United States,” 
and to continue in force the residue of the same; 
which was read the first time. 

A motion was then made and seconded, and the 
question thereupon being taken, to wit: 

“Shall this bill be rejected ?” it passed in the 
negative—yeas 50, nays 49.—The Spzaxer decla- 
ring himself with the nays. 

Yzas— Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, William Charles Cole Claiborne, 
John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George 
Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, Albert Gal- 
latin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, 
Joseph Heister, David Holmes, Benjamin Huger, George 
Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, © 
Matthew Lyon, James Lynn, Edward Livingston, Na- 
thaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John 
Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, Josiah Parker, John 
Randolph, John Smilic, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, 
Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton W. Tazewell, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum and Robert Williams. 

Nars—Theodore Sedgwick, (Speaker,) George Baer, 
Bailey Bartlett, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher 
G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel 
W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John 
Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, 
Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, 
William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archi- 
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‘bald Henderson, William H. Hill, James H. Imlay, 
John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Lewis R. 
Morris, Ebenezer Mattoon, Harrison G. Otis, Robert 
Page, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, 
John Reed, Nathan Reed, John Rutledge, William Shep- 
ard, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, 
George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, 
and Henry Woods. f 


~ The said bill was read the second time, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House 
on Saturday next. 7 


STATE BALANCES. 


Mr. Hint, from the committee appointed to in- 
quire into the expediency of extinguishing the 
claims of ‘the United States for certain balances 
which, by the Commissioners appointed to settle 
the accounts between the United States and the 
several States, were reported to be due from seve- 
ral of the States to the United States, made a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill, to extinguish the 
claims of the United States, for certain balances 
reported to be due from several of the States to 
the United States; which was read, and the con- 
sideration of the said report and bill postponed 
until the third day of March next. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee appointed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of extinguishing the claims of the United States 
for certain balances which, by the Commissioners ap- 
pointed to settle the accounts between the United 
States and the several States, were reported to be due 
from several of the States to the United States, report— 
: That the Commissioners aforesaid, on the liquidation 
of the accounts, reported that there were due from 
several of the States certain balances, that is to say: 


New York - - - - $2,074,846 
Pennsylvania - ~ - - 76,709 
. Delaware - - - - - 612,428 
Maryland - - - ~ 151,430 
Virginia - - - - - 100,879 
North Carolina - - - 501,082 


That Congress, by an act passed the 15th February, 
1799, engaged that any State so reported against might 
discharge itself from the claim, by an engagement in the 
form of a Legislative act, to be passed before the first of 
April, 1800, to pay at the Treasury of the United 
States, within five years, the amount of the sum as- 
sumed by the United States in the debt of such State ; 
or by expending moneys to the like amount within the 
time aforesaid in the erection of fortifications. And 
the said act of Congress provides further, that any pay- 
ment or expenditure aforesaid shall be credited at the 
Treasury to the amount of stock which said payment 
or expenditure is equal to the purchase of at the mar- 
ket prices of stock. That the State of New York passed, 
within the time limited, the Legislative act required by 
tlie act of Congress aforesaid, and has already received 
credit at the Treasury for the sum of $222,810 06, for 
having previously expended in fortifications the sum of 
$136,533 82. That no other State has acceded to the 
terms offered by the said act of Congress. i 
~ The committee further report, that, by the immediate 
Operation of the said act of Congress, and of the Legis- 
lature ‘of the State of New York, that State was exone- 
tated and released from a very considerable part of the 
balance reported, to wit, the sum of $891,129 31; the 


balance. reported against the State being to that amoun 
more than the sum subscribed on the assumption o 
the United States in the debt of that State, the sum 
so subscribed amounts to $1,183,716 69; that the sum 
of $891,129 31, exceeds the whole amount of the 
balance reported to be due from any one of the States, 
and the aggregate amount of the whole of the balances, 
with the exception of the balance reported to be due 
from the State of Delaware. 

The committee, without entering into a discussion 
of the principles whereon the settlement of the ac- 
counts by the Commissioners was founded, remark, 
that-as none of the: States but the State of New York 
has manifested any disposition to pay the halances re- 
ported against them, whether the terms offered by the 
said act of Congress operate favorably or not, and none 
of them have assented to the justice or equity of the 
claim of the United States, and no means exist of ex- 
acting payment, it seems unwise to keep alive a claim 
which cannot be enforced, and may have the effect of 
producing irritation and exciting discontent; and as 
the act of Congress has already released the State of 
New York from so large an amount, and enabled that 
State, with ease and advantage, to discharge the resi- 
due of the balance reported to be due from that State, 
the committee are of opinion that a release of the bal- 
ances due from the other States is expedient, and for this 
purpose report a bill, which is submitted. = 


Fripay, February 20. 


A petition of sundry persons residing on lands 
belonging to the United States, and lying between 
the waters of the Muskingum and Scioto rivers, 
in the Northwestern Territory, was presented to 
the House and read, praying to be allowed a pre- 
emption right to the lands on which the petition- 
ers are settled, on terms more favorable than those 
heretofore granted to them by iaw. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
Mr. Dennis, Mr. McMıiLuan, and Mr. CHRISTIE, 
with instructions to examine the matter thereof, 
and report the same, with their opinion thereon, 
to the House. 

Mr. Macon, from the Committee of Claims, to 
whom was referred, on the twenty-third of De- 
cember last, the petition of Charles Tomkins, in 
behalf of Arnold Henry Dohrman and others, 
made a report; which was read and considered: 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be authorized to issue a patent for the thir- 
teenth township in the seventh range, to Arnold 
Henry Dohrman, or his legal representatives, 
agreeably to a resolution of Congress of the first 
day of October, in the year one thousand seven 
hundred and eighty-seven. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolution; and that the Com- 
mittee of Claims do prepare and bring in the 
same. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
bring in a bill to revive and continue “An act de- 
claring the consent of Congress to an act of the 
State of Maryland, passed the twenty-eighth of 
December, one thousand seven hundred and nine- 
ty-three, for the appointment of a health officer.” 
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Ordered, That the said motion be referred to 
the Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Busi- 
ness, and that they do prepare and bring in a bill 
or bills pursuant thereto. 

Mr. Pinckney, from the committee appointed, 
on the seventeenth instant, to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and inform him that 
Thomas Jefferson is elected President of the Uni- 
ted States, for the term commencing on the fourth 
of March next, reported that the committee had 
performed that service. 

The Housé resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported yesterday, from the Com- 
mittee.of the whole House, to whom was com- 
mitted the bill to amend the act, entitled “ An act 
to regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage,” and the same being read, were, on the 
question severally put thereupon, agreed to by the 
House. 

The said bill was then further amended at the 
Clerk’s table, and, together with the amendments, 
ordered to be engrossed, and read the third time 
to-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the report of the Committee of 
Claims, made the twenty-sixth ultimo, on the 
several petitions of Alexander Roxburgh, Emory 
Sudler, and Elizabeth his wife, Benjamin Bird, 
Griffith Jones, David Jones, Philip Bush; and a 
bill which passed the Senate at the last session of 
Congress tor the relief of the representatives of 
Samuel Lapsley, deceased ; and, after some time 
spent therein, the Committee rose and reported 
their disagreement to the same. 


SAMUEL HARRISON SMITH. 


A motion being made and seconded that the 
House do come to the following resolution, to wit: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of this House, in direct- 
ing the Sergeant-at-Arms to order and expel from the 
gallery of this House, Samuel Harrison Smith, a citi- 
zen of the United States, has assumed a power not 
given him by the rules of this House, and deprived the 
said Samuel Harrison of a right which can only be for- 
feited by disorderly behaviour. 

Resolved, unanimously, That the Speaker be ex- 
cused from deciding whether the said motion is in 
order or not. 


Mr. Davis.—Mr. Speaker, my intention is to call 
for the resolution laid on the table by me the other 
day, which relates to the conduct of the Speaker 
towards Mr. Smith. But before I call up the res- 
élution I will remark that I have not introduced 
it with a view to afford myself an opportunity of 
venting. invectives or personalities against the 
Speaker. The due respect to this House forbids 
a conduct of that sort. The number of days the 
Speaker has seen, compared with my own, forbids 
it. I contend for principle ; and those who differ 
from me on this point, in opinion, may meet me 
on this ground, and, by a fair and dispassionate ar- 
gument, discuss the subject. 
So I shail be satisfied ; it will be the most agreeable 
method to me. But if gentlemen are disposed to 


introduce asperity into the debate, lam ready to}. 


repel it. 


If they choose to do |. i 1 of | 1 
“Speaker in his said station, it was resolved in the 


The question was then taken, to wit: “Is this 
motion in order?” : 

And it passed in the negative—yeas 49, nays 
54, as follows: 

Yzas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. ©. Claiborne, 
John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George 
Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fow- 
ler, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, 
John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George 
Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, 
Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muh- 
lenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Ni- 
cholson, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stan- 
ford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, John Stewart, 
Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Littleton W. Tazewell, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, 
William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Samuel 
Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger 
Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Har- 

er, Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, Benjamin 

uger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry 
Lee, Silas Lee, Levi Lincoln, Ebenezer Mattoon, 
Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Jo- 
siah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven 
Powell, John Reed, Nathan Reed, John Rutledge, jr., 
William Shepard, John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Sam- 
uel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, 
Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, 
Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

And so the said motion was decided not to be 
in order. 

Mr Gatiatin moved the following resolution, 
to wit; 

Resolved, That the power of the Speaker, or Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, shall not be construed 
to extend (unless by consent of the House, previously 
obtained, or in case of disorderly behaviour) to the ex- 
pulsion of any person, either from the lobby, when in- 
troduced by any member of the House, or from the 
gallery, when the same is generally opened. 

The previous question was called for by five 
members, to wit: “Shall the main question to 
agree to the said motion be now put ?” 

Whereupon, the said question being under con- 
sideration, Mr. LivinesTon having addressed the 
Speaker, did, in the opinion of the Speaker, pro- 
ceed to debate the main question, and being there- 
upon called to order by the Speaker, the said mem- 
ber did not immediately sit down, pursuant to the 
rule of the House, and was thereupon again cail- 
ed to order by the Speaker: Whereupon, 

Anappeal was made to the House from the de- 
cision of the Speaker, ; : 

And, on the question of concurring with the 


affirmative—yeas 60, nays 42, as follows: 


Ysas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlet, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher G. Champ- 
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lin, William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Den- 
nis, George Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, 
Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Hen- 
ry Glen, Samuel Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, William 
Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, 
Archibald Henderson, Wiliam H. Hill, Benjamin 
Huger, James H.Imlay, Aaron Kitchell, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Levi Lincoln, Ebenezer 
Mattoon, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Robert 
Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, 
Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan Reed, John Rut- 
ledge, William Shepard, John Smith, John C. Smith, 
James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John 
Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, 
and Henry Woods. 

Nays—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, William Charles Cole Claiborne, 
John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, Joseph 
Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Edwin 
Gray, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, 
Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Lynn, Edward 
Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, An- 
thony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John 
Randolph, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs 
Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sum- 
ter, John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, Jolin Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton W. Tazewell, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, and Robert Williams. 


The previous question upon the said motion be- 
ing then taken, in the words following, to wit: 
. “Shall the main question to agree to the same, 
be now put 2?” 
It passed in the negative—yeas 50, nays 53, as 
follows : E 
Yzas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel 
Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John 
Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, 
Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, 
Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. 
Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, 
Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, Matthew 
Lyon, James Linn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel 
Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicho- 
las, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Randolph, John Smilie, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, 
Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sumter, John 
Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton W. Tazewell, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 
Naxs—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. 
Bayard, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher G. Cham- 
plin, William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, 
Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Samuel 
Goode, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, R. Gris- 
wold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, 
Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, Benjamin Hu- 
ger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, 
Silas Lee, Ebenezer Mattoon, Lewis R. Morris, Har- 
tison: G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Thomas 
Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Na- 
than. Read, John Rutledge, William Shepard, John C. 
Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, 


John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wads- 
worth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry 
Woods. 


And so the said motion was 'lost. 


THE MINT. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


Gentlemen of the Senate,and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives - 

I transmit to Congress a report received this morning 
from Elias Boudinot, Esq., Director of the Mint, dated 
February the thirteenth, one thousand eight hundred 
and one, which will require the attention and decision 
of Congress, before the close of the session. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unirep Strarss, Feb. 20, 1801. 

MINT or TAE UNITED STATES, 
February 13, 1801. 


The Director considers it his duty to inform the 
President, that Monday last was the day, directed by 
law, on which the assays of the reserved pieces of coin 
should be made, in the presence of the Secretary of 
State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Comptroller of 
the Treasury, the Chief Justice, and Attorney General ; 
but none of those officers have attended, nor could in- 
deed have. been expected; and the Director has not 
been informed of any other provision, yet made by 
law, to accomplish the same purpose. By this means 
not only the check established by law on the coin of the 
United States is frustrated, but the reserved pieces are 
still locked up, and the depositors complain of being 
thus deprived of the use of their property. The design 
of bringing this subject before the President, is, that 
the Director may be instructed what steps to take on 
this occasion. 

It is also necessary to inform the President, that, by 
the act of Congress of the 16th July, 1790, all offices 
attached to the seat of Government shall be removed to 
the district accepted for the seat of Government of the 
United States by the said act, by their respective hold- 
ers, on the first Monday of December, 1800, and shall, 
after the said day, cease to be executed elsewhere ; but, 
by an act of the last session of Congress, the Mint is 
to remain at Philadelphia till the fourth day of March. 
next, anything in the said act to the contrary notwith- 
standing. This act expires on the fourth of March next, 
and unless some other provision is made by law before 
that day, it will be difficult to ascertain the duty of the 
Director, except to prevent any further operation of the- 
Mint at Philadelphia. He wishes, therefore, for in- 
structions from the President, as to his conduct with 
regard to the Mint, in case further provision, by law, 
should not be made; at all events, the public property 
here should be attended to. 

All which is respectfully submitted to the President. 

ELIAS BOUDINOT, Director: 


The Message and report’ accompanying the 
same were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


Sarurpay, February 21. 


An engrossed bill to amend the act, entitled 
“ An act to regulate the collection of duties on 
imports and tonnage,” was read the third time, 
and passed. : 

A petition of sundry inhabitants of the States 


1045 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1046 


Fesrvary, 1801, 


Adjutant and Inspector General. 


H. or R. 


of Delaware and Maryland was presented to the 
House and read, praying that more efficient meas- 
ures may be adopted by Congress for the recovery 
of slaves escaping from their masters and taking 
refuge in any of the neighboring States. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the committee appointed, on the twenty-second 
ultimo, to inquire into the expediency of making 
further provision to prevent the concealing or 
harboring of slaves cseaping from one State to 
another, and to and from the Territories of the 
United States. 

Ordered, That the Message from the President 
of the United States respecting the Mint, present- 
ed yesterday, be referred to the Committee of Re- 
visal and Unfinished Business. 

Mr. Prarr, from the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business, to whom was this day refer- 
red the Message of the President of the United 
States made a report; which was read and con- 
sidered: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That it is expedient that the Mint re- 
main in the city of Philadelphia until the fourth 
day of March, one thousand eight hundred and 
-three, and that, during the continuance of the 
Mint at Philadelphia, it is expedient that the du- 
ties now enjoined on the Chief Justice of the 
United States, the Secretary and Comptroller of 
the Treasury, the Secretary for the Department of 
State, and the Attorney General of the United 
States, by the eighteenth section of the act, enti- 
tled “An act establishing a Mint, and regulating 
the coins of the United States,” passed the second 
day of April, one thousand. seven hundred and 
ninety-two, be performed by > 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolution: and that the Com- 
mittee of Revisal and Unfinished Business do 
prepare and bring in the same. 

Mr. Puart, from the same committee, present- 
ed a bill concerning the Mint; which was read 
twice and committed toa Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, presented a 
bill declaring the consent of Congress to an act of 
the State of Maryland, passed the twenty-eighth 
of December, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-three, for the appointment of a health of- 
ficer; which was read twice. and ordered to be 
engrossed, and read the third time on Monday 
next. 

Ordered, That the committee to whom was re- 
ferred the Message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States, relative to the disposition of the pub- 
lic property in his possession, be discharged from 
the consideration thereof, and that the same be 
referred to the Joint Committee appointed, on the 
eighteenth instant, to inquire what further mea- 
sures ought to be taken for the accommodation of 
the President of the United States. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee of the whole House, to 
whom was yesterday referred the report of the 
Committee of Claims on the several petitions of 
Alexander Roxburgh and others: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth disagree with 


the Committee of the whole House in their disa- 
greement to the said report, and doth agree to the 
report of the Committee of Claims. And there- 
upon, f 

Resolved, That the several petitions of Alex- 
ander Roxburgh, Emory Sudler, junior, and wife, 
Benjamin Bird, Griffith Jones, David Jones, Philip 
Bush, Tobias Rudolph, Samuel Gibbs, and Ben- 
jamin Kendrick, ought not to be granted. 

The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the Committee of Revisal aud Unfinished Busi- 
ness, made the sixth instant, and which lay on the 
table, relative to an augmentation of the salaries 
of certain District Judges; Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the said report be committed to 
a Committee of the whole House immediately. 

The House, accordingly, resolved itself into the 
said committee; and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose, reported progress, and had 
leave to sit again, 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the bill sent from the 
Senate, entitled “ An act concerning the District 
of Columbia; to which Committee of the Whole 
was also committed the bill for the government 
of the District of Columbia; and, after some 
time spent therein, the Committee rose and re- 
ported progress, and had leave to sit again. 

Mr. Bayarp moved the following resolution, 
which was ordered to lie on the table: 
| Resolved, That a committee be appointed to prepare 
and bring in a bill to amend the Common Law, so as 
to define and limit the punishment upon prosecutions 
for libels; and to enable a defendant, upon such pro- 
secution, to give the truth of the matter charged as a 
libel, in evidence, in his defence. 


ADJUTANT AND INSPECTOR GENERAL. 
A Message was received from the President of 
the United States, as follows: 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

The enclosed report to me, made by the acting Sec- 
retary of War, on the fourteenth of this month, ap- 
pears to be so well founded in all respects, that I rec- 
ommend it to the consideration of Congress. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Uniren Srarzs, Feb. 20, 1801. 


Derartment or War, Feb. 14, 1801. 

Sir: Great inconveniences being experienced in 
the Army, from the want of a competent general staff, 
I conceive it to be my duty to submit the matter to 
your consideration. Though the Army is at present a 
small one, the duties of Adjutant and Inspector Gene- 
yal must be performed; and, from the nature of our 
service, in small detachments, these duties become 
more laborious than in an Army acting in one com- 
pact body. At present an officer in the line of the 
Army resides at the seat of Government for these pur- 
poses, but there is no law allowing him any compensa- 
tion for these extra services. As he is obliged to keep 
an office and be constantly employed himself, and also 
constantly to employ a clerk, it cannot be expected that 
he can continue to do the duties without compensation 
beyond his pay in the line. Perhaps a sufficient power 
rests in the Secretary of War to allow him an adequate 
sum for his extra labor and expenses. But, if this be 
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-true, it is a loose discretion, which, I conceive, ought to 
be directed by law. It is my opinion, that a law au- 
thorizing the appointing of a field officer in the line, to 
perform the duties, and giving him additional compen- 
sation for his services, and also giving him an assistant 
from among the subaltern officers, would promote reg- 
ularity in the Department, discipline in the Army, and 
public economy. 

Ihave the honor to be, with profound respect, sir, 
your obedient and faithful servant, 

SAMUEL DEXTER. 
The Prusipent of the United States. 


The said Message, and report accompanying 
the same, were read, and ordered to be referred to 
Mr. Ruruepes, Mr. Oris, and Mr. Tenney. 


PRESIDENT ELECT. 


Mr. Pinckney, from the committee instructed 
on the eighteenth instant to wait on the Prest- 
pent elect, to notify him of his election, reported 
that the committee had performed that service. 
and addressed the Presipent elect in the follow- 
ing words, to wit: 

“The committee beg leave to express their wishes 
for the prosperity of your Administration ; and their 
sincere desire that it may promote your own happiness 
and the welfare of our country.” 


To which the Presipent elect was pleased to 
make the following reply: 

“ I receive, gentlemen, with profound thankfulness, 
this testimony of confidence from the great Represent- 
ative Council of our nation: It fills up the measure of 
that grateful satisfaction which had already been de- 
rived from the suffrages of my fellow-citizens them- 
-selves, designating me as one of those to whom they 
were willing to commit this charge, the most important 
of all others to them. In deciding between the candi- 
dates, whom their equal vote presented to your choice, 
I am sensible that age has been respected rather than 
more active and useful qualifications. 

“I know the difficulties of the station to which I am 
called, and feel, and acknowledge, my incompetence to 
them: But, whatsoever of understanding, whatsoever 
of diligence, whatsoever of justice, or of affectionate 
concern for the happiness of man, it has pleased Prov- 
idence to place within the compass of my faculties, shall 
be called forth for the discharge of the duties confided 
to me, and for procuring to my fellow-citizens all the 
benefits which our Constitution has placed under the 
guardianship of the General Government. 

“Guided by the wisdom and patriotism of those to 
whom it belongs to express the Legislative will of the 
nation, I will give to that will a faithful execution. 

. “I pray you, gentlemen, to convey to the honorable 
body from which you are deputed, the homage of my 
humble acknowledgments, and the sentiments of zeal 
and fidelity by which I shall endeavor to merit these 
proofs of confidence from the nation, and its represent- 
atives; and accept, yourselves, my particular thanks 
for the obliging terms in which you have been pleased 
to communicate their will. ` 
“THOMAS JEFFERSON. 
“Fepruary 20, 1801.” 


E SEDITION ACT. 
- Fhe House then went into a Committee of the 


W: hole, on the bill to repeal part of an act, enti- 
ted An-act in-addition tó the act, entitled ‘An 


act for the punishment of certain crimes against 
the United States, and to continue in force the 
residue of the same.” 

On the question that the said bill be engrossed 
for a third reading— 

Mr. Dawson said, when the law which this bill 
is intended to continue was first passed, I gave to 
it my dissent; I did it from a conviction on my 
mind that it does violate that Constitution which 
I have sworn to support, and from a persuasion 
that the then state of things did not require it; 
that while it begat an unjust suspicion of the 
American character, it was a stain on our code of 
legislation. 

If these were my impressions at that time, some 
reflection since, aided by the productions of men 
whose names and talents will be long remember- 
ed, and a knowledge of the sentiments of the State 
from which I come, and of the people whom I 
represent, have confirmed those impressions, and 
have resolved me to vote against that bill in every 
shape and in every stage, and I hope that it will 
not be suffered to be engrossed. Sir, it is well 
remembered by me, nor can it be forgotten by any 
gentleman, on what grounds this law was advo- 
cated and first passed ; it was then supported and 
pressed upon us as a necessary link in a chain of 
measures which a majority of the two Houses of 
Congress thought proper to adopt to meet a par- 
ticular crisis—to guard against the supposed in- 
trigues of a foreign nation—to give respectability 
and energy to our Executive—to prevent its fall- 
ing into disrepute with the people, and to punish 
factious individuals. The history of the last two 

ears has, | am persuaded, convinced gentlemen 
10w mistaken were their opinions of the Ameri- 
can character. With me they must now believe 
that whatever difference there may be in our po- 
litical principles, when the safety, freedom, or 
honor of our country are threatened by a foreign 
nation, like a band of brothers we will rally round 
our Government, and support it by means which 
the Constitution of our -country authorizes, and 
which the energy of the case may require. How 
far this law has given respectability or energy to 
our Administration I will not pretend to say ; the 
events of the present day isan ample comment on 
that point; but, after the experience which we 
have had, since some of the objects for which it 
was formed do not exist, and others have not been 
answered, I did hope that no attempt would have 
been made to continue it, and that it would have 
been suffered to expire like its twin-brother, the 
Alien law. In this hope, however, I have been 
disappointed; gentlemen have come forward and 
supported it with a zeal, not uncommon to them 
on other occasions, and unexpected in the present, 
when we were taught to believe that they were 
at least indifferent about it, and new reasons have 
been assigned for its continuance—formerly it 
was thought necessary to protect the Administra- 
tion against the people; and now, sir, it is wanted 
to guard individuals against an Administration 
which may be weak or wicked. Experience has, 
I am persuaded, convinced gentlemen that it has 
not answered the first purpose, and I hope they 
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will find it unnecessary for the latter. Into what- 
ever hands the Administration of our country may 
fall, its acts ought to be examined with that free- 
dom which becomes freemen, and with that de- 
cency which becomes gentlemen ; so long as they 
are guided by justice and wisdom, they will be 
supported with decision and firmness by the friends 
to the Administration; whenever they shall de- 
scend from these great principles, the voice of the 
people will again sweep the actors from the po- 
litical theatre. 

This law, sir, has been advocated, because it is 
said to ameliorate the common law of England, 
and on this argument much dependence has been 
placed; however, admitting it to be true, on a mo- 
ment’s reflection it will not be found to merit any 
consideration; for, sir, let it be remembered that 
the opponents to this law are also the opponents 
to the adoption of that law as the law of the Uni- 
ted States, and do not think it authorized by the 
Constitution ; this is the doctrine which they have 
uniformly contended for, and which, pardon meif I 
say, has-been established as fully as one point pos- 
sibly can be; it is not therefore probable, nay, I 
think it impossible, that, they ever should appeal 
to it to shield them. No, sir, supported by the 
justice and policy of their measures, I trust they 
will need the aid-of neither the Alien, Sedition, 
nor Common law. 

Sir, it will be unnecessary for me to touch on 
the unconstitutionality of this law; it has been 
proven over and over again in this House, and in 
every part of the continent, and if what has been 
said and written has not convinced gentlemen, no 
effect would be produced by anything which I 
could. say. But, sir, as some of the objects for 
which the law was first enacted have passed by, 
and others have not been answered—as the friends 
to the approaching Administration do not wish it 
for their protection, and the opponents will not 
need it for theirs, I do hope that those gentlemen 
who doubt. about the constitutionality will vote 
with us, and that the bill will not be permitted to 
be engrossed. 

The question was then taken, and the engross- 
ment refused, 49 to 53; as follows: 

Yzras—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William 
Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John 
Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph 
Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel 
Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William 
Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Hen- 
derson, William H. Hill, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes 
Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Ebenezer Mattoon, 
Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Robert Page, Tho- 
mas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, 
Nathan Read, John Rutledge, William Shepard, John 
C. Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, Geo. Thatch- 

. er, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wads- 
. worth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry 
Woods. 

Nays—-Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John 


Condit, Thomas T., Davis, John Dawson, George 
Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John Fow- 
ler, Albert Gallatin, Samuel Goode, Edwin Gray, An- 
drew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David 
Holmes, Benjamin Huger, George Jackson, Aaron 
Kitchell, Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, Matthew Lyon, 
James Lynn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, 
Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Jo- 
seph H. Nicholson, Josiah Parker, John Randolph, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard 
Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Tho- 
mas Sumter, John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton W. 
Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, 
and Robert Williams, 


Mownpay, February 23. 


An engrossed bill declaring the consent of Con- 
gress to an act of the State of Maryland, passed 
the twenty-eighth day of December, one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-three, for the appoint- 
ment of a health officer, wes read the third time 
and passed. ; 

A petition of Notley Young and others, of the 
City of Washington, was presented to the House 
and read, praying that the consent of Congress 
may be given to an act of the General Assembly 
of the State of Maryland, for erecting a bridge 
over the Eastern branch of the Potomac river. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
Mr. Jous Curw Tuomas, Mr. Crarx, and Mr. 
Dennis. 

Mr. S. Smiru, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, to whom was referred, 
on the eighteenth instant, the bill sent from the 
Senate, entitled “An act to establish the district 
of Bristol, and to annex the towns of Kittery and 
Berwick to the district of Portsmouth,” reported 
that, in the opinion of the committee, it would be 
proper for the House to agree to the said bill 
without amendment. N 

Ordered, That the said bill be now read the 
third time. 

The said bill was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

Mr. Macon, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a bill for the relief of Arnold Henry 
Dohrman, or his legal representatives; which was 
read twice, and ordered to be engrossed, and read 
the third time to-morrow. 

Mr. S: Smrru, from the Committee on Com- 
merce and Manufactures, to whom was referred 
the petition of sundry merchants of the town of 
Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, made 
the following report: 


That the petitioners deposited, under the care of the 
officers of the customs, in the manner prescribed by 
law, a quantity of teas imported by them from China. 
That, on the twenty-first of January last, the said goods 
were destroyed by fire, and the petitioners pray that 
they may not be compelled to pay the duties accruing 
on the same. 

Your committee are of opinion, that, as the goods 
were under the care of the officers of the customs, at 
the time they were consumed by fire, and not subject to 
the control of the owners, and that, as granting relief 


1051 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1052 


H. or R. 


Proceedings. 


FEBRUARY, 1801. 


in this case, cannot establish a precedent dangerous to | amendments; which were severally twiceread, and 
the revenue, the prayer of the petition ought to be agreed to by the House. 


granted. ; 
They, therefore, submit the following resolution, viz: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be instructed to report a bill to exonerate 
the petitioners from the payment of duties on such goods 
as were deposited, under the care of the officers of the 
customs, at the time they were consumed by fire. 


The House then went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the report of the Committee of Revi- 
sal and Unfinished Business, relative to an aug- 
mentation of salaries of certain District Judges; 
and, after some time spent therein the Committee 
rose and reported a resolution thereupon; which 
was twice read, and agreed to by the House, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That it is expedient to augment the 
salaries of the District Judges for the districts of 
Massachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, and 
Maryland, respectively. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolution; and that the Com- 
mittee of Revisal and Unfinished Business do pre- 
pare and bring in the same. 

Mr. Pra'rrt, from the last mentioned committee, 
presented a bill to augment the salaries of the 
District Judges of Massachusetts, New York, Penn- 
sylvania, and Maryland, respectively; which was 
read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House to-morrow. 

~ On motion it was 

Resolved, That the committee appointed to in- 
quire what alterations ought to be made in the 
times of holding the Courts of the United States, 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of chan- 
ging the place of holding a court from Baird’s town 
to Frankfort; and report their opinion thereupon 
by bill, or otherwise. 

The House went intoa Committee of the Whole 
on the bill making appropriations for the Navy of 
the United States, for the year one thousand eight 
hundred and one; and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose and reported several amend- 
ments thereto; which were severally twice read, 
and agreed to by the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 

Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be authorized to report a bill to amend the 
act, entitled “An act to establish a General Stamp 
Office.” 

Mr. Griswo.p, from the last mentioned com- 
mittee, presented a bill to amend the act, entitled, 
“An act to establish a General Stamp Office ;” 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House to-morrow. 

The House then went into a Committee of the 
‘Whole on the bill sent from the Senate, entitled, 
“An act concerning the District of Columbia,” to 
which Committee of the whole House was also 
committed the bill for the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose and reported their agree- 
maent to the bill from the Senate, with several 


Ordered, That the amendments be engrossed, 
and, together with the said bill, be read the third 
time to-morrow. 


Tuespay, February 24. 


An engrossed bill making appropriations for the 
Navy of the United States, for the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred and one, was read the third 
time and passed. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of Arnold Henry 
Dohrmay, or his legal representative, was read the 
third time and passed. 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
concerning the District of Columbia,” together 
with the amendments agreed to yesterday, was read 
the third time; and, on the question that the same 
do pass, it was resolved in the affirmative—yeas 
57, nays 36, as follows : 


Yzras— Willis Alston, George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, 
James A. Bayard, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher 
G. Champlin, William Cooper, William Craik, John 
Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, George 
Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Abiel Foster, 
Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe 
Harper, Archibald Henderson, David Holmes, Benjamin 
Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Silas 
Lee, Levi Lincoln, Nathaniel Macon, Ebenezer Mattoon, 
Lewis R. Morris, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Har- 
rison G. Otis, Robert Page, Josiah Parker, Jonas Platt, 
Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan Reed, John Rutledge, 
William Shepard, Samuel Smith, John C. Smith, Rich- 
ard Dobbs Spaight, David Stone, James Sheafe, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg 
Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Robert Williams, Lemuel 
Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Naxs—Theodorous Bailey, Phanuel Bishop, Robert 
Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Matthew Clay, William ©- 
C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John 
Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas Elmendorf, John 
Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, 
John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, George Jackson, Aaron 
Kitchell, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, James Lynn, 
Edward Livingston, Peter Muhlenberg, Joseph H. 
Nicholson, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Richard Stanford, John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton W. Tazewell, Phi- 
lip Van Cortlandt, and Joseph B. Varnum. 

The Sreeaxer laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, accompanying his 
report, made in pursuance of a resolution of this 
House on the second instant, relative to the de- 
struction of official books and papers by the late fire 
in the building occupied by the Treasury Depart- 
ae which was read and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

The House went intoa Committee of the Whole 
on the bill to amend an act, entitled “ An act to 
retain a further sum on drawback for the expenses 
incident to the allowance and payment thereof, 
and in lieu of stamp duties on debentures ;” and, 
after some time spent therein, the ‘Committee re- 
ported progress, and had leave to sit again. 

On motion, it was Resolved, That the President 
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of the United States be requested to direct to be 
laid before this House an account of the depreda- 
tions committed on the commerce of the United 
States by vessels of Great Britain, of which com- 
plaint has been made to the Government. 

Ordered, That Mr. Bayarp and Mr. RUTLEDGE 
be appointed a committee to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States with the foregoing reso- 
lution. 

. Mr. Griswotp, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, presented a bill authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to employ Clerks for com- 
pleting the abstracts of the valuation of lands and 
dwelling-houses, and the enumeration of slaves; 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House to-morrow. 

On motion, it was Resolved, That a committee 
be appointed to inquire into the propriety of amend- 
ing the act, entitled “ An act to amend the act, 
entitled ‘An act providing for the-sàle of the lands 
of the United States in the Territory Northwest 
of the Ohio and above the ‘mouth of Kentucky 
river,” so far as relates to the compensation of the 
Receivers of Public Moneys; and that they re- 
port by bill or otherwise. 

Ordered, That Mr. GALLATIN, Mr. McMILLAN, 
and Mr. Joun Brown, be appointed a committee 
pursuant to the said resolution. 

On motion, it was Resolved, That a committee 
be appointed to direct such an arrangement of the 
chamber of this House as will be best adapted to 
the preservation of order. 

Ordered, That Mr. Nicuouas, Mr. MATTOON, 
Mr. Tautarerro, Mr. Foster, Mr. Morris, Mr. 
Jonn C. Smits, Mr. Cuarporne, Mr. FOWLER, 
Mr. Henperson, Mr. Harrer, Mr. Baer, Mr. 
Woops, Mr. Imuay, Mr. Cuampiin, Mr. COOPER, 
and Mr. Bayarp, be appointed a committee pur- 
suant to the said resolution. 

The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill further to alter and to establish certain 
post roads; and, after some time spent therein, 
the Committee rose and reported several amend- 
ments thereto; which were severally twice read, 
and agreed to by the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill and amendments 
be engrossed, and read the third time to-morrow. 

Mr. Pinckney, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the thirty-first of December last, 
the memorial of Pleasant Henderson and others, 
inhabitants of the State of North Carolina, made 
a report; which was read and considered: Where- 


upon 

P pesolvid, That it is unnecessary for this House 
to adopt any further measures at this time on the 
subject-of the memorial of Pleasant Henderson 
and others. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the whole House on the bill supplementary 
toan act, entitled “ An act to divide the Territory 
of the United States Northwest of the Ohio into 
two separate governments ;” and after some time 
spent therein, the Committee rose and reported 
the bill without amendment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed, and 
read the third time to-morrow. 


The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the report of the Committee of Commerce and 
‘Manufactures on the petition of sundry merchants 
of the town of Providence, in the State of Rhode 
Island, made the twenty-third instant; and, after 
some time spent therein, the Committee rose and 
reported a resolution, which was twice read and 
agreed to by the House, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures be instructed to report a bill to 
exonerate the petitioners from’the payment of 
duties on such goods as were deposited under the 
care of the officers of the customs at the time 
they were consumed by fire. 


Wenwnespay, February 25. 


An engrossed bill further to alter and to estab- 
lish certain post roads was read the third time, 
and passed, 

An engrossed bill supplementary to an act, enti- 
tled “ An act to dividethe Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the Ohio into two separate 
governments,” was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. S. Smir, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, presented, according to 
order, a bill to amend the act altering the district 
of Bermuda Hundred and City Point; which was 
read twice and ordered to be engrossed, and read 
the third time to-morrow. 

Mr. Dennis, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the twentieth instant, the petiticn of 
sundry inhabitants in the Northwestern Territory, 
made a report; which was read and considered : 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the prayer of the said petition 
cannot be granted. 

Ordered, That the committee appointed, yester- 
day, to inquire into the propriety of amending the 
act, entitled “An act to amend the act, entitled 
‘An act providing for the sale of the lands of the 
United States in the Territory Northwest of the 
Ohio, and above the mouth of Kentucky river,” so 
far as relates to the compensation of the Receiv- 
ers of Public Moneys, be also instructed to in- 
quire into the propriety of amending the same 
law, so far as relates to the rule according to 
which discounts shall be calculated in case of 
prompt payment, and that they report by bill, or 
otherwise. 

Mr. Nicuotson, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill to amend the act, entitled, “An 
act respecting fugitives from justice, and persons 
escaping from the service of their masters;” which 
was twice read. and committed toa Committee of 
the whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee of Revisal and 
Unfinished Business, made a further report, in 
part; which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. Brn, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the third instant, the petition of The- 
odosius Fowler, made a report; which was read 
and considered: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
cause a revision of the accounts of Theodosius 
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Fowler, under the contract of the twenty-eighth 
of Oċtober, one thousand seven hundred and nine- 
ty, to be made and stated, and that, in said ac- 
count, where there is no certain and absolute 
proof, such presumptive proof as the case affords 
be introduced: and that a report of the same, to- 
gether with the Secretary’s opinion thereon, be 
exhibited to Congress at the next session; and 
that, in the mean time, the suit in the Circuit 
Court of the State of New York against. said 
Fowler be stayed: 

Ordered, That a bill or bills, or resolution, be 
brought in, pursuant to the said resolution; and 
that Messrs. Biro, Morris, and H. Lee, do pre- 
pare and bring in the same. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act to amend the act, entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the valuation of lands and dwelling-houses, 
and the enumeration of slaves within the United 
States” and to repeal the act, entitled ‘An act to 
enlarge the powers of the Surveyors of the Rev- 
enue,” with an amendment; to which they desire 
the concurrence of this House. The Senate have 
also passed the bill, entitled “An act giving a right 
of pre-emption to certain persons who have con- 
tracted with John Cleves Symmes, or his associ- 
ates, for lands lying between the Miami rivers, in 


the Territory of the United States Northwest of 


- the Ohio,” with several amendments; to which 
they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The amendments 
the last mentioned bill were read and ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. RurLenae, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the twenty-first instant, the Mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, en- 
closing a report from the acting Sccretary of War, 
made a report; which‘ was read, and is as follows: 

“The committee to whom were referred the Message 
of the President of the United States, of the twentieth 
instant, with a report from the Secretary of War to the 
President, of the fourteenth instant, report the follow- 
ing resolutions: 

“Resolved, That provision be made by law for the 


appointment of an Inspector and: Adjutant General of 


the Army of the United States, and for an assistant to 
the Adjutant General. 

“Resolved, That provision be made by law for the 
compensation of the persons who have done the duties 
of Inspector and Adjutant General, from the first of 
November, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
nine.” 

And, on the question that the House do agree 
to the said resolutions contained in the said re- 
port, it passed in the negative. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill. entitled 
“An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An aet to pro- 


vide for the valuation of lands and dwelling- | 


houses, and the enumeration of slaves within the 
United States, and to repeal the act, entitled ‘An. 
act-to-enlarge the powers of the Surveyors of the 
Revenue: Whereupon, 

“Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment: 


proposed by the Senate to 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill providing fora Na- 
val Peace Establishment, and for other purposes; 
and, after some time spent therein, the Commit. 
tee rose and reported several amendments there- 
to; which were read, but, an adjournment being 
called for, the House adjourned. 


Tuurspay, February 26. 


An engrossed bill to amend the act altering the 
district of Bermuda Hundred and City Point, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLATIN, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill fixing the compensation of Re- 
ceivers of Public Moneys for lands of the United 
States, and regulating the mode of calculating 
discounts in case of prompt payment for the said 
lands; which was twice read, and committed to 
a Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. Bir, from the committee appointed, pre- 
sented a resolution on the case of Theodosius 
Fowler; which was read, in the words following, 
to wit: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury cause a revision of 
the accounts of Theodosius Fowler, under the contract 
of the twenty-eighth of October, one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety, to be made and stated; and that, 


.| in said accounts, where there is no certain and absolute 


proof, such presumptive proof as the case affords be in- 
troduced; and that a report of the sanie, together with 
the Secretary’s opinion thereon, be exhibited to Con- 
gress at the next session; and that, in the mean time, 
the suit in the Circuit Court of the State of New York 
against said Fowler, be stayed. ; 

The question was taken thereupon, and resolved 
in the affirmative. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill to amend the act, 
entitled “An act to retain a further sum on draw- 
backs for the expenses incident to the allowance’ 
and payment thereof, and in lieù of stamp duties 
on debentures; and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose and reported’ several 
amendments thereto; which were severally twice 
read, and agreed to by the House. i 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 

Mr. S. Smrru, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, presented a bill author- 
izing the remission of duties on certain teas de- 
stroyed by fire, while under the care of officers of 
the customs in Providence, Rhode Island; which 
was read twice and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House to-morrow. 

NAVAL PEACE ESTABLISHMENT. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported, yesterday, from the Committee 
of the whole House to whom was committed the 
bill providing for a Naval Peace Establishment, 
and for other purposes: Whereupon, 

The amendments reported from the Committee 
of the whole House were; on the question sever- 


1057 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1058 


Frpruary, 1801. Naval Peace 


Establishment. H. or R. 


ally put thereupon, agreed, and others disagreed 
to by the House. 

A motion was then made and seconded to strike 
out the fourth section of the said bill, in the words 
following, to wit: 

“Sec. 4. And be it enacted, That every captain, 
master commandant, and lieutenant, who shall be in 
service at the time when the reduction of the Navy 
shall take place as aforesaid, while remaining unem- 
ployed, shall have and receive, during his natural life 
and continuance in office, one-half his monthly pay, 
agreeably to the rank of his commision or warrant; on 
condition, however, that he shall at all times hold him- 
self in readiness to enter into actual service, and full 
pay on being so ordered ; and that he shall keep the Sec- 
retary of the Navy advised of his place of residence, and 
of the nearest post town thereto; and shall not at any 
time absent himself from his place of residence for more 
than forty days, without first having obtained written 
permission from the Navy Department.” 


And, the question being taken thereupon, it 
passedin the negative—yeas 48, nays 49, as follows: 


Nays-—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Con- 
dit, Thos. T. Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, 
Lucas Elmendorf, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Edwin 
Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, 
David Holmes, Aaron Kitchell, Michael Leib, Levi Lin- 
coln, Matthew Lyon, James Lynn, Edward Livingston, 
Nathaniel Macon, Ebenezer Mattoon, Peter Muhlen- 
berg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nichol- 
son, Robert Page, John Randolph, John Smilie, John 
Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, Da- 
vid Stone, John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, John 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton W. 
Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, 
and Robert Williams. 

Yras—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Bird, John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, 
William Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, 
Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel 
Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey 
Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William 
Barry Grove, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Hen- 
derson, William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. 
Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Mor- 
ris, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, 
Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Nathan Read, 
John Rutledge, William Shepard, John C. Smith, James 
Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert 
Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

A motion was then made and seconded further to 
amend the said bill, by adding thereto the follow- 
ing section, to wit: 

« Beit further enacted, That the President of the Uni- 
ted States shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to dis- 
charge any part of the Marine Corps which may be un- 
necesary for the naval service :” 

And the question being taken thereupon, it was 
resolved in the affirmative—yeas 53, nays 40, as 
follows: 

Yxras— Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Bailey Bart- 
lett Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Samel J. Cabell, 
Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Clai- 

6th Con.—34 


borne, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 


.| George Dent, Joseph Dickson, Joseph Eggleston, Lu- 


cas Elmendorf, Thomas Evans, John Fowler, Albert 
Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Robert Good- 
loe Harper, Joséph Heister, Archibald Henderson, Da- 
vid Holmes, Aaron. Kitchell, Michael Leib, Levi Lin- 
coln, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Edward Livingston, 
Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, 
John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Randolph, 
Nathan Reed, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thompson, 
Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton W. Tazewell, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert 
Williams. 

Nays—George Baer, James A. Bayard, John Bird, 
John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Coop- 
er, William Craik, John Davenport, Franklin Daven- 
port, John Dennis, William Edmond, Abiel Foster, 
Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, 
Roger Griswold, William Barry Glove, Benjamin Hu- 
ger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittcra, Henry Lee, 
Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Thomas 
Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, John 
Rutledge, William Shepard, John C. Smith, James 
Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Richard Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert 
Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


Ordered, That the said bill and amendments 
be recommitted to a Committee of the whole 
House immediately. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
said committee; and,after some time spent there- 
in, the Speaker resumed the Chair, and Mr. Mor- 
rts reported that the committee had, according to 
order, had the said bill and amendments under 
consideration, and directed him to report to the 
House their disagreement to the fourth section. | 

The question was taken that the House do 
agree with the Committee of the whole House in 
their said agreement, and resolved in the affirm- 
ative. 

The said bill was then further amended at the 
Clerk’s table ; and, on the question that the same 
be engrossed for a third reading, it was resolved 
in the affirmative—yeas 70, nays 27, as follows: 

Yeas—Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, Phanuel Bishop, 

| John Brown, Robert Brown, Gabriel Christie, Matthew 
Clay, John Condit, William Craik, Thomas T. Davis, 
John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, Lucas 
Elmendorf, Thomas Evans, John Fowler, Albert Galla- 
Í tin, Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, William Barry 
Grove, John A. Hanna, Robert Goodloe Harper, Joseph 
Heister, Archibald Henderson, William H. Hill, David 
Holmes, Aaron Kitchell, John Wilkes Kittera, Silas 
Lee, Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, Matthew Lyon, 
James Linn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, 
Ebenezer Mattoon, Lewis R. Morris, Peter Muhlenberg, 
Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson, 
Leven Powell, John Randolph, John Reed, Nathan 
Read, William Shepard, John Smilie, John Smith, Sam- 
uel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, 
David Stone, John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, Sam- 
uel Tenney, Géorge Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton 
W. Tazewell, Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Robert Waln, Robert Williams, and Lemuel Williams. 
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WNars—John Bird, Samuel J. Cabell, Christopher G. 
Champlin, William Charles Cole Claiborne, William 
‘Cooper, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin 
- Davenport, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Abiel 
-Foster, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Good- 
rich, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, Henry Lee, 
Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Thomas Pinckney, 
Jonas Platt, John Rutledge, James Sheafe, Richard 
Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, and Henry Woods. 


Ordered, That the said bill and amendments 
be engrossed, and read the third time to-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to amend and continue in 
force the act, entitled “An act to establish an uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
Biates ;” and, after some time spent therein, the 
Committee rose and reported two amendments 
thereto; which were read. i 

Ordered, That the said bill and amendments 
be postponed until to-morrow. 


Frivay, February 27. 


An engrossed bill to amend the act, entitled 
“An act to retain a further sum on drawbacks, for 
‘the expenses incident to the allowance and pay- 
ment thereof, and in lieu of stamp duties on de- 
bentures,” was read the third time, and passed. 

A memorial of Thomas Claxton, James Mathers, 
and Thomas Dunn, Doorkeepers to Congress, was 
presented to the House and read, praying that 


they may be permitted to retain the possession of 


three small tenements, the property of the public, 
on such terms as may be thought reasonable. 

Ordered, That the said memorial be referred 
to Mr. Greece, Mr. Freeman, and Mr. GLEN; 
that they do report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

A Message was received from the President of 
the United States transmitting a report “of the 
Secretary of State, with sundry documents, rela- 
tive to the subject of the resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the twenty-fourth instant. 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. GriswoLp, from the committee appointed 
to.inquire into the expenditure of money made by 
the Commissioners of the City of Washington; 
the disposition of public property made by them; 
and, generally, into all the transactions of the 
Commissioners which relate to the execution of 
the trust confided to them by the President of the 
United States, made a report; which was read 
and considered: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
prepare and report a bill to abolish the Board of 
‘Commissioners of the City of Washington, and to 
direct that the business of that Board be transferred 
‘to the Department of the Treasury. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
prepare and report a bill directing the Secretary 
‘of the Treasury, under the direction of the Presi- 
‘dent of the United States, to prepare a plan of 
the city of Washington, delineating the streets, 
squares, and public grounds therein ; and to report 
the same to Congress in December next. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
„prepare and report a bill to authorize the sale of 


lands in the District of Columbia, under proper 
regulations, to raise the moneys which may at 
any time be due and unpaid on contracts for the 
sale of such lands. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in pur- 
suant to the said resolutions; and that Mr. Gris- 
worp, Mr. Sears, Mr. Henpverson, Mr. Craik, 
and Mr. Tenney, do prepare and bring in the 
same. 

A Message was received from the PRESIDENT 
or THE Unirep Srares, as follows: 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives » 

I transmit to you, in conformity with your request of 
the seventeenth instant, two reports; one from the 
acting Secretary of War, the other from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, of the twenty-sixth, with details of the 
expenditure of the moneys appropriated by the acts.of 
the twentieth May, and sixth of July, one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-eight, and of the tenth of 
May, one thousand eight hundred, 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Usiren States, Feb. 27, 1801. 

The Message and papers accompanying the 
same were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Dennis, from the committee appointed on 
so much of the President’s Speech as respects the 
District of Columbia, presented a bill supple- 
mentary to the act, entitled “An act concerning 
the District of Columbia;” which was read twice, 
and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House to-morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act to add to the district of Massac, on the Ohio, 
and to discontinue the districts of Louisville, in 
the State of Kentucky, and Palmyra, in the State 
of Tennessee, and therein to amend the act, enti- 
tled ‘An act to regulate the collection of duties 
on imports and tonnage,” with several amend- 
ments; to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The House proceeded to consider the said amend- 
ments; whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendments. 

Mr. Sizas Lex, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill for altering the times of holding 
the Circuit Courts of the United States in the first 
circuit ; for altering the times of holding the Dis- 
trict Courts of said States in the State of North 
Carolina ; and for altering the place of holding 
the Circuit Court of the said States in the district 
of Kentucky; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House this 
day. 

Mr. Pincxney, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill to ascertain the titles of certain 
persons claiming lands within the territory of the 
United States ; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House to- 
morrow. 

Mr. Nicnoxas, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed to consider what further measures ought 
to be taken for the accommodation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and to whom was re- 
ferred the Message from the President of the Uni- 
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ted States, concerning the disposition of the prop- 
erty of the United States in his possession, made 
a report ; which was read, and ordered to be com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House to- 
morrow. 

Mr. Nicuotas, from the same committee, pre- 
sented a bill in addition to the act, entitled “An 
act making provision for the further accommoda- 
tion of the household of the President of the Uni- 
ted States ;” which was read twice, and commit- 
ted to the last-mentioned committee. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported yesterday, from the Committee of 
the whole House, to the bill to amend and continue 
in force the act, entitled “An act to establish an 
uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States ;” whereupon the amendments re- 
ported from the Committee of the whole House 
were, on the question severally put thereon, 
agreed to by the House. 

The said bill was then further amended at the 
Clerk’s table; and, on the question that the same 
be engrossed and read the third time, it was re- 
solved in the affirmative—yeas 49, nays 42, as fol- 
lows: 

Yxas—George-Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John. Bird, John Brown, Christopher G, Champ- 
lin, William. Cooper, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, 
John. Davenport, Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, 
George Dent, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, Tho- 
mas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jonathan Freeman, Henry 
„Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur Goodrich, Roger Gris- 
wold; Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, 
William H. Hill, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, 
John Wilkes Kittera, Silas Lee, Edward Livingston, 
Lewis R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, 
Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John 
Reed, Nathan Read, William Shepard, Samuel Smith, 
John C. Smith, James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Rob- 
ert Waln, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Nays—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Rob’t Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Matthew Clay, 
William Charles Cole Claiborne, John Condit, John 
Dawson, Joseph Eggleston, John Fowler, Albert Gal- 
latin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Jo- 
seph Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, Aaron 
Kitchell, Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, Matthew Lyon, 
James Lynn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlenberg, An- 
thony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nicholson John 
Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Richard Dobbs 
Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sum- 
ter, John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, John Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton W. Tazewell, 
and Joseph B. Varnum. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


NAVAL PEACE ESTABLISHMENT. 


An engrossed bill providing for a Naval Peace 
Establishment, and for other purposes, was read 
the third time; and, on the question that thesame 
do pass, it was resolved in the affirmative—yeas 
69, nays 18, as follows: 


Yzas—Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Bailey Bart- 
lett, Jas. A. Bayard, Phanuel Bishop, John Brown, Ro- 
bert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, Matthew 
Clay, William C. C. Claiborne, John Condit, Thomas T. 
Davis, John Dawson, John Dennis, George Dent, Joseph 
Eggleston, Thomas Evans, Jonathan Freeman, Albert 
Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, Roger Griswold, William 
Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, William 
H. Hill, David Holmes, George Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, 
John Wilkes Kittera, Silas Lee, Michael Leib, Levi 
Lincoln, Matthew Lyon, James Linn, Edward Living- 
ston, Nathaniel Macon, Ebenezer Mattoon, Lewis R. 
Morris, Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicho- 
las, Joseph H. Nicholson, Robert Page, Leven Powell, 
John Randolph, John Reed, Nathan Read, Wm. Shepard, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs 
Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thomas Sum- 
ter, John Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, Samuel Ten- 
ney, George Thatcher, John C. Thomas, John Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, John. Trigg, Littleton W. Tazewell, 
Joseph B. Varnum, Robert Waln, Robert Williams, 
and Lemuel Williams. 

Naxs—Christopher G. Champlin, William Cooper, 
Franklin Davenport, Joseph Dickson, William Edmond, 
Abiel Foster, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Elizur 
Goodrich, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, Harrison 
G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Jonas Platt, John C. Smith, 
James Sheafe, Peleg Wadsworth, and Henry Woods. 


Satrurpay, February 28. 


An engrossed bill to augment the salaries of the 
district Judges in the districts of Massachusetts, 
New York, Delaware, and Maryland, respective- 
ly, was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. Greca, from the committee to whom was 
this day referred the memorial of Thomas Clax- 
ton and others, made a report; which. he deliver- 
ed in at the Clerk’s table, where the same was 
twice read and considered; whereupon, 

Resolved, That Thomas Claxton, James Ma- 
thers, and Thomas Dunn, be permitted to occupy, 
free of rent, until otherwise directed by Congress, 
the houses now in their respective possession, the 
property of the United States, in the public square 
im the city of Washington, on which the Capitol 
stands; together with a small piece of ground con- 


‘tiguous to each, for a garden, to be enclosed in 


such manner as not to interfere with any of the 
public streets or avenues running through the said 
square. g 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do carry 
the said resolution to the Senate, and desire their 
concurrence. 

Mr. GriswoLp, from the committee appointed, 
presented a bill further to amend the act, entitled 
“An act for establishing the temporary and per- 
manent seat of the Government of the United 
States; which was read twice, and committed to 
a Committee of the whole House on Monday 
next. ; 

The House resolyed itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill concerning the Mint; and, 
after some time spent therein, the Committee rose 
and reported one amendment thereto; which was 
twice read, and agreed to by the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
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ment, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
day. : 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill fixing the compensation of 
receivers of public moneys for lands of the United 
States, and regulating the mode of calculating 
discounts in case of prompt payment for the said 
lands; and, after some time spent therein, the 
Committee rose, and reported the bill without 
amendment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed, and 
read the third time to-day. : 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for altering the times of 
holding the Circuit Courts of the United States 
in the first circuit; for altering the times of hold- 
ing the District Courts of the said States in the 
State of North Carolina, and for altering the 
place of holding the Circuit Court of the said 
States in the district of Kentucky; and, after some 
time spent therein, the Committee rose and re- 
ported the bill without amendment. 

The said bill was then amended at the Clerk’s 
table, and, together with the amendments, ordered 
to be engrossed, and read the third time to-day. 

The Spraxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, accompany- 
ing his report on the petition of James Scott, re- 
ferred to him on the twenty-seventh of January 
a which was read, and ordered to lie on the 
tabie. 

Ordered, That the Committee of the whole 
House, to whom was committed, on the twenty- 
sixth instant, the bill authorizing the remission of 
duties on certain teas destroyed by fire, while un- 
der the care of the officers of the customs in Pro- 
vidence, Rhode Island, be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof, and that the said 
bill be engrossed, and read the third time to-day. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill authorizing the discharge 
of Lawrence Erb from his confinement; and, af- 
ter some time spent therein, the Committee rose 
and reported the bill without amendment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed, and 
read the third time to-day. . 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill supplementary to the act, 
entitled “An act concerning the District of Co- 
lumbia;” and, after some time’spent therein, the 
Committee rose and reported. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time on 
Monday next. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “ An 
act supplementary to an act, entitled ‘An act to 
divide the Territory of the United States North- 
west of the Ohio into two separate governments,” 
with several amendments; to which they desire 
the concurrence of this House. 

The House proceeded to consider thesaid amend- 
ments: Whereupon, 

` Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
same. : 


~- Ordered,’ That the Committee of the whole 


House, to whom was committed, on the twenty- 
third instant, the bill to amend the act, entitled 
* An act to establish a General Stamp Office,” be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof, 
and that the said bill be engrossed, and read the 
third time to-day. 

Ordered, That the Committee of the whole 
House, to whom was committed, on the twenty- 
fourth instant, the bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to employ clerks for completing 
the abstracts of the valuation of lands and dwell- 
ing-houses, and the enumeration of slaves, be dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof, 
and that the said bill be engrossed, and read the 
third time to-day. 

Mr. Nicuouas, from the committee appointed, 
on the tenth instant, to inquire into the causes of 
the late fires in the War and Treasury Depart- 
ments, made a report; which was read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

An engrossed bill authorizing the discharge of 
Lawrence Erb from his confinement, was read 
the third time. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to amend the act, entitled 
“An act respecting fugitives from justice, and 
persons escaping from the service of their mas- 
ters;” and the Committee rose, reported progress, 
and had leave to sit again. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act directing the mode of estimating certain for- 
eign coins and currencies, and of making out in- 
voices in certain cases,” with amendments; to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 
The Senate have passed the bill, entitled “ An act 
making appropriations for the support of Govern- 
ment, for the year one thousand eight hundred 
and one,” with amendments; to which they desire 
the concurrence of this House. 

Ordered, That the amendments proposed by 
the Senate to the bill, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the support of Government for 
the year one thousand eight hundred and one,” be 
committed to a Committee of the whole House 
on Monday next. 

An engrossed bill to amend the act, entitled 
“An act to establish a General Stamp Office,” 
was read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill concerning the Mint was read 
the third time, and_passed. 

An engrossed bill authorizing. the Secretary of 
the Treasury to employ clerks for completing the 
abstracts of the valuation of lands and dwelling- 
houses, and the enumeration of slaves, was read 
the third time and passed. ; 

An engrossed bill authorizing the remission of 
duties on certain teas destroyed by fire, while un- 
der the care of the officers of the customs in Prov- 
idence, Rhode Island, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

An engrossed bill for altering the times of hold- 
ing the Circuit Courts of the United States in the 
first circuit ; for altering the times for holding the 
District Courts of the said States in the State of 
North Carolina; and for altering the place of 
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_ holding the Circuit Court of the said States in the 
district of Kentucky, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

- Aù engrossed bill fixing the compensation of 
receivers of public moneys for lands of the Uni- 
ted States, and regulating the mode of calculating 
discounts in case of prompt payment for the said 
land, was read the third time, and passed. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


An engrossed bill to amend and continue in 
force the act, entitled “An act to establish an uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,” was read the third time. 

A motion was then made and seconded that 
the fourth section of the said bill be reeommitted 
to a Committee of the whole House; and, the 
question being taken thereupon, it was resolved 
in the affirmative—yeas 50, nays 42, as follows: 

Yras—Willis Alston, George Baer, Theodorus Bai- 
ley, Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, 
Gabriel Christie, Matthew Clay, William C. C. Clai- 
borne, John Condit, Thomas T. Davis, John Dawson, 
George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, John Fowler, Albert 
Gallatin, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, William Barry 
Grove, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, William H. 
Hill, David Holmes, George Jackson, Aaron Kitchell, 
Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, Matthew Lyon, Edward 
Livingston, James Lynn, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muh- 
lenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. 
Nicholson, Robert Page, John Randolph, John Smilie, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, 
Richard Stanford, David Stone, Benjamin Taliaferro, 
John Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, Littleton 
W. Tazewell, Joseph B. Varnum, and Robert Williams. 

Naxs-—Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bayard, John Bird, 
John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William Coop- 
er, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, 
Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, 
William Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Jona- 
than Freeman, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, Ro- 
ger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Benjamin Huger, 
James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, Silas Lee, Lew- 
is R. Morris, Harrison G. Otis, Josiah Parker, Thomas 
Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John Reed, Na- 
than Read, William Shepard, John C. Smith, James 
Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Waln, Lemuel Wil- 
liams, and Henry Woods. 


Ordered, That the fourth section of the said 
bill be recommitted to a Committee of the whole 
House immediately. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into said 
Committee ; and, after some time spent therein, 
the Speaker resumed the Chair, and Mr. Morris 
reported that the Committee had had the fourth 
section of the said bill under consideration, and 
directed him to report to the House their disa- 
greement to the same. 

And, on the question that the House do agree 
‘with the Committee of the whole House in their 
‘said disagreement, it was resolved in the affirma- 
tive. 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, and that 
the title be “An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An 
act to establish an uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States.” 


REMONSTRANCE OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. Dana, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the seventh ultimo, the memorial and 
remonstrance of the Legislature of the State of 
Georgia, made a report; which was read, and or- 
dered to be committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee to whom was referred the Address and 
Remonstrance of the Legislature of the State of Geor- 
gia, submit the following Report: 

The remonstrance complains of two acts of Congress 
respecting the Mississippi Territory; one passed in 
April, one thousand seven hundred and ninety eight, 
the other in May, one thousand eight hundred; and 
prays for their repeal. 

The tract of country called the Mississippi Territory, 
is bounded on the West by the river Mississippi, on the 
East by the river Appalachicola, or Chatahoochee, on 
the South by the southern boundary of the United 
States, and on the North by a line drawn from the con- 
fluence of the river Yazoo with the Mississippi, due 
East to the before mentioned river Chatahoochee. 

For a view of the claim of the United States to the 
territory in question, the committee, in the present in- 
stance, deem it sufficient to refer to a report of the At- 
torney General, made to the Senate, at the first session 
of the fourth Congress, and to the report of a committee 
of the House of Representatives, made at the first ses- 
sion of the sixth Congress. The last mentioned report 
also contains a summary statement of a variety of indi- 
vidual claims to land within the territory. 

The claim of Georgia is particularly stated in the re- 
monstrance referred to your committee. 

The two acts of Congress, of which the remonstrance 
complains, have provided for an adjustment of those 
claims, through the agency of Commissioners; and also 
for the establishment of a government over the Missis- 
sippi Territory, similar to that established by the ordi- 
nance of Congress, of July one thousand seven hundred 
and eighty seven, for the Territory Northwest of the 
tiver Ohio; saving and reserving to the State of Geor- 
gia all her right or claim to the said territory. 

Commissioners have accordingly been appointed on 
the part of the United States, and also on the part of 
Georgia, for negotiating an adjustment of their respec- 
tive claims. No report has yet been laid before Con- 
gress from the Commissioners of the United States; but 
the business of their commission is understood to be 
yet pending. 

Considering this state of things, the committee deem 
it proper for them to abstain from any particular discus- 
sion of the several claims to the Mississippi Territory, 
while a hope is cherished that an amicable adjustment 
may be ultimately effected. Nor do they think it ex- 
pedient to adopt any measure which may be prejudicial 
to an object so desirable. 

The committee therefore submit the following reso- 
lution : 

“ Resolved, That it would not be proper at this time 
for the House to take any further order on the Address 
and Remonstrance of the Legislature of the State of 
Georgia. 


Monpay, March 2. 
An engrossed bill supplementary to the act, en- 
titled “An act concerning the District of Colum- 
bia,” was read the third time, and passed. 
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The Spraxer laid before the House a letter 
from the PRESIDENT or THE Uniren States 
elect, which was read, and is as follows: 


Wasuineron, March 2, 1801. 


Sir: I beg leave through you to inform the Honor- 
able the House of Representatives of the United 
States, that I shall take the oath which the Constitu- 
tion prescribes to the President of the United States 
before he enters on the execution of his office, on Wed- 
nesday, the fourth instant, at twelve o’clock, in the 
Senate Chamber. 

I have the honor to be, with the greatest respect, sir, 
your most obedient, and most humble servant, 

THOMAS JEFFERSON. 

Hon. THEODORE SEDGWICK, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Ordered, That said letter do lie on the table. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Governor of Maryland, which was read, 
and is as. follows: 

ty Counciz, AnNaroLis, 
February 26, 1801. 

Sır: We have the honor to forward to you, for the 
use of the honorable body over which you preside, a 
set of the laws of this State, pursuant to a resolution 
of the Legislature. 

We have the honor to be, with great respect, your 


obedient servants, 
BEN. OGLE. 
The Hon. THEODORE SEDGWICK, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Ordered, That the said letter do lie on the 
table. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the whole House on the amendments proposed by 
the Senate to the bill, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the support of Government, for 
the year one thousand eight hundred and one;” 
and, after some time spent therein, the Committee 
rose, and reported their agreement to the same, 
with several amendmemts. 

And, on the question that the House do agree 
with the Committee of the Whole in their agree- 
ment to the said amendments, with amendments, 
it was resolved in the affirmative. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act giving a right of pre-emption to certain 
persons who have contracted with John Cleves 
Symmes, or his associates, for lands lying between 
the Miami rivers, in the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the Ohio:” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendments. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill further to amend the act, 
entitled “An act for establishing the temporary 
and permanent seat of the Government of the 
United States ;” and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose and reported two amend- 
ments thereto; which were severally twice read, 
and agreed to by the House. 

“Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill for erecting light-houses 
on New Point Comfort, and on Smith’s Point, in 
the State of Virginia, and on Faulkner’s Island, 
in Long Island Sound, in the State of Connecti- 
cut; and, after some time spent therein, the Com- 
mittee rose and reported several amendments 
thereto; which were severally twice read, and 
agreed to by the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “ An. 
act making appropriations for the Navy of the 
United States for the year one thousand eight 
hundred and one.” The Senate have passed the 
bill, entitled “An act further to alter and to estab- 
lish certain post roads,” with amendments; to. 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 
The Senate have passed the bill, entitled “ An act 
to amend the act altering the district of Bermuda 
Hundred and City Point,” with amendments; to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An aet directing the mode of estimating certain 
foreign coins and currencies, and of making out 
invoices in certain cases:” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendments. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to amend the act altering the district of 
Bermuda Hundred and City Point:” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendments. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act further to alter and to establish certain 
post roads:” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendments. 

Mr. Macon, from the Committee of Claims, to 
whom was referred the several petitions of Jacob 
Barnitz, Philip Sloan, Thomas Parker, Peter 
Charles L’Enfant, Mile Riley, Charles Hyde, Mar- 
garet Culbertson, Mary Hay, James Denniston, 
Mathias Shroyer, Philip Lightfoot, William Ray, 
John Followell, John Hall, Leonard Jarvis, Wil- 
liam Milton and others, and the bill for the relief 
of William Nichols, made a report; which was 
read and considered: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
discharged therefrom, and that the further consid- 
eration of the said petitions and bill be postponed 
until the next session of Congress. 


PRESIDENT’S HOUSE. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for the further accommoda- 
tion of the President of the United States. 

The object of this bill was to apply six thousand 
dollars, remaining of the appropriation of $15,000, 
during the last session, for furnishing the Pres- 


* ident’s house—together with the proceeds of such 
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furniture as, being unfit for use, might be sold, to, 
procure such additional furniture as might be ne- 
“‘eessary. 

Mr. Harper contended that the sum was too 
small for-so large and elegant a houseas was pro- 
‘vided for that officer. Though the house was 

- neither too large nor too elegant, yet the furniture 
was by no means sufficient to furnish it in that 

_ style it demanded. Perhaps, he said, the furniture 
might produce five thousand dollars, which added 
to the six thousand dollars, and to that added ten 
thousand dollars, he would now move as an amend- 
‘ment to the bill. This amounted to twenty thou- 
sand dollars, for furniture, which he believed was 
as small a quantity as would be any way adequate 
to that place. 

Mr. NicHouas said the committee (of which 
he was one) had endeavored to procure the best 
possible information of the state of the furniture 
now in the house; they were well satisfied that 
the sum in hand which the bill proposed to expend, 
with the proceeds of sale from such as might be un- 
fit, would be perfectly competent to that decency of 
style which the manner of living of that officer 


could require. But, he said, he should despair of 


forming an agreement of opinions as to the sum 
requisite, without the style could be ascertained 
in which it was desirable to support the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. S. Smıru hoped the motion would not pre- 
vail. He could see no necessity whatever for 
more to be appropriated than the unexpended six 
thousand dollars proposed. In twelve years, he 
said, there had been thirty thousand dollars used 
for this object. The present furniture. with what 
this money and the proceeds of the sale would 
procure, would make a very handsome quantity, 
and be fully adequate to the wants of the House. 
From his observation in such parts of the house as 
were occupied, he could perceive no want of fur- 
niture nor elegance. 

Mr. Craik differed in opinion with his colleague 
(Mr. Smrrg) that the style of the rooms now fur- 
nished was such as was desirable. What thencould 
be said, when it was considered that the largest 
and most elegant rooms were not yet furnished ? 
But furniture must be procured for these apart- 
ments before the next session of Congress, and it 
would certainly require much more money than 
was proposed‘to be used upon it. If it was con- 
siderered that the whole sum was appropriated 
every four years, he hoped gentlemen would cease 
their objections to the ten thousand dollars pro- 
posed. 

Mr. Macon believed the sum already appropria- 
ted to be adequate to all the style and elegance 
that officer would require. For his part he could 
see no more occasion for furnishing a house for the 
President than for the Heads of Departments. If 
he chose to live in style, twenty-five thousand dol- 
lars a year was quite sufficient to enable him to 
do it, and if he could not live upon that sum, he 
could notlive upon any. Forty-five thousand dol- 
lars had been appropriated for President’s furni- 
ture, thirty-six thousand or more of which had 
been expended; but now, in addition to the six 


thousand on hand, a gentleman wanted to give 
ten thousand more! For what, he would ask? 
If that sum was not enough, no sum. whatever 
would be enough. He believed this sum would 
be sufficient for fifty years service, and he hoped 
the House would not appropriate a farther sum. 
If the style of the furniture was raised so very high, 
he should not be surprised soon if there was to be 
a proposition to make the salary a little more ade- 
quate to the style of the furniture, and raise that 
too, to bring him up to the style of his furniture. 

Mr. Bayarp wished not to extend it so far as 
the gentleman from South Carolina. As hereto- 
fore fourteen thousand dollars had been appropria- 
ted, he would propose to this six thousand dollars, 
supposing the proceeds of sales to amount to three 
thousand dollars, to add fourteeen thousand, a me- 
dium which he considered sufficient. 

Mr. Harper observed that the proceeds of the 
sales had been usually granted in addition to the 
money appropriated. He wished the sum of ten 
thousand dollars, as proposed, to be appropriated ; 
however, as objections were made, he was willing 
to modify it, and make it eight thousand dollars, 
which, with the six thousand remaining. would 
make the usualsum of fourteen thousand dollars ; 
to which sum he hoped nogentleman would object. 

Mr. Varnoum reminded the Committee, that the 
fourteen thousand dollars first given, were to fur- 
nish an empty house ; the furniture then purchas- 
ed remained during the eight ycars of General 
Wasuineron’s administration, and he believed 
no complaints of inadequacy wereheard. Atthe 
close of his period of office, and before Mr. Apams 
came into office, fourteen thousand dollars more 
were appropriated, together with the proceeds of 
the sale of such as was unfashionable or decayed. 
He did not know that the amount of the sales was 
ascertained, but it was added in the additional 
purchase. To this had been added the appropria- 
tion of last year to furnish the present house, all 
of which had not beenexpended. He always had 
supposed that the whole of these sums were in-- 
tended solely for the providing of household fur- 
niture. It appeared, however, that this law had 
received a different construction by the President, 
than he had heard given to it by any gentleman 
on the floor; for in the inventory of furniture re- 
maining on hand, which had been supplied to the 
house, he saw an item of seven horses and a car- 
riage, and even a market wagon, together with har- 
ness, &c. This plainly evinced that the House had 
appropriated fifteen thousand dollars for household 
furniture—the President had thought himself au- 
thorized to purchase carriages, horses, and perhaps 
other things which convenience might suggest. 

Mr. Macon said, the arguments of the gentle- 
man from Delaware, who had proposed a sum 
much more to his liking, because it was less, went 
to prove that fourteen thousand dollars must be 
appropriated every four years; but upon this prin- 
ciple there would be a great amount of furniture 
in a few years, by the sums being heaped on each 
other. Now, for his part, he was not willing to 
take away anything of the thirty thousand dollars 
which had been laid out, but he would even add 
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to it the remaining sum in hand, and surely this | Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Robert Page, Thomas Pinckney, 
must be sufficient, though in his opinion there | Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, Nathan Reed, John Č. 


would be no necessity for it. 

Mr. S. Smıra thought gentlemen were com- | 
pletely acquainted with the quantity or the kind! 
of furniture which had been provided for that | 
house. The articles which had been mentioned | 
were certainly improper items in household furni- | 
ture. He much disapproved of the manner in 
which the money had been laid out, and believed 
no gentleman could approve of it, as acompliance 
with the law. However, he had no idea of going 
into the subject at this time, lest it should lead | 
him further than he would wish to go. 

Mr. Harper said, the very argument used by 
the gentleman last up carried the evidence of its 
own impotence; for, if of this sum much had been 
expended upon other objects, not household fur- 
niture, it proved that there was the more occasion 
for money to be appropriated for the purpose to | 
which that ought to be applied. He knew of no | 
object to which the gentleman’s observations were 
applied, otherwise than to evince his disposition to 
trample, very unworthily indeed, upon those who 
are already fallen. He hoped, however, that this 
disposition would not excite the gentleman to with- 
hold such measures as were necessary to carry into | 
execution what was already begun. 

Mr. Smitu could not conceive how he had en- 
deavored unworthily to trample upon the fallen. 
He reflected upon no individual, nor did he know 
the gentleman’s meaning. To such personsas had | 
been engaged in making this very improper selec- | 
tion of furniture, he did, however, refer. He meant 
to say, that if this money had been laid out upon | 
furniture the house would have had a better ap- | 
„pearance than at present, though at present he | 
could see no deficiency. 

The question on Mr. Harrer’s motion, foreight | 
thousand dollars, was taken and negatived. 

Mr. Bayarn’s, for five thousand, shared the same | 
fate. Mr. Harper moved four thousand, which | 
was carried in the same way; on which Mr. H. | 
withdrew the amendment altogether. The bill | 
was engrossed, and passed its third reading during } 
the day. 


MAUSOLEUM TO WASHINGTON. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act to erect a mausoleum for Gzorce Wasn- 
incton:” Whereupon, 

A motion was made and seconded to amend 
the amendment of the Senate to the first section | 
of the said bill, by striking out, from the tenth! 


i Smith, James Sheafe, George Thatcher, John Chew 
Thomas, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 

Naxs— Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, John Bird, 
Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, 
Christopher G. Champlin, Gabriel Christie, Mathew 
Clay, William Charles C. Claiborne, John Davenport, 

homas T. Davis, John Dawson,: William Edmond, 
Joseph Eggleston, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, An- 
drew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David 
Holmes, George Jackson, Levi Lincoln, Matthew Lyon, 
James Lynn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, 
Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Jo- 
seph Nicholson, John Randolph, John Reed, William 
Shepard, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David 
Stone, Thomas Sumter, John Stewart, Benjamin Tal- 
iaferro, Samuel Tenney, John Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, and Peleg 
Wadsworth. 


The said amendments of the Senate were then 
further amended at the Clerk’s table, and, on the 
question that the House do agree to the said 
amendments as amended, it was resolved in the 
affirmative—yeas 46, nays 33, as follows: 


Yzas—Theodorus Bailey, Bailey Bartlett, John 
Bird, Phanuel Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, 
Matthew Clay, William C. ©. Claiborne, Samuel W. 
Dana, John Davenport, John Dawson, Joseph Eggles- 
ton, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Chauncey Goodrich, 
Andrew Gregg, William Barry Grove, John A. Hanna, 
Joseph Heister, David Holmes, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, Matthew Lyon, James 
Lynn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter 
Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, John 
Reed, Nathan Read, William Shepard, John Smilie, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, 
David Stone, Benjamin Taliaferro, Samuel Tenney, 
John Chew Thomas, John Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
John Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, and Peleg Wads- 
worth. 

Nays—James A. Bayard, John Brown, Christopher 
G. Champlin, Gabriel Christie, William Craik, Frank- 
lin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William 
Edmond, Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Henry Glen, 
Roger Griswold, Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald 
! Henderson, Benjamin Huger, James H. Imlay, George 
: Jackson, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Ebenezer Mattoon, Rob- 

ert Page, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, John Ran- 
i dolph, John C. Smith, Richard Stanford, Thomas Sum- 
| ter, James Sheafe, John Stewart, George ‘Thatcher, 
| Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


| Tuespay, March 3. 
An engrossed bill further to amend the act, enti- 


line thereof, the word “fifty,” for the purpose of | tled “ An act for establishing the temporary and 

inserting, in lieu thereof, the word “ one hundred :” | permanent seat of the Government of the United 
And the question being taken thereupon, it pass- | States,” was read the third time, and passed. 

ed in the negative—yeas 34, nays 49, as follows: | An engrossed bill for erecting light-houses on 
Yuss—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- | New Point Comfort, and on Smith’s Point, in the 

ard, John Brown, William Craik, Samuel W. Dana, State of Virginia, and on Faulkner’s Island, in 

Franklin Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, | Long Island Sound, in the State of Connecticut, 

Thomas Evans, Abiel Foster, Henry Glen, Chauncey | and for placing buoys in Narraganset Bay,” was 

Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, Rob- | read the third time, and passed. 

ert: Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, William H. | Resolved, That the said bill do pass, and that 

Hill; Benjamin Huger, John Wilkes Kittera, Henry | the title be, “An act for erecting light-houses on 
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New Point Comfort, and on Smith’s Point, in the 
State of Virginia, and on Faulkner’s Island, in 
Long Island Sound, in the State of Connecticut, 
and for placing buoys in Narraganset Bay.” 

Mr. Nrcnoxas, from the committee appointed, 
on the twenty-third ultimo, to direct such an ar- 
rangement of the Chamber of this House as will 
be best adapted to the preservation of order, made 
a report; which was read, and ordered to lie on 
the table. : 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act to augment the salaries of the District Judges 
in the districts of Massachusetts, New York, New 
Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, respectively,” 
with an amendment; to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. The Senate have 
passed the bill, entitled “ An act in addition to an 
act, entitled ‘An act making provision for the 
further accommodation of the household of the 
President of the United States,” with an amend- 
ment; to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. ‘ 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act in addition ‘to an act, entitled ‘An act 
in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act making pro- 
vision for the- further accommodation of the 
household of the President of the United States: 
‘Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment. 

On motion, Resolved, That the Clerk of this 
House be authorized and directed to pay, out of 
the moneys eppropneted to defray the contingent 
expenses of the House to the principal and en- 
srossing clerks in the office of the Clerk of the 
House, respectively, two hundred dollars each, for 
their extra services during the present session. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act to prohibit the Secretary of the Navy from 
being concerned in trade, or commerce, or navi- 
gation;” to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The bill from the Senate, entitled “An act to 
prohibit the Secretary of the Navy from being 
concerned in trade, or commerce, or navigation,” 
was read the first and second time. 


SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, &c. 


Ona motion made and seconded that the House 
do come to the following resolution, to wit: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, out of the money appropriated to defray 
the contingent expenses of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the sum of dollars for extra 
services: 

Ordered, That the said motion be committed 
to a Committee of the whole House immediately. 

The House, accordingly, resolved itself into the 
said committee ; and, after some time spent therein, 
the Committee rose and reported one amendment 
thereto; which was twice read, and agreed to by 
the House. 


The said resolution: was then further amended 
at the Clerk’s table, and being again read, in the 
words following, to wit: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, the Doorkeeper and Assistant Doorkeeper, 
out of the money appropriated to defray the con- 
tingent expenses of the House of Representatives, 
the sum of two hundred dollars, each, for extra 
services: 

The question was taken that the House do 
agree to the same, and resolved in the affirmative, 
yeas 39, nays 20, as follows: 

Yzas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, John Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William 
Craik, Samuel W. Dana, Franklin Davenport, Thomas 
T. Davis, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Henry Glen, Robert Goodloe Har- 
per, Archibald Henderson, Benjamin Huger, Henry 
Lee, Silas Lee, Michael Leib, Levi Lincoln, Lewis R. 
Morris, Peter Muhlenberg, Joseph H. Nicholson, Rob- 
ert Page, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, John Ran- 
dolph, John Reed, Samuel Smith, John C. Smith, John 
Stewart, Benjamin Taliaferro, Samuel Tenney, George 
Thatcher, John Chew Thomas, Lemuel Williams, and 
Henry Woods. 

Naxys—Willis Alston, Phanuel Bishop, Robert 
Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Matthew Clay, William C. 
C. Claiborne, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eg- 
gleston, Albert Gallatin, Androw Gregg, John A. Han- 
na, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, George Jackson, 
James Lynn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, 
John Nicholas, John Smilie, John Smith, Richard 
Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, Thos. 
Sumter, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, and Joseph B. 
Varnum. 


WINTHROP SARGENT. 


Ordered, That the Committee of the whole 
House, to whom was committed, on the nineteenth 
ultimo, the report of the committee appointed to 
inquire into the official conduet of Winthrop Sar- 
gent, Governor of the Mississippi Territory, be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof. 

The House then proceeded to consider the said 
report at the Clerk’s table, and, the resolution 
contained therein being then read in the words 
following, to wit: 

Resolved, That there does not appear cause for 
farther proceedings on the matters of complaint 
for mal-administration against Winthrop Sargent, 
as Governor of the Mississippi Territory.” 

The question was taken that the House do agree 
to the same, and it passed in the negative—yeas 
38, nays 40, as follows : 

Yuas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard, Jno. Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, Wm. Craik, 
Saml. W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin Davenport, 
John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, Wm. Edmond, Thomas 
Evans, Abiel Foster, Henry Glen, Chauncey Goodrich, 
Roger Griswold, Wm. B. Grove, Robert Goodloe Har- 
per, Archibald Henderson, James H. Imlay, John 
‘Wilkes Kittera, Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Mor- 
ris, Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John 
Reed, Nathan Read, William Shepard, John C. Smith, 
James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John 
Chew Thomas, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 
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Nays— Willis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Phanuel 
Bishop, Robert Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Chris- 
tie, Matthew Clay, William ©. C. Claiborne, Thomas 
T. Davis, John Dawson, George Dent, Joseph Eggles- 
ton, John Fowler, Albert Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, 
John A. Hanna, Joseph Heister, David Holmes, Mi- 
chael Leib, Levi Lincoln, Matthew Lyon, James Lynn, 
Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, Peter Muhlen- 
berg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, Joseph H. Nichol- 
son, John Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, 
David Stone, Thomas Sumter, John Stewart, Benja- 
min Taliaferro, Abram Trigg, and John Trigg. 


And, an adjournment being called for, the House 
adjourned until six o’clock, P. M. 


6 O'CLOCK, P. M. 


A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill entitled “An 
act for altering the times and places of holding 
certain courts therein mentioned, and for other 
purposes,” with an amendment; to which they 
desire the concurrence of this House; also, the 
bill, entitled “An an act providing for a Naval 
Peace Establishment, and for other purposes,” with 
an amendment; to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House; and, also, the bill, entitled 
“An act supplementary to the aet, entitled ‘An 
act concerning the District of Columbia,” with 
amendments; to which they desire the coneur- 
rence of this House. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act for altering the times and places of hold- 
ing certain courts therein mentioned, and for other 
purposes :” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An 
act concerning the District of Columbia :” Where- 
upon 
PResolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An 
act concerning the District of Columbia :” Where- 
upon, 

PResolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendments. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate insist on their amendment, disa- 
greed to by this House, to the bill, entitled “An 
act fixing the compensation of Receivers of Pub- 
lic’ Moneys for lands of the United States, and 
regulating the mode of calculating discounts in 
case of prompt payment for the said lands.” 

A motion was then made and seconded that the 
further consideration of the said bill and amend- 
ment be postponed until the next session of Con- 
gress. 

„And, the question being taken thereupon, it was 


- resolved: in the affirmative. 


“A message from the Senate informed the House 


that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act fixing the compensation of Receivers of Pub- 
lic Moneys for lands of the United States, and re- 
gulating the mode of calculating discounts in case 
of prompt payment for the said lands,’ with 
amendments; to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. 

The House. proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the last men- 
tioned bill: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the- 
said amendments, except the amendment for strik- 
ing out the second section, to which this House 
doth disagree. 

On motion, it was Resolved, That there be al- 
lowed to the Clerk of this House, to compensate 
for his extraordinary expenses during the present 
session of Congress, the sam of three hundred 
dollars, to be paid to him out of the moneys ap- 
propriated for defraying the contingent expenses 
of the House. x 

On motion, it was Resolved, That the Clerk of 
this House do pay to the Chaplain of this House 
the sum of one hundred dollars, out of the moneys 
appropriated for the contingent expenses of the 
House, in addition to the compension allowed him 
by law. 


SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
to prohibit the Secretary of the Navy from being 
concerned in trade, or commerce, or navigation,” . 
was read the third time. 

Mr. S. Smırtu said the evident tendency of the 
bill was to prevent the Executive selecting mercan- 
tile men to fill these offices. [ Mr. Livineston had 
moved to add the Secretaries of State and of War.] 
He wished to know what occurrence had trans- 
pired to make such a prohibition necessary ? None 
had been mentioned, none he believed had existed. 
In the particular instance of prohibiting the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury from engaging in trade, 
&c., there was more reason, from his having in 
his possession much public money, and bedause it 
would be exceedingly improper to open the means 
for him to trade or speculate with it; but there 
could not be the same occasion for prohibiting the 
other officers. If the prohibition were now to 
take place, it would be supposed by the world, 
that the gentlemen who had filled these offices had 
actually traded with the money which passed 
through their hands belonging to the public. One 
of the gentlemen, who was Secretary at War, was 
at the time he was chosen to office, a commercial 
man; but was it ever said, or even thought, that 
he acted dishonestly, or used public money to pro- 
mote his private interest? He believed not. He 
thought there was no doubt of his integrity. Why, 
then, should the House prevent the President of 
the United States from choosing men for office 
out of what class of citizens his judgment might 
suggest? What, he would ask, had commercial 
meh done to merit this pecular mark of the dis- 
trust of the gentleman from New York? He 
wished gentlemen to look at the revenue laws and 
the duties. Were they not paid by commercial 
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men? The amount of their actual payments at 
the custom-house and their general conduct, he 
thought, fully evinced the honor and the honesty 
of that class of men, and proved them worthy to 
be entrusted, as well as other citizens, with offices 
of trast. But did the gentleman suppose his pro- 
position would effect this end? If so, he was mis- 
taken; for if a man entrusted with public proper- 
ty, choose to use it speculation or in commerce, 
what was to prevent him, whether merchant or 
not? Other means could be found than those 
which every one could discover. He hoped the 
amendment and the law itself would be negatived. 

Mr. Carste moved to postpone it till fifty 
minutes past 11 o’clock ; which was not carried. 

Mr. Livinesron said he had attended in vain to 
hear any distinction drawn between the Secretary 
of the Navy and those of the State and War De- 
partments. To that difference only the argu- 
ments ought to have gone, for no further did his 
motion go; but gentlemen had argued against the 
whole principle of the bill. The argument of 
the motion implying distrust might have had 
some weight as the bill stood before, but to include 
the heads of all the departments was a sufficient 
answer. It was not upon grounds of distrust that 
he made his motion; it was upon the wide, in- 
controvertible principle, that when a man is taken 
to fill either of those great departments, the coun- 
try has a right to his whole time and his whole 
attention, that the motion was made. What, he 
would-ask the gentleman last up, could have in- 
duced him to suppose that the merchant alone 
was pointed out as an object of distrust? Mr. L. 
declared he distrusted no particular set of men, 
but what figure would a merchant or a tradesman 
make at the head of either of these departments? 
The principle was incontrovertible, that nothing 
ought to interfere to divert attention from the 
public concerns of a high office. This was nota 
paltry question between the merchant and the 
lawyer. No more should a Judge of the United 
States be drawn from his studies or his bench by 
any other avocation he might wish to possess for 
luere than should a Secretary from his office. 

Mr. L. would further observe, that it was not 
from any misconduct of this kind which he had 
observed in those who had filled public offices. 
He rather wondered that it had not long ere now 
been introduced as a just principle in the man- 
agement of public concerns. It was from this 
view he wished to introduce it; and how the rea- 
sons for the bill, without the amendment, could 
be supported, he could not conceive. 

Mr. H. Les contended that the President of the 
United States was to take his Cabinet from among 
the people of the United States, and ought not to 
be prohibited from selecting such menas he thought 
fit to fill the offices with credit to themselves and 
tothe nation, Sir, when I see the President made 
the agent of these two Houses, and restricted by 
them, I see.that high officer prostrate at your fect, 
and the liberties of the people gone! If gentlemen 
tell me that the President has yet his selection 
because the gentlemen may quit their business, I 
deny it. I say that a man, once become a mer- 


chant and continuing in that occupation for ten 
years, is a merchant for life; for let him leave off 
pursuits at any period, there must of necessity re- 
main very much unfinished business, which, if he 
studies his own interest, must be attended to. Sir, 
trammel not your President in his choice; let him 
have the liberty of choosing men of honor and 
integrity, and you need not fear a derogation from 
those principles more than from men of inde- 
pendence. This new principle in legislation Iam 
not for adopting. I never can deviate from those 
principles under which our happy Government 
has so long flourished. I am advocating princi- 
ples, and giving to the President of the United 
States the same power, the same freedom of selec- 
tion, I would have given four years ago, although 
the gentleman who fills that high office is not the 
same. Commercial men, sir, are the most com- 
petent for the office of Secretary of the Navy, 
because most acquainted with the foreign rela- 
tions and concerns of our country. Preclude com- 
mercial men from being selected, and you pre- 
clude those the most qualified. f 

Mr. Lıvınasron explained the motives of his 
conduct. He wished to preserve that system of 
conduct which he always had advocated; he 
wished to give to the Executive that direction 
and limitation he had always desired to do. It 
was always his opinion, and continued to be so, 
that if all men were honest there would be no occa- 
sion for laws ; if all men were honest there would 
be no occasion for that House to sit to make them, 
and therefore they might go home and never re- 
turn, But this was not the case; while there were 
men, there must be laws, and strict laws, to keep 
men to their duty. 

Mr. H. Lez having obtained leave to speak 
again, further contended against the principle of 
the bill and amendments, and hoped the House 
would not place the President in such a subaltern 
situation as this measure would place him in, and 
snatch from him a prerogative his situation de- 
manded. 

Mr. Cuampiin was surprised that the gentle- 
man from New York, a representative of a com- 
mercial city, should advocate such principles. He 
conceived it to be a question of confidence in the 
President of the United States, and perhaps would 
be of some weight, if that officer had not the 
power of removing the Secretaries of the different 
departments whenever he should think them un- 
worthy of public confidence ; or whenever they 
should use the public money to private purposes; 
or whenever they should neglect their business. 
This was certainly a very different case from that 
of a Judge, who could not be removed except 
upon misconduct, which could only be known by 
impeachment. He opposed the bill and the amend- 
ment, because it was an intrusion upon Execu- 
tive privilege ; because it must go to wound the 
officers who had been and are now employed; 
because it must go to prevent that selection of 
men whose talents and integrity may be most cal- 
culated for the general interest of the Union; and 
most of all, because it went to wound the Navy of 
the United States, whose well government and 
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regulation depended very much upon the talents 
of the character who was placed at the head of 
that department; it-was not because it affected 
this or that merchant or tradesman. He wished 
to seea man of property; a man of commercial 
knowledge; a man of experience ; and a man who 
was attached to the Navy, at the head of that de- 
partment. By this bill a man in that situation 
must be prohibited from placing his money in the 
public funds; from dealing in publie lands; from 
putting it in commerce, or from using it in trade 
of any kind. Now, what wasaman of large pro- 
perty to do with his money? It could not be sup- 
posed that men of large capital, or men of busi- 
ness, or men of experience, would accept an ap- 
pointment under the limitations to which they 
must subject themselves, 

Mr. Macon hoped the amendment would be 
agreed to, and the bill pass. He supposed the bill 
must have'originated in the Senate, either from 
past experience, or from the intrinsic necessity of 
such a preventive to what might produce a public 
fraud, by public money being used to speculate 
for private advantage. Man is man wherever he 
is placed, and to guard against his frailties is wise 
legislation. He wished to confide the money of 
the people to no man farther than was necessary. 

Mr. S. Smrru answered, that it would be im- 
possible, by any measure of this kind, to make a 
dishonest man act with integrity. It must be to 
the honor and honesty of the man the public pro- 
-perty must be confided. He produced an instance 
of speculation in a public officer, who was en- 
trusted with the good of the community; but it 
was not the act of a merchant, he said; and not 
from merchants, nor from any particular descrip- 
tion of men, but men devoid of principle, evils 
were to be expected. On the contrary, integrity 
and honesty alone could insure the right use of 
a public confidence. 

On the question, the amendment was lost. 

i The bill was also refused a third reading and 
ost, 
THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 

Mr. Paar moved the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the thanks of the House be presented 
to Theodore Sedgwick for his conduct while in the 
Chair of this House. 

The question was taken whether this motion 
was in order. It was decided to be in order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Curistiz sald he should not point out the 
improprieties in the conduct of the Speaker while 
in the Chair, otherwise than by his vote, though 
he possessed the right to call up to the recollec- 
tion of the House the many inconsistencies his 
presidency had been marked with. In doing that, 
Mr. Speaker, I shall behave better to you than 
you have ever done to me. 

The cry of “order?” “order!” prevented any 
more being said, and Mr. C. sat down. 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and re- 
sulted—yeas 40, nays 35, as follows: 

-«Yzas—George Baer, Bailey Bartlett, James A. Bay- 
ard; John. Brown, Christopher G. Champlin, William 


Craik, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, Franklin 
Davenport, John Dennis, Joseph Dickson, William Ed- 
mond, Thos. Evans, Abiel Foster, Henry Glen, Chaun- 
cey Goodrich, Roger Griswold, William Barry Grove, 
Robert Goodloe Harper, Archibald Henderson, Benja- 
min Huger, James H. Imlay, John Wilkes Kittera, 
Henry Lee, Silas Lee, Lewis R. Morris, Robert Page, 
Thomas Pinckney, Jonas Platt, Leven Powell, John 
Reed, Nathan Read, William Shepard, John C. Smith, 
James Sheafe, Samuel Tenney, George Thatcher, John 
Chew Thomas, Lemuel Williams, and Henry Woods. 


Naxs— Wilis Alston, Theodorus Bailey, Robert 
Brown, Samuel J. Cabell, Gabriel Christie, William 
Charles Cole Claiborne, Thomas T. Davis, John Daw- 
son, George Dent, Joseph Eggleston, John Fowler, 
Albert Gallatin, Andrew Gregg, John A. Hanna, Joseph 
Heister, David Holmes, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, 
James Lynn, Edward Livingston, Nathaniel Macon, 
Peter Muhlenberg, Anthony New, John Nicholas, John 
Randolph, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Richard Dobbs Spaight, Richard Stanford, David Stone, 
Thomas Sumter, Abram Trigg, John Trigg, and Joseph 
B. Varnum. 


Whereupon, Mr. Speaxer made his acknowl- 
edgments to the House in the manner following: 

Accept, gentlemen, my thanks, I pray you, for the 
respectful terms in which you have been pleased to 
express the opinion you entertain of the manner in 
which I have discharged the arduous duties of the sta- 
tion to which I was raised by your kind regard. 

Although I am conscious of having intended faith- 
fully to execute the trust confided to this Chair, yet I 
am sensible that, whatever success may have attended 
my endeavors, is justly attributable to the candid, hon- 
orable, and firm support which you have constantly 
afforded. I cannot lay the least claim to merit for any | 
thing that I have done; because the generous confi- 
dence which you had reposed in me, demanded that I 
should devote all my feeble talents to your service. 

Being now about to retire from this House, and, as 
I hope, from the public councils forever, permit me, 
gentlemen, to bid you, collectively and individually, an 
affectionate farewell. It is true that I have long wished 
to indulge repose in the shade of private life; but the 
moment of separation inflicts an anguish inexpressible 
by language. It is a separation from men of dignity 
of character, of honorable sentiments, and of disinterested 
patriotim ; an association with whom has been my pride 
and solace amidst all the fatigue and vexation of public 
life. Of the friendship of such men, long uninter- 
rupted and cordial as it has been, I shall always cherish 
a grateful remembrance. May you receive the reward 
most grateful to generous spirits, the reward of witness- 
ing, as the effects of your labors, the increasing pros- 
perity, and happiness, and glory, of your country. 

As the last words which I shall utter, as a public 
man, allow me to declare, that those with whom I have 
had the honor, here, to act and think, whose confidence 
I have enjoyed, whose bosoms have been opened to my 
inspection, in my cool and reflected opinion, deserve all 
of esteem, affection, and gratitude, which their coun- 
trymen can bestow. On this occasion I deem myself 
authorized, from the present circumstances, to make 
this declaration; and I do it in the most solemn man- 
ner, in the presence of the assembled Representatives 
of America ; and not only so, but in the awful presence 
of that heart-searching Being to whom I feel myself 
responsible for all my conduct. May the Almighty 
keep you in his holy protection. Farewell. 
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A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have appointed a committee on 
their part, jointly, with such committee as may 
be appointed on the part of this House, to wait on 
the President of the United States, and to inform 
him that Congress is ready to adjourn without 
day, unless he may have any further communi- 
cations to make to them. 

The House proceeded to consider the foregoing 
resolution of the Senate, agreed to the same, and 
appointed Mr. Pinckney and Mr. Grove the com- 
mittee on the part of this House. 

Mr. Pinckney, from the joint committee of the 
two Houses, appointed to notify the President of 
the United States of the proposed recess of Con- 


gress, reported that the committee had, accordin 
to order, performed that service, and that the Pre- 
sident signified to them that he had no further 
communication to make, but the expression of his 
wishes for the health and happiness of the mem- 
bers, and a pleasant journey on their return to 
their homes and families. 

Ordered, That a message be sent to the Senate 
to inform them that this House, having completed 
the business before them, are now ready to ad- 
journ without day; and that the Clerk of this 
House do go with the said message. 

The Clerk accordingly went with the said mes- 
sage ; and being returned, Mr. SPEAKER adjourn- 
ed the House, sine die. 


APPENDIX 


TO THE HISTORY OF THE SIXTH CONGRESS. 


` COMPRISING THE MOST IMPORTANT DOCUMENTS ORIGINATING DURING THAT CON- 
GRESS, AND THE PUBLIC ACTS PASSED BY IT. 


FRANCE. 


[Communicated to Congress, December 5, 1799.] 


Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives.: 


I transmit to Congress certain documents which 


“have relation to the communications made on 


Tuesday, on the subject of the renewal of com- 
merce with St. Domingo, and the mission to the 


French Republic. 
JOHN ADAMS. 
Uniten Srates, Dec. 5, 1799. ` 


Renewal of Commerce with St. Domingo. 


BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA. 


A PROCLAMATION. 


Whereas, by an act of the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States, passed the 9th day of February last, 
entitled “ An act further to suspend the commer- 
cial intercourse between the United States and 
France, and the dependencies thereof,” it is pro- 
vided, That, at any time after the passing of this 
act, it shall be lawful for the President of the Uni- 
ted States, if he shall deem it expedient and con- 
sistent with the interests of the United States, by 
his order, to remit and discontinue for the time 
being, the restraints and prohibitions by the said 
act imposed, either with respect to the French 
Republic, or to any island, port, or place, belong- 
ing to the said Republic, with which a commer- 
cial intercourse may safely be renewed; and also 
to revoke such order whenever, in his opinion, 
the interests of the United States shall require ; 
and he is authorized to make proclamation there- 
of accordingly: 

And, whereas, the arrangements which have 
been made at St. Domingo, for the safety of the 
commerce of the United States, and for the ad- 
mission of American vessels into certain ports of 
that island, do, in my opinion, render it expedi- 
ent, and for the interest of the United States, to 
renew a commercial intercourse with such ports: 

Therefore, I, Jonn Apvams, President of the 
United States, by virtue of the powers vested in 
me by the above-recited act, do hereby remit and 

` discontinue the restraints and prohibitions therein 
contained, within the limits and under the regu- 
lations here following, to wit: 


| 1. It shall be lawful for vessels which have de- 
i parted or may depart from the United States, to 
fenter the ports of Cape Francois and Port Re- 
| publicain, formerly called Port-au-Prince, in the 
| said island of St. Domingo, on and after the Ist 
i day of August next. 

2. No vessel shall be cleared for any other port 
lin St. Domingo than Cape François and Port 
į Republicain. 

: 3. It shall be lawful for vessels, which shall en- 
| ter the said ports of Cape François and Port Re- 
| publicain, after the thirty-first day of July next, 
j to depart from thence to any port in said island 

between Monte Christi, on the north, and Petit 
Goave, on the west, provided it be done with the 
consent of the Government of St. Domingo, and 
i pursuant to certificates or passports expressing 
| such consent, signed by the Consul General of 
| 


the United States, or Consul residing at the port 
of departure. 

4. All vessels sailing in contravention of these 
regulations will be out of the protection of the 
United States, and be, moreover, liable to cap- 
ture, seizure, and confiscation. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the Uni- 

ted States, at Philadelphia, the twenty- 

[u.s.] sixth day of June, in the year of our 
Lord 1799, and of the independence of 
said States the twenty-third. 

JOHN ADAMS. 
By the President: 
Timotuy PICKERING, 
Secretary of State. 


Mission to France. 


Letter from Patrick Henry, Esq., to the Secretary of 
State. 


CHARLOTTE County, (Va.,) 
April 16, 1799. 


Sir: Your favor of the 25th ultimo did not 

i reach me till two days ago. I have been confined 
for several weeks by a severe indisposition, and 
am still so sick as to be scarcely able to write this. 
My advaaced age and increasing debility com- 
pel me to abandon every idea of serving my 
country, where the scene of operation is far dis- 
| tant, and her interests call for incessant and long- 
continued exertion. Conscious as I am of my 
| inability to discharge the duties of Envoy, &c. 
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to France, to which, by the commission you send 
me, I am called, I herewith return it. , 

I cannot, however, forbear expressing on this 
occasion, the high sense I entertain of the honor 
done me by the President and Senate in the ap- 
pointment; and I beg of you, sir, to present me 
to them in terms of the most dutiful regard, as- 
suring them that this mark of their confidence in 
me, at a crisis so eventful, is a very agreeable and 
flattering proof of their consideration towards me, 
and that nothing short of absolute necessity could 
induce me to withhold my little aid from an Ad- 
ministration whose abilities, patriotism, and vir- 
tue, deserve the gratitude and reverence of all 
their fellow-citizens. 

With sentiments of very high regard, and un- 
feigned esteem, I am, sir, &c. 

P. HENRY. 


Copy of a letter from Mr. Talleyrand, as Minister of 
Exterior Relations, to Mr. Pichon, Secretary of Le- 
gation, Hague, dated 

Panis, llth Fructidor, 
(August 28, 1798;) 6th year. 


I see with pleasure, citizen, that the intercourse 
of society has procured you some political con- 
versations with Mr. Murray. I entertain an es- 
teem for that Minister. Like all the men at the 
head of the affairs of the United States, he has 
received the impressions which the British Cabi- 
net has known how to give against us. He thinks 
the measures of his Government just, and sup- 
ports them; but he possesses reason, understand- 
ing, and a true attachment to his country: he is 
neither French nor English: he is ingenuously 
an American. Iam not at all surprised that he 
has appeared to you to wish sincerely for the re- 
conciliation of the two Republics. I will, there- 
fore, cheerfully auswer the questions you put to 
me on different points, which appeared to you not 
to be well established in his mind. 

Ido not see between France and the United 
States any clashing of interests, any cause of 
jealousy. The Americans wish to be fishermen, 
sailors, manufacturers, and especially husband- 
men. In all these points of view, their success is 
more at the expense of England than us. Why 
should we be uneasy about them? They aspire 
to the consolidation of their national existence, 
and it is to our purpose that they should succeed. 
In fact, we should have decided upon very super- 
ficial views to sustain their independence, if the 
matter was to separate them from England mere- 
ly to leave them finally insulated among them- 
selves, on an extensive seacoast, weak, rivalling, 
and impoverished by each other, and torn by for- 
eign intrigues. We know that Great Britain 
would soon have to put together, piece by piece, 
those scattered shreds, and we should have done 
nothing useful for ourselves, if so miserable a 
chance of it were not daily rendered more re- 
mote. 

What, therefore, is the cause of the misunder- 
standing; which, if France did not manifest her- 
sélf more wise, would henceforth induce a violent 


7 
rupture between the two Republics? Neither in- 
compatible interests, nor projects of aggrandize- 
ment, divide them. After all, distrust alone has 
done the whole. The Government of the Uni- 
ted States has thought that France wanted to rev- 
olutionize it. France has thought that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States wanted to throw 
itself into the arms of England. It does not re- 
quire much’ skill to divine which is the Cabinet 
interested in the two events producing each other, 
and which invisibly puts in motion all the expe- 
dients calculated to make them take effect. Let us 
open our eyes on both sides. Iam disposed to admit 
that the conduct of the Government of the United 
States may be explained by other causesthan those 
heretofore presumed. But let it on its part under- 
stand that the French Government, wounded as 
it may be, is too wise to entertain the views of 
disturbance which the other supposes. It con- 
cerns a Republic, founded on the system of rep- 
resentation, to support and not to weaken similar 
establishments. Thestability of thissystem abroad 
is a necessary example at home. France, in fine, 
hasa double motive, as a nation and as a Repub- 
lic, not to expose to any hazard the present exist- 
ence of the United States. Therefore, it never 
thought of making war against them, nor exci- 
ting civil commotions among them; and every 
contrary supposition is an insult to common sense. 

These fundamental principles being established, 
it is natural to ask by what fatality a good under- 
standing was not long since restored. It was be- 
cause irritation being mingled with distrust, nei- 
ther party yielded to real conciliatory inclina- 
tions. Inthe United States it was supposed that 
the French Government was temporizing, in order 
to strike the blow with greater certainty; whence 
resulted a crowd of measures more and more ag- 
gravating. In France it was supposed that the 
Government of the United States wished only 
the appearances of a negotiation, whence resulted 
a certain demand for pledges of good faith. 

Let us substitute calmness for passion, confi- 
dence for suspicions, and we shall soon agree. I 
used my endeavors to enter upon a negotiation in 
this spirit with Mr. Gerry. My correspondence 
with him, until the day of his departure, is a cu- 
rious monument of advances on my part, and of 
evasions on his. It is wrong to think that I con- 
fined myself to vague protestations. Among that 
series of official letters, which will doubtless be 
published at Philadelphia, I select one, of the 30th 
Prairial, wherein you will see that I make very 
positive propositions, without any mixture of pre- 
liminary conditions. This letter was followed by 
three notes upon the articles to be discussed, and 
I intended to complete the others in this manner 
if Mr. Gerry had not refused to answer thereto. 

When it became necessary to abandon the idea 
of treating with that Envoy, who thought it im- 
portant only to know how a negotiation might 
thereafter be resumed, I gave him the most sol- 
emn assurances concerning the reception that a 
new Plenipotentiary would receive. It was far 
from my thoughts to insinuate that the President 
should send one from the United States, instead of 
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investing with his powers some one who was in 
Europe; far less that the Envoy should land di- 
rectly in France, instead of announcing it in a 
neighboring country. I wished merely to say, 
that the Executive Directory was so decided for 
a reconciliation, that all tampering would be su- 


perfluous, that an act of confidence in it would 


excite its own. I should be very badly under- 
stood, if there should be found in my expres- 
sions a restriction on the nature of the choice 
which the President might make. I wished to 
encourage Mr. Gerry, by testimonies of regard, 


that his good intentions merited ; although I could 


not dissemble that he wanted decision, at a mo- 


ment when he might have easily adjusted every 
thing. It does not thence follow that I designa- 
ted him. Iwill even avow that I think him too 
irresolute to be fit to hasten the conclusion of an 
affair of this kind. The advantages which I prized 
in him are common to all Americans who have 
not manifested a predilection for England. Can 
it be believed that a man who should profess a 
hatred or contempt of the French Republic, or 
should manifest himself the advocate oF royalty, 
can inspire the Directory with a favorable opin- 
ion of the dispositions of the Government of the 
United States? I should have disguised the truth, 
if I had left this matter ambiguous. It is not to 
wound the independence of that Government, to 
point out a sincere friend of peace the shoals he 
ought to avoid. 

As to the mediation of the Batavian Republic, 
and of Spain, I do not know that there is any se- 
rious question about it, and it appears to me abso- 
lutely useless. The United States might hesitate 
in the present state of things, to refer themselves 
to their impartiality, and besides, I perceive no 
subject which may not be arranged directly. 

I know that the distance which separates France 
and the United States opens a vast field for inci- 
dents, and there have been but too many of them. 
But the Executive Directory is unshaken in the 
conduct which may best obviate them. The ex- 
cess even of provocations has deadened their ef- 
fect. The Government of the United States sur- 
rounds itself with precautions against an imagin- 
ary attack. T'o stretch the hand to deluded friends, 
is what one Republic owes to another, and I can- 
not doubt that the dignity of that attitude will 
convince the President of our pacific intentions. 

The two Governments ought, above all, to be 
attentive to indirect attempts to alienate them still 
more. Their prudence will secure this object, 
and I shall cite but one example of it. You have 
told Mr. Murray the truth respecting Dr. Logan. 
But I perceive, that on all hands it is attempted 
to produce a belief in America, that we are nego- 
tiating with him. On the 7th of this month, a 
very Insidious paragraph was inserted in the Bien 
Informe. It is therein intimated that, guided by 
the citizen Thomas Paine, Dr. Logan has made 
application to the Executive Directory, in the 
character of a secret agent. The doctor has com- 


plained bitterly of it to me. He has no need of 


justifying himself concerning the matter, the fal- 


sity of which I know better than anybody ; but 


6th Con.—35 


he assured me, that havingonce only met Thomas 
Paine, at the house of a third person, he found 
him so prejudiced against the United States, and 
SO opinionative, with respect to an influence he 
neither possesses among them nor us, that he 
abstained from conversing any more with him. 
Moreover, to cut shortall misunderstanding, I en- 
gaged Dr. Logan to postpone, till another time, 
the experiment he proposes to make on agricul- 
ture, and to return home. As to Mr. Hitchborn, 
of Massachusetts, I was even ignorant till now 
that he was in Europe. A single word will suf- 
fice for the rest. 

We want nothing but justice on the part of the 
United States; we ask it; we offer it to their 
Government: it may depend upon the candor of 
the Executive Directory. 

You will not doubt, citizen, that I approve of 
the communications which your zeal has caused 
you to seek with Mr. M., since I enabled you to 
resume them with official elucidations, &c. 

CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 


{This letter was received from Mr. Murray, 
Without the French original.} 


The Minister of Exterior Relations to Citizen Pichon, 
Secretary of Legation of the French Republic, near 
the Batavian Republic, 

Panis, the 7th Vendemiaire, 
(Sept. 28, 1798,) 7th year of the French 
Republic, one and indivisible. 

I have received successively, citizen, your let- 
ters of the 22d and 27th Fructidor, (8th and 13th 
of September.) They give me more and more 
cause to be pleased with the measures you have 
adopted to detail to me your conversations with 
Mr. Murray ; those conversations, at first merely 
friendly, have acquired a consistency, by my sanc- 
tion, transmitted to you on the 11th Fructidor, 
(28th of August.) Ido not regret that you have 
trusted to Mr. Murray’s honor a copy of my let- 
ter. It was intended only for you; and it con- 
tains nothing but what is conformable to the Gov- 
ernment’s intention. I am fully convinced that 
should explanations once take place with confi- 
dence between the two Cabinets, irritation would 
cease, a number of misunderstandings would dis- 
appear, and the ties of friendship would be more 
strongly united, as both parties would be made 
sensible what hand had attempted to disunite 
them. ButI do not conceal from you that your 
letter of the 2d and 3d Vendemiaire, (23d and 24th 
of September,) this moment arrived, surprises me 
much. What Mr. Murray is still doubtful of has 
been very explicitly declared, before even the Pres- 
ident’s Message to Congress, of the 3d Messidor, 
(21st of June,) was known in France. I had 
written it to Mr. Gerry, namely, on the 26th Mes- 
sidor, (12th of July,) and 4th hee ely 
22d.) I repeated it to him before he set of. A 
whole paragraph of my letter to you, of the 11th 
Fructidor, (28th of August,) of which Mr. Mur- 
ray has a copy, is devoted to develop still more 
the fixed determination of the French Govern- 
ment. According to these bases, you were right 
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to assert that whatever Plenipotentiary the Gov- 
ernment of the United States might send to 
France, in order to terminate the existing differ- 
ences between the two countries, he would be un- 
doubtedly received with the respect due to the 
representative of a free, independent, and power- 
ful nation. 

I cannot persuade myself, citizen, that the Amer- 
ican Government need any further declaration 
from us to take the resolution, in order to renew 
the negotiations ; to adopt such measures, as would 
suggest their wish to bring the differences toa 
peaceable end. If misunderstandings on both sides 
have prevented former explanations reaching that 
end, it is presumable that these misunderstandings 
being done away, nothing henceforth will raise 
any obstacle to the reciprocal dispositions. The 
President’s instructions to his Envoys at Paris, 
which I have only been acquainted with, by the 
copy given to you by Mr. Murray, and by me re- 
ceived the 21st Messidor, (9th of July,) announce, 
if they contain the whole of the American Gov- 
ernment’s intentions, dispositions which can only 
add to those the Directory has always entertained ; 
and notwithstanding the posterior acts of that 
Government, notwithstanding the irritating and 
almost hostile measures which they have adopted, 
the Directory has shown that it persisted in the 


dispositions consigned as well in my correspond- 
ence with Mr. Gerry, as in my letter to you of the 
11th Fructidor, and which I have hereinbefore re- 
eated in the most explicit manner. Carry, there- 
ore, citizen, to Mr. Murray these positive expres- 
sions; to convince him of our sincerity, and re- 


quest him to transmit them to his Government. 


I presume, citizen, this letter will find you at 


the Hague; if not, I ask it may be sent back to 
you at Paris. 
Salute and fraternity. 
CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 


No. 22. 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
Philadelphia, March 6, 1799. 
Sır: I enclose a commission constituting you, 
in conjunction with the Chief Justice Ellsworth 
and Patrick Henry, Esq., of Virginia, Envoys Ex- 
traordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary to the 
French Republic. By the Presidents direction I 
enclose, for your information, copies of his Mes- 


sages to the Senate of the 18th and 25th of 


March, by the latter of which you will see the 
motives inducing the nomination of a commission 
for the purpose of negotiating with France, in- 
stead of resting the business wholly with you. 
This will doubtless be agreeable, by relieving you 
from the weight of a sole responsibility in an af- 
fair of such magnitude. 

It is the President’s desire that you, by letter to 
the French Minister cf Foreign Relations, inform 
him “that Oliver Ellsworth, Chief Justice of the 
United States, Patrick Henry, late Governor of 
Virginia, and yourself, are appointed Envoys Ex- 
traordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 
United States to the French Republic, with full 


powers to discuss and settle by treaty all contro- 
versies between the United States and France :” 
But, “that the two former will not embark for 
Europe until they have received, from the Exec- 
utive Directory, direct and unequivocal assuran- 
ces, signified by their Secretary of Foreign Rela- 
tions, that the Envoys shall be received in charac- 
ter to an audience of the Directory, and that they 
shall enjoy all the prerogatives attached to that 
character by the law of nations, and that a Minis- 
ter or Ministers of equal powers shall be appoint- 
ed and commissioned to treat with them.” 

The answer you shall receive to your letter you 
will be pleased to transmit to this office. 

You will also be pleased to understand it to be 
the President’s opinion, that no more indirect 
and inofficial communications, written or verbal, 
should be held with any persons whatever, agents 
on behalf of France, on the subjects of difference 
between the United States and the French Re- 
public. If the French Government really desire 
a settlement of the existing differences, it must 
take the course above pointed out, unless the Ex- 
ecutive Directory should prefer sending a Minis- 
ter Plenipotentiary to the United States. 

I have the honor to be. &c., 

TIMOTHY PICKERING, 
Witutam Vans Murray, Esq., 
Minister United States, ai the Hague. 


Tue Haaus, May 5, 1799. 

Cirizen Minister: It is with the greatest 
pleasure that I hasten to fulfil the instructions, 
which I have just had the honor to receive from 
the Government of the United States of America, 
by informing you that the President has appointed 
Oliver Ellsworth, Chief Justice of the United 
States, Patrick Henry, late Governor of Virginia, 
and William Vans Murray, Minister Resident of 
the United States at the Hague, to be Envoys 
Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of 
the United States to the French Republie, with 
full powers to discuss and settle, by a treaty, all 
controversies between the United States and 
France; but that the two former (Mr. Ellsworth 
and Mr. Henry) will not embark for Europe until 
they shall have received from the Executive Di- 
rectory direct and unequivocal assurances, signi- 
fied by their Minister of Foreign Relations, that 
the Envoys shall be received in character to an 
audience of the Directory, and that they shall 
enjoy all the prerogatives attached to that char- 
acter by the law of nations, and that a Minister or 
Ministers of equal powers shall be appointed and 
commissioned to treat with them. 

J request you, Citizen Minister, to lay this sub- 


ject before your Goverament, and, as the distance 


is sogreat and the obstacles so numerous in an 
Atlantic voyage, that you will favor me, as speed- 
ily as possible, with the answer which is to lead 
to such happy and important consequences. 

Accept, Citizen Minister, the assurances of my 
perfect and high esteem. 

m WM. V. MURRAY. 
Citizen TaLLeyRanD, Minister, £c., Paris. 
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Tue Hacus, May 7, 1799. 


Dear Sir: On the 4th instant, late in the even- 
ing, I had the honor to receive your No. 22, con- 
taining the commission of Envoys. 

On the fifth, I addressed, precisely agreeably to 
your instructions, as I conceived, the enclosed let- 
ter to Mr. Talleyrand, the Minister of Exterior 
Relations. You will perceive, sir, that I did not 
think myself at liberty to go, not only not out of 
the commas, but beyond them; in one word alone 
I deviated, in the word “Minister” instead of 
“ Secretary” of Foreign Relations. No direct nor 
indirect and inofficial communications written or 
verbal will be held by me with the French agents 
on American affairs. 

I accept the appointment which it has pleased 
the President to clothe me with, under a grateful 
sense of the high honor conferred upon me, so un- 
expectedly, by this mark of his confidence. Imay 
be allowed to say, that though I was deeply sensi- 
ble of the honor conferred by the first nomination, 
and shall always, I hope, retain a most grateful 
recollection of it; yet, sir, the new modification of 
that nomination gave me great pleasure. Always 
conceiving, as I thought I did, that any negotia- 
tion with France would be full of anxieties and 
political perils to the Envoys that should be em- 
ployed by our Government, I had no wishes to be 
engaged in it, and no expectation that I should 
be: to have a share in it was by me unsought. 
You will excuse this declaration, because I was 
instrumental in certain preliminary steps relative 
to the advances of France, which produced the 
basis of the appointment. 

{ J sent the original of the enclosed to Mr. Tal- 
leyrand by post, another (a copy) to Major Mount- 
florence, to be handed to him, a third to a Mr. 
Griffith for Major M. in case the other failed, to 
be opened by Mr. G. if Major M. should have 
been out of Paris, and directed Mr. G. to follow 
the instructions which he would find in the letter 
to Major M. which were to deliver the enclosed 
to Mr. Talleyrand and take his letter, answer for 
me, and to send it to me 

As soon as J have the answer of the Directory, 
I shall have the honor of transmitting copies to 
you, sir, by different ways. 

I am, with the greatest respect, &c., 

WM. V. MURRAY. 
Hon. Timotay Picxerine, Esq., 
Secretary of State, United States. 


The Minister of Exterior Relations to Mr. William 
Vans Murray, Minister Resident of the United States 
at the Hague. 

Panis, 23d Floreal, (May 12, 1799,) 
7th year of the French Republic, 
one and indivisible. 

I augur too well, sir, from the eagerness you 
display in fulfilling the instructions of your Gov- 
ernment, not to hasten to answer the letter I re- 
ceived from you dated the 15th of this month. 

The Executive Directory being informed of the 
nomination of Mr. Oliver Ellsworth, of Mr. Pat- 
rick Henry, and of yourself, as Envoys Extraor- 


dinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the Uni- 
ted States tothe French Republic, to discuss and 
terminate all differences which subsist between 
the two countries, sees, with pleasure, that its per- 
severance in pacific sentiments has kept open the 
way to an approaching reconciliation. It has a 
long time ago manifested its intentions with re- 
spect to this subject. Be pleased to transmit to 
your colleagues, and accept for yourself, the frank 
and explicit assurance that it will receive the En- 
voys in the official character with which they are 
invested ; that they shall enjoy all the prerogatives 
which are attached to it by the law of nations, 
and that one or more Ministers shall be duly au- 
thorized to treat with them. 

It was certainly unnecessary to suffer so many 
months to elapse for the mere confirmation of 
what Ihave already declared to Mr. Gerry, and 
which after his departure I declared to you at the 
Hague. I sincerely regret that your two col- 
leagues await this answer atsucha great distance. 
As to you, sir, whom it will reach in a few days, 
and who understand so well the value of time, 
when the restoration of harmony between the two 
Republics, which everything invites to friendship, 
is in question, be assured, that as soon as you can 
take in hand the object of your mission, I shall 
have the honor immediately to send you pass- 
ports. Accept, sir, the assurances of my very 
sincere consideration, 


CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 


[Reported to the House of Reps., Feb. 14, 1800.] 

The Committee of Commerce and Manufac- 
tures beg leave to report, on the subject of the 
suspension of the commercial intercourse between 
the United Statesand France, that the laws which 
have been enacted for that purpose have been, as 
far as appears to the committee, faithfully execu- 
ted in all respects depending on the care of the 
officers of the United States. It is but too prob- 
able, however, that individuals, engaged in pur- 
suit of private commercial advantages, and re- 
gardless of the public welfare, have evaded, in 
many instances, the previsions of those laws. 
Some observations from the Secretary of the 
Treasury relative to these practices, and a detail 
of the cases, which, under the sixth section of the 
last act of Congress, prohibiting commercial inter- 
course with France, have been transmitted to that 
department, are herewith submitted. The com- 
mittee, being of opinion that it is expedient fur- 
ther to suspend all commercial interéourse be- 
tween the United States and France, have pre- 
pared a bill for that purpose, which is also sub- 
mitted, and, in the opinion of the committee, ought 
to be enacted without delay. 

Treasury Department, Jan. 23, 1800. 

Sir: I have the honor to enclose a statement of 
all the cases which have been transmitted to this 
department for decision, pursuant to the act of 
Congress passed on the 9th of February, 1799, 
entitled “An act further to suspend the commer- 
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cial intercourse between the United States, and 
France and the dependencies thereof.” 


Although this statement contains the substance 


of the information desired by the committee, and 
particularly in what manner the power granted 
by the sixth section of the act has been exercised, 
yet it may be useful to observe, that the law of 
Congress passed on the 13th of June, 1798, which 
imposed the first restrictions on commercial inter- 
course with France, was, by this department, un- 
derstood to declare the following principles, by 
which the conduct of the collectors of the cus- 
toms has accordingly been governed. 

lst. That all exports to France or her depen- 
dencies were prohibited. after the 1st day of July, 
1798, except the goods and effects of Frenchmen 
residing in the United States, and about to depart 
in vessels with permits from the President of the 
United States. 

2d. That the entry of vessels bona fide the pro- 
perty of citizens of the United States, or employed 
by them, and having on board property of such 
citizens only, was lawful until the ist day of De- 
cember, 1798, and no longer. 

Although the true interpretation of the law can- 
not be considered as finally settled by judicial de- 
cisions, yet, as diversities of opinion are known to 


exist, it is desirable that the sense of the Legisla- 
ture may be ascertained upon the following points, 
in case the restrictions upon commerce with 
France shall be continued after the 3d day of 


March ensuing. 


ist. Whether the restrictions shall extend to 
any except French and American vessels 2 

2d. Whether trade through a neutral country, 
by means of a mutual agent of persons residing in 
the dominions of France and the United States, 
shall be lawful ? E 


3d. Whether cartel vessels, with passports of 


the President of the United States, authorizing 
the departure of French citizens and their effects; 
shall be exempted from the restrictions imposed 
on other vessels ? 

4th. Whether vessels which may be captured 
or driven by distress into French ports, the car- 
goes of which may be seized or detained by the 
French Government, shall be allowed to receive 
merchandise or produce in exchange, or compen- 
sation for the cargoes so seized or detained. 


The following practices have been discovered, 
and may be expected to increase, in case the law 
shall not provide a competent remedy. 

ist. American citizens have proceeded to the 
island of St. Thomas, and have there obtained 
certificates of naturalization for themselves and 
their vessels; with such vessels a direct trade be- 
tween the United States and French ports has 
been attempted to be prosecuted in the same man- 
ner as before the law was passed. - 

2d. Agents for commercial houses have been 
established in the island of St. Thomas, and other 
neutral places, to whom the productions of the 
United States have been consigned; these pro- 
ductions have.been shipped from thence in other. 
American vessels for French ports. The vessels 


employed between the neutral French ports have 
been generally covered as Danish property. 

3d. Although vessels which have been em- 
ployed in transporting French citizens and their 
property from the United States have been care- 
fully restricted by instructions, and by the custom- 
house inspection, from transporting merchandise 
on account of persons resident in the United 
States, yet there is reason to suspect that the in- 
tentions of the Government have in some instances 
been evaded. In case it shall be deemed reasona- 
ble to continue the provision for removing French 
citizens and their property, precise regulations 
for preventing the vessels from being employed 
in commerce will be highly necessary. 

4th. Vessels have been carried to the vicinity 
of French ports, where, as is believed, they have 
been captured by French privateers, in conse- 
quence of preconcerted arrangements: other ves- 
sels have entered French ports, on pretence of dis- 
tress. Although the vessels have in many in- 
stances been liberated, yet the cargoes have been 
detained by order of Government. In some cases 
the masters or owners have been permitted to pur- 
chase return cargoes; latterly, to strengthen the 
plea for being admitted to entry in the United 
States, it has been represented that the masters 
have been compelled to receive cargoes on board 
their vessels. 

The cases of vessels which have been reported 
as having been captured by privateers, or driven 
into French ports in distress, have been attended 
with particular difficulty. In-some instances the 
representations have, doubtless, been fair and cor- 
rect; but in others they have unquestionably been. 
collusive and fraudulent. The protests and other 
papers usually produced by masters of vessels 
could not, however, furnish the means of a just 
discrimination. 

No effectual remedy is perceived against an 
abuse which must continue to increase, but by 
declaring importations from French ports to be 
unlawful in all cases whatever, without excepting 
those of vessels really captured or driven into 
French ports in distress. The capture or arrival 
in distress may be involuntary, and, therefore, not 
illegal; but the purchase of a new cargo, or any 
purchase whatever, except of necessaries to enable 
the captured persons to return to their own coun- 
try, ought, as is believed, to be declared unlawful. 

It may be said that such a regulation would be 
odious and severe; that it would be cruel to oblige 
men to suffer unnecessary losses, or to abandon 
their property to great risks when an equivalent 
was offered. Admitting these objections to have 
some force, yet it may be observed, with equal 
truth, that the act prohibiting commercial inter- 
course ought to be considered, in connexion with 
other measures, as constituting a part of the sys 
tem of resistance adopted by the United States; 
that, prior to the adoption of this system, our ves- 
sels were captured and condemned indiscrimi- 
nately; that the suspension of commerce is a mea- 


sure which, if well executed, must powerfully in- 
fluence the conduct of the French colonies; that 


no system of resistance can be executed without 
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exposing our citizens to some los$es; that it is 
impossible to distinguish cases of real capture or 
distress from those which are fictitious; that many 
of our citizens will not make reasonable efforts to 
avoid being captured or entering French ports, if 
` they find themselves exempted from every loss 
and inconvenience; that the plea of forcible ex- 
change cannot be admitted without permitting 
the French Government virtually to repeal our 
laws by means of their own internal regulations; 
and that, if the United States refuse to submit to 
an insidious policy, and some of our citizens suffer 
losses, itisagainst the French and not the Ameri- 
can Government that their complaints ought to 
be directed. 
I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, 
your most obedient servant, 
OLIVER WOLCOTT. 
Hon. Samuev Smiru, Esq. 
Chairman of the Committee of Commerce, §c. 


[Communicated to the Senate, December 15, 1800.] 
Unrrep Sratss, Dec. 15, 1800. 


Gentlemen of the Senate: 

` I transmit to the Senate, for their considera- 
tion and decision, a convention both in English 
and French, between the United States of America 
and the French Republic, signed at Paris on the 
13th day of September last, by the respective 
Plenipotentiaries of the two Powers. Ialso trans- 
mit to the Senate three manuscript volumes con- 
taining- the journal of our Envoys. 

JOHN ADAMS. 


[The following Messages, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, relating to the same subject, were also trans- 
mitted to the Senate.] 


Unirep States, Dec. 22, 1800. 
Gentlemen of the Senate : 


In conformity with your request, in your reso- 
lution of the 19th of this month, I transmit you 
the instructions given to our late Envoys Extra- 
ordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary to the 
French Republic. 

It is my request to the Senate, that these in- 
structions may be considered in strict confidence 
and returned to me as soon as the Senate shall 
have made all the use of them they may judge 


sees JOHN ADAMS 


Unten States, Jan. 21, 1801. 

Gentlemen of the Senate: A 
In compliance with your request, signified in 
your resolution of the 20th day of this month, I 
transmit you a report, made to me by the Secre- 
tary. of State on the same day; a letter of our 
late Envoys to him of the 4th of October last; an 
extract of a letter from our Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary in London to him of the 22d of November 
last; and an extract of another letter from the 
Minister to the Secretary of the 31st of October 


last. 


The reasoning in the letter of our late Envoys 
to France is so fully supported by the writers on 
the law of nations, particularly by Vattel, as well 
as by his great masters, Grotius and Puffendorf, 
that nothing is left to be desired to settle the point 
that, if there be a collision between two treaties, 
made with two different Powers, the more an- 
cient has the advantage ; for no engagement con- 
trary to it can be entered into in the treaty after- 
wards made, and, if this last be found, in any 
case, incompatible with the more ancient one, its 
execution is considered as impossible, because the 
person promising had not the power of acting 
contrary to his antecedent engagement. Although 
our right is very clear to negotiate treaties ac- 
cording to our own ideas of right and justice, 
honor and good faith, yet it must always be a 
satisfaction to know, that the judgments of other 
nations, with whom we have connexion, coincide 
with ours, and that we have no reason to appre- 
hend that any disagreeable questions and discus- 
sions are likely to arise. The letters from Mr. 
King will, therefore, be read by the Senate with 
particular satisfaction. 

The inconveniences to public officers, and the 
mischiefs to the public, arising from the publica- 
tion of the despatches of Ministers abroad are so 
numerous, and so obvious, that I request of the 
Senate that these papers, especially the letters 
from Mr. King, be considered in close confidence. 

JOHN ADAMS. 


Convention between the French Republic and the 
United States. 

The Premier Consul of the French Republic, 
in the name of the people of France, and the Pre- 
sident. of the United States of America, equally 
desirous to terminate the differences which have 
arisen between the two States, have respectively 
appointed their Plenipotentiaries, and given them 
full powers to treat upon those differences and to 
terminate the same, that is to say: the Premier 
Consul of the French Republic, in the name of 
the people of France, has appointed for the Pleni- 
potentiary of the said Republic, the citizens Jo- 
seph Bonaparte, ex-ambassador at Rome_and 
Counsellor of State; Charles Pierre Claret Fleu- 
rieu, member of the National Institute, and of the 

sard of Longitude of France, and Counsellor 
of State, President of the Section of the Marine ; 
and Pierrie Louis Roederer, member of the Na- 
tional Institute of France, and Counsellor of State, 
President of the Section of the Interior. And the 
President of the United States of America, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate of 
the said States. has appointed for their Plenipo- 
tentiaries, Oliver Ellsworth, Chief Justice of the 
United States, William Richardson Davie, late 
Governor of the State of North Carolina, and 
William Vans Murray, Minister Resident of the 
United States at the Hague; who, after having 
exchanged their full powers, and after full and 
mature discussion of the respective interests, have . 
agreed on the following articles: * 4; 

Arvicir 1. There shall be a firm, inviolable, 
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and universal peace, and a true and sincere friend- 
ship between the French Republic and the United 
States of America, and between their respective 
countries, territories, cities, towns, and people, 
without exception of persons or places. 

Art. 2. The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 
two parties not being able to agree, at present, re- 
specting the Treaty of Alliance of 6th February, 
1778, the Treaty of Amity and Commerce of the 
same date, and the convention of the 14th of No- 
vember, 1788, nor upon the indemnities mutually 
due or claimed ; the parties will negotiate further 
on these subjects at a convenient time; and, until 
they may have agreed on these points, the said 
treaties and conventions shall have no operation, 
and the relations of the two countries shall be 
regulated as follows: 

Arr. 3. The public ships which have been 
taken on one part and the other, or which may 
be taken before the exchange of ratifications, shall 
be restored. 

Art. 4. Property captured, and not yet defini- 
tively condemned, or which may be captured be- 
fore the exchange of ratifications, (contraband 
goods destined to an enemy’s port excepted, ) shall 
be mutually restored, on the following proofs of 
ownership, viz: The proof on both sides with re- 
spect to merchant ships, whether armed or un- 
armed, shall be a passport in the form following: 
“To all who shall see these presents, greeting : 

“It is hereby made known that leave and per- 
mission has been given to ——, master and com- 


mander of the ship called ——, of the town of —, 
burden —— tons, or thereabouts, lying at present 
in the port and haven of -—, and bound for —~, 


and laden with ——, after that his ship has been 
visited, and before the sailing, he shall make oath 
before the officers who have the jurisdiction of 
maritime affairs, that the said ship belongs to one 
or more of the subjects of ——, the act whereof 
shall be put to the end of these presents, as like- 
wise that he will keep, and cause to be kept by 
his crew on board, the marine ordinances and 
regulations, and enter .in the proper office a list, 
signed and witnessed, containing the names and 
surnames, the places of birth, and abode of the 
crew of his ship, and of all who shall embark on 
board her, whom he shall not take on board with- 
out the knowledge and permission of the officers 
of the marine; and in every port or haven where 
he shall enter with his ship, he shall show this 
present leave to the officers and judges of the ma- 
rine, and shall give a faithful account to them of 
what passed and was done during his voyage; 
and he shall carry the colors, arms, and ensigns 
of the French Republic, or the United States, 
during his voyage. In witness whereof, we have 
signed these presents, and put the seal of our arms 
thereunto, and caused the same to be countersigned 
—— at ——, the day of , anno Domini 


Rèi 


And this passport will be sufficient without any 
other paper, any ordinance to the contrary not- 
withstanding; which passport shall not be deemed 
requisite to have been renewed or recalled, what- 
ever: number of voyages the said ship may have 


made, unless she shall have returned home within 
the space of a year. ‘Proof with respect to the 
cargo. shall be certificates, containing the several 
particulars of the cargo, the place whence the ship 
sailed, and whither she is bound; so that the for~ 
bidden and contraband goods may be distinguished 
by the certificates, which certificates shall have 
been made out by the officers of the place whence 
the ship set sail, in the accustomed form of the 
country. And if such passport or certificates, or 
both, shall have been destroyed by accident, or 
taken away by force, their deficiency may be sup- 
plied by such other.proofs of ownership as are ad- 
missible by the general usage of nations. Proof, 
with respect to other than merchant ships, shall 
be the commission they bear. 

This article shall take effect from the date of 
the signature of the present convention. And if, 
from the date of the said signature, any property 
shall be condemned. contrary to the intent of the 
said convention, before the knowledge of this 
stipulation shall be obtained, the property so con- 
demned shall, without delay, be restored or paid for. 

Arr. 5. The debts contracted by one Sf the two 

nations with individuals of the other, or by the 
individuals of one with the individuals of the 
other, shall be paid, or the payment may be prose- 
cuted in the same manner as if there had been no. 
misunderstanding between the two States. But 
this clause shall not extend to indemnities claimed 
on account of captures or confiscations. 
Arr. 6. Commerce between the parties shall be 
free. The vessels of the two nations, and their 
privateers, as well as their prizes, shall be treated. 
in the respective ports as those of the nation the 
most favored; and, in general, the two parties. 
shall enjoy in the ports of each other, in regard 
to commerce and navigation, the privileges of the’ 
most favored nation. 

Arr. 7. The citizens and inhabitants of the 
United States shall be at liberty to dispose, by 
testament, donation, or otherwise, of their goods, 
moveable and immoveable, holden in the territo- 
ry of the French Republic in Europe, and the 
citizens of the French Republic shall have the 
same liberty with regard to goods, moveable and 
immoveable, holden in the territory of the United 
States, in favor of such persons as they shall 
think proper. The citizens and inhabitants of 
either of the two countries, who shall be heirs of 
goods, moveable or immoveable, in the other, shall 
be able to succeed ab intestato, without being 
obliged to obtain letters of naturalization, and 
without having theeffect of this provision contested 
or impeded, under any pretext whatever; and the 
said heirs, whether such by particular title, or ab 
intestato, shall be exempt from every duty what- 
ever, in both countries. It is agreed that this ar- 
ticle shall in no manner derogate from the laws 
which either State may now have in force, or 
hereafter may enact, to prevent emigration ; and, 
also, that, in case the laws of either of the two 
States should restrain strangers from the exercise 
of the rights of property with respect to real’ es 
tate, such real estate may be sold, or otherwise 
disposed of, to citizens or inhabitants of the coun~ 
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try where it may be, and the other nation shall 
be at liberty to enact similar laws. 

Art. 8. To favor commerce on both sides, it is 

agreed that, in case war should break out between 
the two nations, (which God forbid.) the term of 
six months after the declaration of war shall be 
allowed to the merchants, and other citizens and 
inhabitants, respectively, on one side and the other, 
during which time they shall be at liberty to 
withdraw themselves, with their effects and move- 
ables, which they shall be at liberty to carry, send 
away, or sell, as they please, without the least ob- 
struction; nor shall their effects, much less their 
persons, be seized curing such term of six months; 
on the contrary, passports, which shall be valid 
fora time necessary for their return, shall be given 
to them for their vessels and the effects which they 
shall be willing to send away or carry with them; 
and such passports shall be a safe conduet against 
all insults and prizes which privateers may at- 
tempt against their persons and effects. And if 
anything be taken from them, or any injury done 
to them, or their effects, by one of the parties, 
their citizens, or inhabitants, within the term 
above prescribed, full satisfaction shall be made 
to them on that account. 
’ Arrt. 9. Neither the debts due from the indi- 
viduals of the one nation to the individuals of the 
other, nor shares, nor moneys which they may 
have in public funds, or the public or private 
banks, shall ever, in any event of war or national 
difference, be sequestered or confiscated. 

Art. 10. It shall be free for the two contract- 
ing parties to appoint commercial agents for the 
protection of trade, to reside in France and the 
United States. Hither party may except such 
place as may be thought proper from the residence 
of these agents. Before any agent shall exercise 
his functions, he shall be accepted in the usual 
forms by the party to whom he is sent; and when 
he shall have been accepted and furnished with 
his exequatur, he shall enjoy the rights and pre- 
rogatives of the similar agents of the most favored 
nations. 

ART. 11. The citizens of the French Republic 
shall pay in the ports, havens, roads, countries, 
islands, cities, and towns of the United States, no 
other, or greater duties or imposts, of what nature 
soever they may be,or by what name soever call- 
ed, than those which the nations most favored 
are, or shall be obliged to pay, and they shall enjoy 
all the rights, liberties, privileges, immunities, and 
exemptions in trade, navigation, and commerce, 
whether in passing from one port in the said States 
to another, or in going toand from the same from 
and to any part of the world, which the said na- 
tions do, or shall enjoy. And the citizens of the 
United States shall reciprocally enjoy in the ter- 
ritories of the French Republic in Europe, the 
same privileges and immunities, as well for their 
property and persons, and for what concerns trade, 
navigation, and commerce. f 

ART. 12. It shall be lawful for the citizens of 
either country to sail with their ships and mer- 
chandise (contraband goods always excepted ) from 
any port whatever to any port of the enemy of 


the other, and to sail and trade with their ships 
and merchandise, with perfect security and liber- 
ty, from the countries, ports, and places of those 
who are enemies of both, or of either party, with- 
out any opposition or disturbance whatsoever, and 
to pass not only directly from the places and ports 
of the enemy aforementioned, to neutral ports and 
places, but also from one place belonging to an 
enemy, to another place belonging to an enemy, 
whether they be under the jurisdiction of the 
same Power, or under several; unless such ports 
or places shall be actually blockaded, besieged, or 
invested. ; 

And whereas it frequently happens that vessels 
sail for a port or place belonging to an enemy, 
without knowing that the same is either besieged, 
blockaded, or invested, it is agreed that every ves- 
sel so circumstanced, may be turned away from 
such port or place, but she shall not be detained, 
nor any part of her cargo, if not contraband, be 
confiscated, unless, after notice of such blockade 
or investmant, she shall again attempt to enter ; 
but she shall be permitted to go to any other port 
or place she shall think proper. Nor shall any 
vessel of either, that may have entered into such 
port or place before the same was actually besieg- 
ed, blockaded, or invested by the other, be restrain- 
ed from quitting such place with her cargo, nor 
if found therein after the reduction and surrender 
of such place, shall such vessel or her cargo be li- 
able to confiscation, but they shall be restored to 
the owners thereof. 

Arr. 13. In order to regulate what shall be 
deemed contraband of war, there shall be com- 
prised, under that denomination, gunpowder, salt- 
petre, petards, match, ball, bombs, grenades, car- 
casses, pikes, halberds, swords, belts, pistols, hol- 
sters, éavalry saddles and furniture, cannon, mor- 
tars, their carriages and beds, and generally all 
kinds of arms, ammunition of war, and instru- 
ments fit for the use of troops; all the above arti- 
cles, whenever they are destined to the port of an 
enemy, are hereby declared to be contraband, and 
are just objects of confiscation ; but the vessel in 
which they are laden, and the residue of the car- 
go, shall be considered free, and not in any man- 
ner infected by the prohibited goods, whether be- 
longing to the same, or a different owner. 

Arr. 14. It is hereby stipulated that free ships 
shall give a freedom to goods, and that everythin 
shall be deemed to be free and exempt which shall 
be found on board the ships belonging to the citi- 
zens of either of the contracting parties, although 
the whole lading, or any part thereof, should ap- 
pertain to the enemies of either, contraband goods 
being always excepted. It is also agreed, in like 
manner, that the same liberty be extended to per- 
sons who are on board a free ship, with this effect: 
that, although they be enemies to either party, 
they are not to be taken out of that free ship, un- 
less they are soldiers and in actual service of the 
enemy. 

ART. 15. On the contrary, itis agreed that what- 
ever shall be found to be laden by the citizens of 
either party on any ship belonging to the ene- 
mies of the other, or their citizens, shall be con- 
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fiscated without distinction of goods, contraband 
or not contraband, in the same manner as if it be- 
longed to the enemy, except such goods and mer- 
-chandises as were put on. board such ship before 
athe declaration of war, or evenafter such declara- 
tion, if so be it were done without knowledge of 
such declaration; so that the goods of the citi- 
zens of either party, whether they be of the na- 
ture of such as are prohibited or otherwise, which, 
as is aforesaid, were put on board any ship be- 
Jonging to an enemy before the war, or after the 
declaration of the same, without the knowledge 
of it, shall no ways be hable to confiscation, but 
shall well and truly be restored without delay to 
the proprietors demanding the same: but so as 
that if the said merchandises be contraband, it 
shall not be inany way lawful to carry them after- 
wards to any ports belonging to the enemy. 

The two contracting parties agree, that the term 
of two months being passed after the declaration 
of war, their respective citizens, from whatever 
part of the world they come, shall not plead the 
ignorance mentioned in this article. 

Arr. 16. The merchant ships belonging to the 
citizens of either of the contracting parties, which | 
shall be bound to a port of the enemy of one of 
the parties, and concerning whose voyage, and 
articles of their cargo, there shall be just grounds 
of suspicion, shall be obliged to exhibit, as well 
upon the high seas as in the ports or roads, not 
only their passports, but like wise their certificates, 
showing that their goods are not of the quality of 
those which are specified to be contraband in the 
thirteenth article of the present convention. 

Arr. 17. And that captures on light suspicions 
may be avoided, and injuries thence arising pre- 
vented, it is agreed, that if one party shall be engag- | 
ed in war, and the other party be neuter, the'ships | 
of the neutral party shall be furnished with pass- 
ports similar to that described in the fourth arti- 
cle, that it may appear thereby that the ships re- | 
ally belong to the citizens of the neutral party ; | 
that they shall be valid for any number of voy- | 
ages, but shall be renewed every year, that is, if 
the ship happens to return home in the space of a 
year. Ifthe ships are laden, they shall be pro- 
vided, not only with the passports above men- 
tioned, but also with certificates similar to those 
described in the same article; so that it may be 
known whether they carry any contraband goods. 
No other paper shall be required, any usage or 
ordinance to the contrary notwithstanding. And 
if it shall not appear from the said certificates 
that there are contraband goods on board, the 
ships shall be permitted to proceed on their voy- 
age. If it shall appear from the certificates that 
there are contraband goods on board any such 
ship, and the commander of the same shall offer 
to deliver them up, the offer shall be accepted, 
and the ship shall be at liberty to pursue its voy- 
age, unless the quantity of contraband goods be 
ponr than can conveniently be received on 

oard the ship of war or privateer; in which case 
the ship.may be carried into port for the delivery 
of the same, _ 

-Ifany ship shall not be furnished with such pass- | 


port or certificates as above required for the same, 
such case may be examiped by a proper judge or 
tribunal; and if it shall appear, from other docu- 
ments or proofs admissible by the usage of nations, 
that the ship belongs to the citizens of the neutral 
party, it shall not be confiscated, but shall be re- 
leased with her cargo, (contraband goods except- 
ed,) and be permitted to proceed on her voyage. 

If the master of a ship named in the passport 
should happen to die, or be removed by any other 
cause, and another put in his place, the ship and 
cargo shall, nevertheless, be equaily secure, and 
the passport remain in full force. 

Arr. 18. If the ships of the citizens of either of 
the parties shall be met with, either sailing along 
the coasts or on the high seas, by any ship of war 
or privateer of the other; for the avoiding of any 
disorder, the said ships of war or privateers shall 
remain out of cannon shot, and may send their 
boats on board the merchant ship which they 
shall so meet with, and may enter her to the num- 
ber of two or three men only, to whom the mas- 
ter or commander of such ship shall exhibit his 
passport concerning the property of the ship, made 
out according to the form prescribed in the fourth 
article. And it is expressly agreed that the neu- 
tral party shall in no case be required to go on 
board the examining vessel for the purpose of ex- 
hibiting his papers, or for any other examination 
whatever. 

Art. 19. It is expressly agreed by the contract- 
ing parties, that the stipulations above mentioned, 
relative to the conduct to be observed on the sea 
by the cruisers of the belligerent party towards 
the ships of the neutral party, shall be applied on- 
ly to ships sailing without convoy; and, when the 
said ships shall be convoyed, it being the intention 
of the parties to observe all the regard due to the 
protection of the flag displayed by public ships, it 
shall not be lawful to visit them: ‘but the verbal 
declaration of the commander of the convoy, that 
the ships he convoys belong to the nation whose 
flag he carries, and that they have no contraband 
goods on board, shall be considered by the respec- 
tive cruisers as fully sufficient: the two parties 
reciprocally engaging not to admit, under the pro- 
tection of their convoys, ships which shall carry 
contraband goods destined to an enemy. 

Arr. 20. In all cases where vessels shall be 
captured or detained under pretence of carrying 
to the enemy contraband goods, the captor shall 
give a receipt for such of the papers of the vessel 
as he shall retain, which receipt shall be annexed 
toa descriptive list of the said papers: and it shall 
be unlawful to break up or open the hatches, 
chests, trunks, casks, bales, or vessels found on 
board, or remove the smallest part of the goods, 
unless the lading be brought on shore in presence 
of the competent officers, and an inventory be 
made by them of the said goods. Nor shall it be 
lawful to sell, exchange, or alienate the same in 
any manner, unless there shall have been lawful 
process, and the competent judge or judges shall 
have pronounced against such goods sentence of 
confiscation, saving always the ship and the other 
goods which it contains. 
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Arr. 21. And, that proper care may be taken 
of the vessel and cargo, and embezzlement pre- 
vented, it is agreed, that it shall not be lawful to 
remove the master, commander, or supercargo of 
any captured ship, from on board thereof, either 
during the time the ship may be at sea after her 
capture, or pending the proceedings against her, 
or her cargo, or anything relative thereto. And, 
in all cases where a vessel of the citizens of either 
party shall be captured or seized, and held for ad- 
judication, her officers, passengers, and crew, shall 
be hospitably treated. They shall not be impris- 
oned or deprived of any part of their wearing 
apparel, nor of the possession and use of their 
money, not exceeding for the captain, supercargo, 
and mate, five hundred dollars each, and for 
the sailors and passengers, one hundred dollars 
each. 

ART. 22. It is further agreed, that in all cases 
the established courts for prize causes, in the coun- 
try to which the prizes may be conducted, shall 
alone take cognizance of them. And whenever 
such tribunal of either of the parties shall pro- 
nounce judgment against. any vessel or goods or 
property claimed by the citizens of the other par- 
ty, the sentence or decree shall mention the rea- 
sons or motives on which the same shall have 
been founded, and an authenticated copy of the 
sentence or decree, and of all the proceedings 
in the case, shail, if demanded, be delivered to 
the comimander or agent of the said vessel, with- 
out any delay, he paying the legal fees for the 
same. 

` ART. 23. And that more abundant care may be 
taken for the security of the respective citizens of 
the contracting parties, and to prevent their suf- 
fering injuries by the men of war, or privateers of 
either party, all commanders of ships of war and 
privateers, and all others the said citizens, shall 
forbear doing any damage to those of the other 
party, or committing any outrage against them; 
and if they act to the contrary, they shall be pun- 
ished, and shall also be bound in their persons and 
estates to make satisfaction and reparation for all 
damages, and the interest thereof. of whatever na- 
ture the said damages may be. 

For this cause, all commanders of privateers, 
before they receive their commissions, shall here- 
after be obliged to give, before a competent judge, 
sufficient security by at least two responsible sure- 
ties, who have no interest in the said privateer, 
each of whom, together with the said command- 
er, shall be jointly and severally bound in the sum 
of seven thousand dollars, or thirty-six thousand 
eight hundred and twenty francs; or, if such ships 
be provided with above one hundred and fifty sea- 
men or soldiers, in the sum of fourteen thousand 
dollars, or seventy-three thousand six hundred 
and forty francs; to satisfy all damages and inju- 
ries which the said privateer, or her officers or 
men, or any of them, may do or commit during 
their cruise, contrary to the tenor of this conven- 
tion, or to the laws and instructions for regulating 
their conduct; and further, that in all cases of ag- 
gressions, the said commissions shall be revoked 
and annulled. 


Art. 24, When the ships of war of the two 
contracting parties, or those belonging to their. 
citizens which are armed in war, shall be admit- 
ted to enter with their prizes, the ports of either 
of the two parties, the said public or private ships, 
as well as their prizes, shall not be obliged to pay 
any duty either to the officers of the place, the 
judges, or any others; nor shall such prizes, when 
they come to and enter the ports of either party, 
be arrested or seized: nor shall the officers of the 
place make examination concerning the lawful- 
ness of such prizes; but they may hoist sail at any 
time, and depart, and carry their prizes to the 
places expressed in their commissions, which the 
commanders of such ships of war shall be obliged 
to show. It is always understood that the stipu- 
lations of this article shall not extend beyond the 
privileges of the most favored nation. 

ART. 25. It shall not be lawful for any foreign 
privateers who have commissions from any Prince 
or State in enmity with either nation, to fit their 
ships in the ports of either nation, to sell their 
prizes, or in any manner to exchange them; nei- 
ther shall they be allowed to purchase provisions, 
except such as shall be necessary for their goin 
to the next port of that Prince or State, from which 
they have received their commissions. 

ART: 26. It is further agreed, that both the said 
contracting parties shal! not only refuse to receive 
any pirates into any of their ports, havens, or 
towns, or permit any of their inhabitants to receive, 
protect, harbor, conceal, or assist them in an 
manner, but will bring to condign punishment all 
such inhabitants as shall be guilty of such acts or 
offences. Andall their ships, with the goods or 
merchandises taken by them and brought into the 
port of either of the said parties, shall be seized, 
as far as they can be discovered, and shall be re- 
stored to the owners, or their factors, or agents, 
duly authorized by them, (proper evidence being 
first given before competent judges for proving the 
property ;) even in case such effects should have 
passed into other hands by sale, if it be proved 
that the buyers knew, or had good reason to be- 
lieve or suspect that they had been piratically 
taken. 

Art, 27. Neither party will intermeddle in the 
fisheries of the other on its coasts, nor disturb the 
other in the exercise of the rights which it now 
holds, or may acquire on the coast of Newfound- 
land, in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, or elsewhere 
on the American coast, northward of the United 
States. But the whale and seal fisheries shall be 
free to both in every quarter of the world. 

This Convention shall be ratified on both sides 
in due form, and the ratifications exchanged in 
the space of six months, or sooner, if possible. 

In faith whereof, the respective Plenipotentia- 
ries have signed the above articles both in the 
French and English languages, and they have 
thereto affixed their seals; declaring, nevertheless, 
that the signing in the two languages shall not be 
brought into precedent nor in any way operate to 
the prejudice of either party. 

Done at Paris, the eighth day of Vendemiaire, of 
the ninth year of the French Republic, the thir- 
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tieth day of September, Anno Domini eighteen 


hundred. 
JOSEPH BONAPARTE, 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
CHARLES P. C. FLEURIEU, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
PIERRE LOUIS RÆDERER, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


Journal of the Envoys. 

Journal of Oliver Ellsworth, Wiliam R. Davie, and 
William Vans Murray, Envoys Extraordinary and 
Ministers Plenipotentiary to the Court of France, 
containing their correspondence and negotiations 
from the 17th of January, 1800, to the 3d of Octo- 
ber in the same year; and terminating in the Con- 
vention with France, of the 30th September, 1800. 


OCTOBER 16. 


The following letter from the Secretary of 
State, with its enclosure, was delivered to Mr. 
Ellsworth and Mr. Davie, at Trenton. 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
Trenton, Oct. 16, 1799. 


Str: To fulfil the President’s orders, and to 
convey correctly to you and his sentiments 
towards you, and his determination respecting 
your mission as Envoys Extraordinary to the 
French Republic, I enclose a copy of his letter to 
me of this date; and have the honor to be, with 
great respect, your obedient servant, 

TIMOTHY PICKERING. 


Trenton, Oct. 16, 1799. 


Sir: I request you to order fair copies of the 
instructions, as corrected last evening, to be pre- 
pared and delivered to Judge Ellsworth and Gov- 
ernor Davie, with another for Mr. Murray, with- 
out loss of time; and to write a letter to those 
gentlemen as Envoys Extraordinary to the French 
Republic, expressing, with the affectionate respects 
of the President, his desire that they would take 
their passage for France, on board the frigate 
United States, Captain Barry, now lying at Rhode 
Island, by the ist of November, or sooner, if con- 
sistent with their conveniences. Captain Barry 
will have orders to land them in any port of 
France which they may prefer, and to touch at 
any other ports which they may desire. The 
President’s best wishes for their health and happi- 
ness, as well as for an honorable termination of 
their mission, will attend them. As their visit to 
France is one of the most critical, important, and 
interesting moments that ever has occurred, it 
cannot fail to be highly entertaining and instruct- 
ive to them, and useful to their country, whether 
it terminate in peace and reconciliation or not. 
The President sincerely prays God to have them 
in his holy keeping. 

Iam, sir, with great respect and esteem, your 


faithful humble servant, 
eee : JOHN ADAMS: 
_ T Pickerina; Esq., Secretary of State. 


p 


The following are the instructions above refer- 
id to. 

Instructions to Oliver Ellsworth, William Richardson 
Davie, and William Vans Murray, Esquires, Envoys 
Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the French Republic. 
GENTLEMEN: You have been witnesses of the 

enduring patience of the United States, under the 

unexampled aggressions, depredations, and hostil- 
ities, authorized and sanctioned by the French 

Republic against the commerce and citizens of 

the United States; and you are well informed of 

the measures adopted by our Government to put, 

a stop to these evils, to obtain redress for the in- 

jured, and real peace and security to our country. 

And you know that, instead of relief, instead of 

justice for past wrongs, our very moderate de- 

mands have been immediately followed by new 
aggressions and more extended depredations; 
while our Ministers, seeking redress and reconcil- 
iation, have been refused a reception, treated with 
indignities, and finally driven from its territories. 

This conduct of the French Republie would 
well have justified an immediate declaration of 
war on the part of the United States; but desirous 
of maintaining peace, and willing to leave open 
the door of reconciliation with France, the United 
States contented themselves with preparations for 
defence, and measures calculated to protect their 
commerce. 

The treatment experienced by the former En- 
voys of the United States to the French Repub- 
lic, having determined the President not to send 
thither other Ministers, without direct and une- 
quivocal assurances previously signified by its 
Minister of Foreign Relations, that they would’ 
be received in character to an audience of the Di- 
rectory, and that they should enjoy all the prerog- 
atives attached to that character by the law of na~ 
tions, and that a Minister or Ministers of equal 
powers should be appointed and commissioned to 
treat with them: the French Government, by Mr. 
Talleyrand, its Minister of Foreign Relations, has 
declared, “that it will receive the Envoys of the 
United States in the official character with which 
they are invested; and that they shall enjoy all 
the prerogatives attached to it by the law of na- 
tions; and that one or more Ministers shall be 
duly authorized to treat with them.” This the 
President deems to be substantially the assurance 
which he required as the previous condition of 
the Envoys entering on their mission. It now 
belongs to you, gentlemen, to see that this assu- 
rance be verified. Your country will not submit 
to any new indignity or neglect. It is expected, 
when you shall have assembled at Paris, and have 
given official notice of it to the Minister of For- 
eign Relations, that you will be received to an au- 
dience of the Executive Directory ; that a Minis- 
ter or Ministers, with powers equal to your own, 
will be appointed to treat with you; and that with- 
in twenty days at furthest, after your arrival at 
Paris, your negotiation will be commenced. If, 
however, your passports to Paris should be unrea- 


f sonably withheld; if an audience of the Directory 


should be denied or procrastinated; if the appoint- 
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ment of a Minister or Ministers, with equal pow- 
ers, to treat with you, should be delayed; or, if, 
when appointed, they postpone the intended nego- 


mand your passports, and leave France ; and, hav- 
ing once resolved to terminate the mission, you 
are not to resume it, whatever. fresh overtures or 
assurances may be tendered to you by the French 
Government. 

One more limitation: The subjects of differ- 
ence between the United States and France have 
often been discussed and are well understood ; and, 
therefore, admit of a speedy decision. The nego- 
tiation is expected to be concluded in such time 
that you may certainly embark for the United 
States by the Ist of next April. This is highly 
important, in order that on your return Congress 
may be found in sessien, to take those measures 
which the result of your mission shall require. If 
it can be earlier concluded it will be still better. 

. If any of the periods above mentioned should be 
prolonged with your assent, it is expected that the 
circumstances will be stated for your justification. 

I. At the opening of the negotiation you will 


inform the French Ministers, that the United | 


States expect from France, as an indispensable 
condition of the treaty, a stipulation to make to 
the citizens of the United States full compensa- 
tion for all losses and damages which they shall 
have sustained, by reason of irregular or illegal 
captures or condemnations of their vessels and 
other property, under color of authority or com- 
missions Fou the French Republic or its agents. 
And all captures and condemnations are deemed 
irregular or illegal, when contrary to the law of 
nations generally received and acknowledged in 
Europe, and to the stipulations in the Treaty of 
Amity and Commerce, of the 6th of February, 
1778, fairly and ingenuously interpreted, while 
that treaty remained in force; especially when 
made and pronounced. 

1. Because the vessels’ lading, or any part there- 
of, consisted of provisions or merchandise coming 
from England or her possessions. 

_ 2. Because the vessels were not provided with 
the rôles d'équipage prescribed by the laws of 
France; and which, it has been pretended, were 
also required by treaty. 

3. Because sea letters or other papers were 


wanting, or said to be wanting when the property | 


shall have been, or shall be, admitted or proved to 
be American. 
might justify the captors and exempt them from 
damages, for bringing in such vessels for exami- 
nation, could not. with reason, be a ground of con- 
demnation. 

4. When the owners, masters, or supercargoes 
shail have been refused a hearing, or placed in sit- 
uations rendering their presence at the trial im- 
practicable. 

5. When the vessels or other property captured 
shall have been sold, or otherwise disposed of, 
without a regular trial and condemnation. 

Captures and condemnations for such causes, 
and under such circumstances, are manifestly ir- 
regular or illegal. 


Such defect of papers, though it 
captor Senin $ | men when they deserted. This ship’s roll every 


| 


| 


The French Government, if it has any serious 
wish to accommodate. existing differences, can 


whe ost po! | make no difficulty in admitting the general prop- 
tiation ;. you are to relinquish your mission, de- | i 


osition, that, for injuries arising from violated 
laws and engagements, reparation shall be made. 
In every claim under this general stipulation, the 
question will occur, Has the treaty, or the law of 
nations, been violated 2 

But such a general stipulation will not be suffi- 
cient. The five specific propositions just stated 
are obviously proper rules of adjudication; but 
the previous admission of the first and second is 
vastly important, to remove from hazard the most 
interesting claims of our citizens. 

To capture neutral property, because it was pro- 
duced or manufactured in the country of an ene- 
my to France, is so palpably unjust, that it seems 
improbable that even the men who originated the 
law, were they still in power, would persist in it 
as of right; and it is scarcely possible for their 
successors to hesitate on this point. To hesitate 
would be to doubt whether a man has a right to 
occupy his own house, or to wear his own clothes, 
unless he had built the first, or manufactured the 
last, with his own hands. 

The second proposition respecting the rôle d’- 
équipage, as well as the first, should be insisted on. 
Until the decree of the Directory of March 2, 
1797, was passed, and we had felt its fatal effects, 
we had no idea of the meaning which the French 
applied to the phrase rôle d'équipage. In the Con- 
sular Convention between the United States and 
France, article ninth, which relates to deserters 
from vessels, the document is described in the 
French by the words “des registres du batiment 
ou rôle d'équipage” and in the English part of 
the Convention by the words “ the registers of the 
vessel or ship’s rolls.” And this paper was to be 
produced to the proper judge, to prove a deserter 
to belong to the vessel in question. The law or 
usage of each nation was incontestably to direct 
what was proper for its own vessels in this respect. 
If an American master claimed from a judge in 
France his warrant to arrest a deserter, he must 
have produced his “ship’s roll,” or what in the 
United States is called his shipping paper, which 
is a contract signed by all the persons composing 
a vessels crew. The propriety and necessity of a 
ship’s roll was, in the year 1790, sanctioned and 
enforced by anact of Congress ; and, without such 
a written contract, the master, besides being sub- 
jected to other disadvantages, could not claim his 


American master, bound on a foreign voyage, 
takes on board his vessel; and, unquestionably 
every American vessel, captured and condemned 
by the French for the want of a rôle d'équipage, 
has, nevertheless, been possessed of the ship’s roll, 
just described ; and it is the only list of the ship’s 
crew, which could ever have been contemplated 
by the United States, as necessary for American 
vessels. There never was, indeed, any intimation 
on the part of France, from 1778, when the Treaty 
of Amity and Commerce was made, until the 
passing of the decree of the Directory, in March, 
1797, that a rôle d'équipage, other than the ship’s 
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roll, or shipping paper, would be required. It was 
then suddenly demanded; and the decree (like 
the law of January, 1798, respecting articles of 
the produce or manufacture of Great Britain,) was 
instantly enforced, and became a-snare to the mul- 


titudes of American vessels, which, for want of 


previous notice, would not have on board the doc- 
ument in question, if their Government should 
permit them to receive a document which they 
were under no obligation to produce. 

not, with any sai] 

that the vessels of one nation are bound to furnish 


themselves with papers in forms prescribed by the 


laws of another.. And if we resort to the treaty 
of 1778, or to the sea-letter or passport annexed to 


it, on which letter the Directory pretended to 


found their decree concerning the rôle d'équipage, 
we shall see that these words are not to be found 
in either; and,although the passport mentions “a 
list signed and witnessed, containing the names, 
surnames, the places of birth, and abode of the 
crew of his [the neutral master’s] ship, and of all 
who shall embark on board her, whom he shall 
not take on board without the knowledge and per- 
mission of the officers of the marine ;” yet, instead 
of being obli 
passport declares, that “he shall enter it in the 
proper office ;” and all that the treaty requires him 
to exhibit at sea is the sea-letter, or passport. 
a word, whatever issaid about the rôle @’équipage, 


in the French application of. the phrase, has rela- 
It was to 


tion to the laws and usages of France. 
be exhibited to the officers of the marine; but the 
United States have not, nor ever had, like France, 
any such description of officers, employed in the 
examination and clearing of vessels and their 
crews, prior to their going to sea; and the Direct- 
ory, if they had wanted pretences for despoiling 
our commerce, might as well have made the omis- 
sion of appointing marine officers in our ports, to 
whom, according to the letter of the passport, the 


rôle d'équipage was to be exhibited, a cause of 


capture and condemnation, as the omitting to fur- 
nish them with rôles @équipage in the French 
- form. In preparing, in 1793, the sea-letter for 
American vessels, the Secretary of State, Mr. Jef- 
ferson, changed, in divers places, the letter of the 
passport, substituting other words applicable to us; 
and for “officers of the marine,” “officers and 
judges of the marine,” which words were descrip- 
tive of French institutions, using only the phrase 
“ proper officers,” in conformity with our own. In 
the same manner, the “ship’s roll,” or shipping 

aper of the United States, if at all required, 
should have been respected by France, as her rôle 
d'équipage would have been respected by the 
United States. And, after all, what was the real 
object of the sea-letter, (in which alone there is 
any reference toa list of the crew,) and what was 
it substantially to express? The twenty-fifth ar- 
ticle of the treaty of 1778 informs us, “in case 
either of the parties should be engaged in war, the 
ships-and vessels belonging to the subjects or peo- 

le of: the other ally, must be furnished with sea- 
letters or-passports, expressing the name, property, 
and bulk of the ship, as also the name and habita- 


p For it can- 
ance of justice, be pretended 


ged “to have the list on board,” the’ 


In 


tion of the master or commander of the said ship, 
“that it may appear thereby that the ship really 
and truly belongs to the subjects of one of the 
parties ;” and with this further view, “that all 
manner of dissensions and quarrels might be 
avoided and prevented:” for, as was declared in 
the twenty-seventh article, when a ship of the 
party remaining neutral, met with by a ship of the 
other party, had shown her sea-letter or passport, 
she was to “be free and at liberty to pursue her 
voyage, so as it should not be lawful to molest or 
search her in any manuer, or to give her chase, or 
force her to quit her intended course.” 

It also merits observation, that, according to the 
tenor of the sea-letter or passport, in every port or 
haven where he (the neutral master) should enter 
with his ship, he is required to show, not a rôle 
d'équipage, but his passport. Yet this passport, 
made and intended by the Governments of France 
and the United States, in 1778, to facilitate and 
protect their commerce, to exempt it from vexa- 
tions, and to prevent dissensions and quarrels, has, 
by the Government of France, been converted in- 
to a fatal snare, an engine of mischief, producing 
quarrels, dissensions, vexations, and, to the com- 
merce of many American citizens, absolute de- 
struction. 

Il. If these preliminaries should be satisfacto- 
rily arranged, then: for the purpose of examinin 
and adjusting all the claims of our citizens, it wi 
be necessary to provide for the appointment of a 
Board of Commissioners similar to that described 
in the sixth and seventh articles of the Treaty of 
Amity and Commerce between the United States 
and Great Britain. 

The Commissioners of the two nations may 
first meet at Paris. In choosing the fifth Com- 
missioner, they will have a right to propose a 
Frenchman or an American. But it might con- 
duce to more satisfactory results if the fifth Com- 
missioner were a foreign civilian, eminent for his 
learning, talents, and integrity. 

Three of the Commissioners may constitute a 
board, provided one named on each side and the 
fifth Commissioner be present. The four Com- 
missioners, in the absence of the fifth, may also 
constitute a board; and, in each case, the deci- 
sions of a majority are to be valid. But, when on 
any questions, the four Commissioners, in the 
absence of the fifth, shall-be equally divided, such 
questions are to be re-examined and decided in 
the presence of the fifth Commissioner. Further, 
in absence of the fifth Commissioner, any three of 
the other Commissioners may constitute a Board, 
and their decisions valid in cases where they are 
unanimous. 

The salaries of the Commissioners, the expense 
attending the commission, and the supplying © 

vacancies in it, may be regulated in the manner 
proposed in the eighth article of our Treaty of 
Amity and Commerce with Great Britain. 

The Commissioners should be appointed and 
meet at Paris, within six months after the ratifi- 
cations of the treaty by the respective Govern- 
ments, and as much sooner as may be. i 

Claims may be presented to the Board during 
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two years, commencing with the day on which 
the Commissioners shall first assemble to proceed 
to business; and, in particular cases, in which it 
shall appear to them reasonable and just, they 
may extend the time of receiving claims to any 
reasonable term after the expiration of the two 
years. 

All sums which the Board may award to Amer- 
ican claimants, France should stipulate to pay in 
gold and silver, without any deduction, at such 
place or places, and at such time or times, as the 
Commissioners shall appoint. The awards should 
comprehend a reasonable allowance of interest on 
the amount of the original losses and damages, 
or, instead of prompt payment, the whole may 
constitute a transferable capital, bearing interest 
until the debt be discharged. 

The Board should also take cognizance of the 
claims which may be presented to them by Amer- 
ican citizens for merchandise, or other property, 
seized by the French in their own ports or else- 
where, and not comprehended under the head of 
captures; and for their vessels arbitrarily and un- 
reasonably detained in French ports, and for the 
losses and damages thereby sustained, the Board 
should award equitable compensations, to be paid 
in the manner prescribed in the case of captures. 

The claims of the United States, as distin- 
guished from those of their citizens, for injuries 
received from the French Republic, or its citi- 
zens, should be submitted to the same Board; and 
whatever sums they award, France should stipu- 
late to pay, in the manner before mentioned, in 
the case of captures. 

As the French Government have heretoforecom- 
plained of infringements of the Treaty of Amity 
and Commerce by the United States, or their citi- 
zens, all claims for injuries thereby occasioned to 
France, or its citizens, are to be submitted to the 
same board; and whatever damages they award, 
will be allowed by the United States, and deducted 
from the sums awarded to be paid by France. 

If, however, the French Government should 
desire to waive its national claims, you may do 
the like on the part of the United States. Doubt- 
less the claims of the latter would exceed those of 
the furmer; but, to avoid multiplying subjects of 
dispute, and because national claims may proba- 
bly be less definite than those of individuals, and 
consequently more difficult to adjust, national 
claims may, on both sides, be relinquished. 

All claims for sums due to American citizens, 
by contracts with the French Government or its 
agents, which may be presented to the Board, 
France should stipulate to pay within the shortest 
periods possible to obtain, with interest, at the rate 
or rates agreed on; or, if no agreement about in- 
terest appears, then at the rate to be fixed by the 
Board, and from the times when the sums were 
respectively payable by contract. This also may 
be transferable stock. 

The questions about interest, and any other 
questions which may arise out of the claims 
founded on contracts, not explicitly determined 
by the treaty, may be left to the decision of the 
Board of Commissioners. 


III. If the preceding claims shall be duly at- 
tended to, and adequate arrangements made for 
adjusting and satisfying them, you will then turn 
your thoughts to the regulation of navigation and 
commerce, and to some other points interesting to 
the two nations. 

IV. It may be stipulated that there shall be a 
reciprocal and entirely perfect liberty of com- 
merce and navigation between France and the 
United States, and their territories and dominions, 
in every part of the world; but without admit- 
ting the vessels of either country into the rivers 
of the other beyond the highest ports of entry 
from the sea. 

With the usual policy of European nations, 
France may object to the free admission of Ameri- 
can vessels into the ports of her colonies. But the 
singular injuries our commerce has sustained from 
France, during the present war, which no pay- 
ments to be made by her, under the preceding stip- 
ulations, can ever fully compensate, plead for an 
entire liberty of trade with her colonies, at least 
during the term of the proposed treaty, and until 
the stipulated compensations shall actually have 
been made. Another reason will naturally ope- 
rate in favor of this claim ; the inability of France 
immediately to furnish the requisite navigation 
and supplies for the commerce of her distant pos- 
sessions. 

But if France will not allow us a trade with 
her colonies on the terms which may be agreed 
in respect to the parent State, we should be silent 
on the subject. The commerce of all our terri- 
tories will be open to France; that of all her do- 
minions should be alike open to us. At any rate, 
it appears inexpedient for the United States to 
countenance injurious distinctions respecting colo- 
nial commerce, to obtain a share in it by agreeing 
to allow a price for it in the payment of extra 
duties. Neither ought we to stipulate anything 
like what is contained in the last clause of the 
third article of our treaty with the United Neth- 
erlands. Such an engagement would bea species 
of guaranty of the colony system. It is sufficient 
for the United States to treat foreign nations with 
justice and friendship. 

V. It may be stipulated that no other or higher 
duties shall be paid by the ships or merchandise 
of one party in the ports of the other, than such 
as are or shall be payable by the like vessels or 
merchandise of all other nations: that no other 
or higher duties shall be imposed in one country 
on the importation of any articles which are the 
growth, produce, or manufacture of the other than 
are or shall be payable on the importation of the 
like articles being of the growth, produce, or man- 
ufacture of any other foreign country; and that 
no prohibition shall be imposed on the exportation 
or importation of any articles from or to the ter- 
ritories of the two parties, respectively, which 
shall not equally extend to all other nations. 

And for the information of their respective fel- 
low-citizens, and to prevent abuses, it may be 
stipulated that the Consuls of each nation shall be 
officially furnished in the other with tariffs of all 
imposts, customs, duties, and charges; by which 
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tariffs the demands of the officers of each nation 


may be respectively limited. 

VI. The freedom of navigation and commerce 
here proposed will require the admission of the 
citizens of the two countries respectively into the 
dominions of the other, with liberty to reside there, 
to hire and possess houses and warehouses for the 
purposes of their commerce, and complete protec- 
tion and security for the merchants and traders on 
each side, with their property, whether in going 
to, residing in, or returning from, the country of 
the other. Nor should they be liable to any tax 
on their persons or property, to which the natives 
are not equally subject. They should be at lib- 
erty to manage their own affairs, without being 
obliged to employ any factor, broker, or interpre- 
ter, or any persons to baa or unload their vessels ; 
with a right, however, to employ any or all of 
them, as well as advocates and attorneys, at their 
pleasure. 

VII. The merchants and others of one nation 
residing in the other, should have liberty to dis- 
pose of their property by testament, or otherwise, 
including real estates already acquired ; and, if 
dying intestate, their heirs should enjoy the right 
of succession. Provided that, if the laws of either 
country should at the time be incompatible with 
such transfer or inheritance of real estates by aliens, 
they may be sold or otherwise disposed of to citi- 
zens of the two countries respectively. The citi- 
zens of the United States should not, in respect 
to their property, be considered as aubains in 
France; and, consequently, should be exempted 
from the droit d@’aubain, or other similar duty. 

VIIL The mutual residence of citizens of the 
two nations in the countries of each other neces- 
sarily requires the free exercise of religion, at 
least in their own houses, and in their own way; 
and permission to bury the dead in convenient 
places. 

IX. If debtors flee from one country to the 
other, the creditors should be allowed to pursue 
them, and have the benefit of the laws of the 
country to which they flee, in the same manner 
as if the debts had been there contracted. 

X. Neither the debts due from individuals of 
the one nation to the individuals of the other, nor 
shares nor moneys which they may have in the 
public funds, or in the public or private banks, 
should ever, in any event of war or national dif- 
ferences, be sequestered or confiscated. 

XI. The ships of the citizens of the respective 
countries coming upon any coasts belonging to 
either, but not willing to enter into port; or, being 
entered into port, and not willing to unload their 
cargoes or break bulk; they should be treated ac- 
cording to the general rules prescribed, or to be 
prescribed, relative to the object in question.* 

XII. Neither party should permit the ships or 
goods belonging to the citizens of the other to be 
taken within cannon shot of the coast, nor else- 
where within their jurisdiction, by ships of war 
or others having commission from any Prince, 
Republic, or State whatever. But if such capture 


--*See section 60, new collection law. 


or other injury should happen, the party. whose 
territorial rights are thus violated should use his 
utmost endeavors to obtain from the offending 
party full and ample satisfaction for the capture 


or other injury so committed. The just freedom 
of commerce, and the interest and dignity of the 
neutral nation, demand the protection of all ves- 
sels entering its ports, not only from being taken, 
but from being pursued within its jurisdiction, or 
immediately after their departure from its ports: 
therefore, their enemy, finding an asylum in those 
ports, should not be permitted to leave the same 
until the lapse of twenty-four hours after such 
departure. 

XIII. No asylum should be given to pirates; 
vessels and property rescued from their hands 
should be restored tothe proper owners; the pirates, 
and any who conceal or assist them, should be 
brought to condign punishment; all with the pre- 
cautions customary in such cases. 

XIV. The ships of war and other public ves- 
sels of each party should at all times be hospita- 
bly received in the ports of the other; their offi- 
cers and crews paying due respect tothe laws and 
government of the country. 

XV. In case the citizens of either party with 
their private shipping, armed or unarmed, be forced 
through stress of weather, pursuit of pirates or 
enemies, or any other urgent necessity, to seek for 
shelter in the ports of the other, they should be 
received and treated with humanity, and enjoy all 
friendly protection and assistance. 

XVL. In the case of vessels wrecked, foundered, 
or otherwise damaged, they should receive in 
each country the same protection and assistance 
as if they belonged to the inhabitants of the coun- 
try on whose coasts the misfortune should happen. 

XVII. Each party may appoint Consuls for the 
protection of trade, to reside in the dominions and 
territories of the other, including colonies as well 
as the mother country: for wherever trade is per- 
mitted, there the assistance and protection of Con- 
suls is necessary. Ifa Consul be sent toa colony, 
his provisional admission by the colonial govern- 
ment might suffice until the pleasure of the na- 
tional government should be known. The Con- 
suls may enjoy the rights and liberties which be- 
long to them by the law of nations. 

XVIII. Deserters from public and private ves- 
sels should be delivered up, and the laws of each 
country make suitable provision for that purpose. 
The merchants and commanders of vessels, pub- 
lic and private, of one nation, in the country of 
the other, may engage and receive on board sea- 
men or others, natives or inhabitants of the coun- 
try to which the vessels belong: Provided that, 
either on one side or the other, they may not take 
into their service such of their countrymen (not 
deserters) who have already engaged in the ser- 
vice of the other party, whether in war or trade, 
and whether they meet them by land or sea; at 
least if the captains or masters under whose com- 
mand such persons may be found, will not volun- 
tarily discharge them from their service. Not 
only the original enlistment, shipping paper, or 
rôle d'équipage, but a copy, duly certified by a 
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judge of the country, may be admitted in proof of 
desertion. 

XIX. It may be agreed, that, on mutual requi- 
sitions by the respective Ministers or Consuls of 
the two nations, persons charged with murder or 
forgery committed within the territorial jurisdic- 
tion of one, and fleeing to the other, shall be de- 
livered up. 

XX. It may be agreed that neither party shall 
intermeddle in the common fisheries on the coasts 
of the other party, nor disturb the other party in 
the exercise of the rights which either now holds, 
or may acquire, of fishing on the banks of New- 
foundland, in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, or else- 
where on the Ameri¢an coast northward of the 
United States of America: but that the whale 
and seal fisheries may be freely exercised in every 
quarter of the world. 

XXI. The seventh and twenty-second articles 
of the Commercial Treaty between the United 
States and France, of February 6, 1778, have been 
the source of much altercation between the two 
nations during the present war. The dissolution 
of that and our other treaties with France leaves 
us at liberty with respect to future arrangements ; 
with the exception of the now preferable right 
secured to Great Britain by the twenty-fifth arti- 
cle of the Treaty of Amity and Commerce. In 
that article we promise mutually that, while we 
continue in amity, neither party will in future 
make any treaty that shall be inconsistent with 
that article or the one preceding it. We cannot, 
therefore, renew with France the seventeenth and 
twenty-second articles of the Treaty. of 1778. Her 
aggressions, which occasioned the dissolution of 
that treaty, have deprived her of the priority of 
rights and advantages therein stipulated. Indeed, 
if the public faith pledged in the British Treaty 
did not forbid a renewal of those engagements 
with France, sound policy should prevent it. We 
should preserve to ourselves the right of allowing 
every commercial nation in amity with us the 
like shelter, supplies, and assistance, under like 
circumstances ; and, by excluding all equally when 
engaged in war, (saving to each the rights of hu- 
manity and hospitality,) we may keep the calami- 
ties of war at.a distance. . The engagements with 
Great Britain may cease in two years after the 
close of the present war: but, under the stipula- 
tions contained in the twenty-eighth and last arti- 
cles of the British Treaty, the engagements in 
question may be continued to a longer period. If, 
therefore, you should find any cogent reasons for 
renewing in substance the seventeenth and twen- 
ty-second articles of the Commercial Treaty with 
France of 1778, it must be with the explicit de- 
claration that neither at the present or any future 
time, shall the said articles be construed to dero- 
gate from the whole or any part of the twenty- 
fourth and twenty-fifth articles of the Treaty of 
Amity, Commerce, and Navigation between the 
United States and His Britannic Majesty, con- 
eluded at London on the 19th of November, 1794. 

XXII. The present war has exhibited such in- 
conveniences and mischiefs in our own country, 
and such monstrous abuses elsewhere, by trials, 


or pretended trials, and sales of prizes, by French 
Consuls and agents: in order to preventany claim 
to the exercise of such powers, it will be expe- 
dient expressly to declare they shall not be exer- 
cised in the United States; whether the prizes are 
made by public ships or privateers. There will, 
of course, be a reciprocal denial of the exercise of 
the like powers by American Consuls and agents 
in the dominions of France. Prizes ought to be 
conducted to the country to which the captors 
belong, unless the two parties are engaged in hos- 
tilities against a common enemy. But, in this 
case, the established courts for prize causes in the 
country to which the prizes are conducted should 
alone take cognizance of them. 

XXIII. The duties of an impartial neutrality, 
when either party shall remain neutral, will for- 
bid any permission to the enemies of the other to 
arm originally, or to increase a former armament, 
in the ports of the neutral party. 

XXIV. When one of the parties shall be en- 
gaged in war, the vessels of the other may be cap- 
tured on just suspicion of having on board prop- 
erty belonging to the enemy of the former, or of 
carrying to the enemy any of the articles which 
are contraband of war. With these exceptions, 
the trade of each party to the ports of the enemies 
of the other should be perfectly free, unless to the 
ports actually blockaded; and if such enemies 
forbear to capture enemies’ property in neutral 
vessels, it may be agreed that in such case, the 
contracting parties will forbear to capture the ves- 
sels of each other for that cause. The law of 
France of the 18th of January, 1798, respecting 
produce or manufactures coming from England 
or her possessions, is incompatible with the stipu- 
lation here proposed, and, if not repealed, negotia- 
tions with you must be deemed illusory. 

But that captures on light suspicions may be 
avoided, and the vexations and injuries thence 
arising prevented, the usual stipulations for sea- 
letters or passports, and certificates or manifests 
of the cargoes of vessels, may be introduced. But 
neither party should be allowed to prescribe the 
form, or to require the exhibition of any docu- 
ment (the sea-letter and certificates before men- 
tioned excepted) not required by the laws or 
usages of the party to whose citizens the vessels 
and their cargoes belong. The form of, the sea- 
letter should be simple, like that now used by the 
United States, in that part of the passport which 
is printed in the English language. 

‘When the quality of the ship, goods, and mas- 
ter, shall sufficiently appear from the sea-letter 
and certificates, the commanders of armed vessels 
should exact no further proof. And if any mer- 
chant ship be not provided with a sea-letter or 
certificates, the case should be examined by a 
proper judge; and if it be found, from other proofs 
and documents, that the vessel truly belongs to 
the citizens of one of the parties, it should not be 
liable to confiscation, but be released with its 
cargo, with the exception of enemies’ property 
and contraband goods which may be found on 
board. The change of the master not to invali- 
date the passport. 
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XXV. The following articles, beyond the quan- 
tities proper for the ship’s use, may be deemed 
contraband of war: cannon, mortars, their car- 
riages and beds, muskets, petards, match, ball, 
bombs, grenades, carcasses, cartridge-boxes, gun- 
powder, saltpetre, pikes, halberds, swords, belts, 
pistols, holsters, cavalry saddles and furniture, 
and, generally, all kinds of arms and warlike in- 
struments fit for the use of troops; and all these 
articles may be declared to be just objects of con- 
fiscation, whenever they are attempted to be car- 
ried to an enemy ; but the vessel in which they 
are laden and the residue of the cargo to be free. 
France will probably not desire to extend further 
the use of contraband, and especially not to com- 
prehend timber for ship building, naval stores, 
and other articles for the equipment of ships. If, 
however, she urges an extension, then timber for 
ship building, tar, pitch, turpentine, rosin, copper 
in sheets, sails, and sail cloth, hemp and cordage, 
may be added; and, generally, whatever may serve 
directly and principally for the equipment of ves- 
sels. But iron in pigs and bars, timber for house 
frames, pine or fir planks and boards, staves, nails 
suitable for house building, coarse linens, and, 
generally, all other articles which, though occa- 
sionally or from necessity applicable to the equip- 
ment of ships, are not directly and principally 
prepared for that purpose. 

It is also probable that France will not desire 
to consider provisions as contraband, unless going 
to a place actually blockaded, and we ought stren- 
uously to resist any other construction; but if 


what is said on this subject in the eighteenth ar- | 


ticle of our commercial treaty with Great Britain 
should induce France seriously and with earnest- 
ness to demand the like stipulation, it may be con- 
ceded; yet a modification may first be attempted, 
by proposing not only that if provisions be cap- 
tured, they shall be promptly paid for, with a 
reasonable mercantile profit, freight, and demur- 
rage, but that they shall not be captured at all 
unless going to a place actually blockaded, or to 
supply an invading army or hostile fleet, though 
in situations not actually forming an investment 
or blockade. 

XXVI. If, on the exhibition of the certificates 
or manifests of a ship’s cargo, the property of an 
enemy, or contraband goods, be discovered, and 
the ship be consequently captured and carried into 
port, provision must be made to prevent embez- 
zlement, waste, and destruction. 

But there is a very common regulation to pre- 
vent disorder and injury in stopping and examin- 
ing neutral ships, which certainly is disregarded 
in practice, viz: That the examining ship shall 
not approach the neutral within cannon shot, 
while her boat is sent to make the examination. 
It is a rule which would produce both inconve- 
nience and delay, and in bad weather be imprac- 
ticable, or very dangerous. The provision that 
only two or three men shall enter the neutral ves- 
sel is very proper, though, like many other salu- 
tary regulations, is not enforeed by penalties on 
offenders. But instead of visiting the neutral, the 


with his papers. This is an abuse; and many 
instances have occurred in the present war, in 
which it has been practised with great inhumanity, 
and most when it was most inhuman—in tempes- 
tuous weather, when a boat could not be put out, 
but with imminent danger of the lives of the men, 
It will therefore be very well to stipulate that the 
neutral party shall in no case be required to go on 
board the examining vessel. And if this should 
in any cases prevent an examination, it can afford 
no just ground of complaint; for prima facie, bet- 
ter is the right of the neutral than of the bellige- 
| rent vessel. Besides, the stipulation would be re- 
| ciprocal. 
| XXVII. The usual stipulations in treaties, de- 
signed to prevent abuses by armed vessels, have 
ever been found inadequate ; perhaps they do not 
admit of a complete remedy. If, however, any 
nation does not provide penalties and securities, 
whereby to restrain offenders and indemnify the 
j injured, the nation itself ought to be responsible. 
Doubtless, the nation should be immediately re- 
i sponsible for all abuses committed by national 
| ships. 

One abuse is the destruction or concealment of 
papers of captured vessels. A remedy for this 
seems practicable: the captors may be obliged to 
give a receipt for them upon a list of the papers ; 
and they may also be sealed up with the seals of 
the captors and captured. 

The master and supercargo, being entrusted by 
| the owners with the vessel and cargo, ought never 
| to be separated from them. They may prevent 
waste and embezzlement, and, on the arrival of 
the vessel, will be ready for examination ; and, 
| also, to claim the property in behalf of the own- 
ers, and contest, as of right they may do, the le- 
gality of the capture. 

Bribery, or an attempt to bribe any one of the 
ship’s company or passengers to depose to any 
i fact tending to the condemnation of vessel or 
cargo, or putting any of them to torture for that 
or any other purpose, should absolutely procure 
her acquittal. 

But a still greater evil remains, and more diffi- 
cult to remedy—the improper institution of prize 
courts. Probably no provision can be explicitly 
made, other than that each party will take effec 
tual care that the judgments and decrees in prize 
causes shall be given,conformable to the rules of 
justice and equity, and the stipulations of the 
treaty, and without any unnecessary delay, by 
judges above all suspicion, and who have no man- 
ner of interest in the cause in dispute. It would 
be some check on the judges in prize causes if 
their reasons for condemning were required to be . 
stated, with the other proceedings, in writing; 
and copies of the whole should, if demanded, be 
delivered to the commander or agent of the cap- 
tured vessel without the smallest delay, or, at fur- 
thest, within fifteen daysafter sentence pronounced, 
and sooner if practicable, and at the expense of the 
captors, (in case of condemnation,) not of the cap- 
tured, who are otherwise sufficiently distressed. 

_Prizes, as already observed, should be conducted 


other often requires the neutral to send an officer | into the ports of the party at war, or of an asso- 
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ciate in the war, and there adjudicated by the | there isa subject on which to operate. The other - 
regular tribunals. The French have conducted j articles of the treaty should terminate in ten or 
their prizes into neutral as well as belligerent} twelve years; a period as long as they will be 
ports; and, when there was no Consul to try and ! likely to be mutually satisfactory. 


‘condemn, leaving there the prizes, they have car-j The following points are to be considered as 
ried the papers to a distant place to find a French | ultimated: 
tribunal; and there, in the absence of the cap-|. 1. That an article be inserted for establishing a 


tured party, procured sentences of condemnation, ; board, with suitable powers, to hear and deter- 
and sold the prizes. The same mode of obtain- | mine the claims of our citizens, for the causes 
ing condemnation has been uniformly practised | hereinbefore expressed, and binding France to pay 
when they carried their prizes into the ports of | or secure payment of the sums which shall be 
“an associate in the present war. But, without | awarded. 
waiting for the result of this farcical trial, it has| 2. That the treaties and consular convention, 
been common to unlade and sell the cargoes as | declared to be no longer obligatory by act of Con- 
soon as they reached a port. gress, be not in whole or in part revived by the 
An unreasonable burden is imposed on the cap- | new treaty ; but that all the engagements, to which 
tured, in requiring them, if they think proper to | the United States are to become parties, be spe- 
appeal to a higher tribunal, to find sureties in large | cified in the new treaty. 
penalties, which, as strangers, it is impossible to} 3. That no guaranty of the whole or any part 


procure. This evil demands redress. of the dominions of France be stipulated, nor any 
The crews are often stripped of their property, | engagement made, in the nature of an alliance. 
and even of their clothes, and turned ashore with-| 4. That noaid or loan be promised in any form 


out money or provisions. Such inhuman pillage | whatever. 
is disgraceful to the nation which permits, or does} 5. That no engagement be made inconsistent 
‘not, by adequate punishments, restrain it. The| with the obligations of any prior treaty ; and, as 
masters, supercargoes, other officers and seamen, | it may respect our Treaty with Great Britain, the 
should be allowed certain sums; the former to em- | instruction herein marked XXI, is to be particu- 
ploy counsel to support their claims to the prop- | larly observed. 
erty captured, and also for their subsistence; and| 6. That no stipulation be made granting pow- 
the seamen might have an adequate allowance of | ers to Consuls or others, under color of which tri- 
good provisions until they could find vessels re- | bunals can be established within our jurisdiction, 
turning to their own country. T'o admit masters | or personal privileges be claimed by Frenchmen, 
and supercargoes into the courts to defend the | incompatible with the complete sovereignty of the 
property captured, when they have been pre-| United States in matters of policy, commerce, and 
viously stripped of their money, and all means of | Government. i 
providing the legal assistance essential to a right| , 7. That the duration of the proposed treaty be 
defence, is to tantalize with the semblance of jus- | limited to twelve years, at furthest, from the day 
tice, while the substance is denied. of the exchange of the ratifications, with the ex- 
XXVIII. If vessels of either party sail for a | ceptions respecting its permanence in certain cases, 
place actually blockaded by the other, without a | specified under the instruction marked XXX. 
previous knowledge of the blockade, every such TIMOTHY PICKERING. 
vessel may be turned away, but not detained, nor} Deparrmenr or Stare, Oct. 22, 1799. 
her cargo, if not enemy’s property, nor contra- 
band, be confiscated, unless, after notice, she shall 
again attempt to enter. Nor should any vessel 
that may have entered prior to the blockade, be 
restrained from quitting such place with her re-} 1. Chalmers’s collection of Treaties between 
turn cargo; nor, if found there after the reduction | Great Britain and other Powers, 2 vols. 
of the place, should they be liable to any injury.|_ 2, Complete copy of the Laws of the United 
XXIX. Ifa war should break out between the | States, 4 vols. 
two nations, six months after the proclamation; 3. Correspondence between Mr. Jefferson, Sec- 
thereof may be allowed to the merchants and | retary of State, and the French Minister, Mr. Ge- 
others of each nation, residing in the dominions | net, 1 vol. 
of the other, for selling and transporting their| 4. Letter from T. Pickering, Secretary of State, 
* goods and merchandise. And if, during that term, | dated January 16, 1797, to General Pinckney, Min- 
any thing be taken from them, or injury done | ister from the United States to the French Re- 
them, by either party, or the citizens or subjects | public, with an appendix, containing correspond- 
of either party, full satisfaction should be made. | ences with the French Ministers, Fauchet and 
XXX. The articles of the treaty which you | Adet, 1 vol. 
may conclude, as far as they respect compensa-; 5. Documents (including General Pinckney’s 
tion and payment for past injuries and contracts, | information of his mission) laid before Congress, 
should be permanent, until the objects thereof be | the 16th of May, 1797, 1 pamphlet. 
fulfilled. So likewise the article to prevent the| 6. Instructions to, and proceedings of, the late 
sequestration or confiscation of debts, and shares | Envoys, Pinckney, Marshall, and Gerry, 3 copies. 
or moneys in the public funds, or in public or pri-| 7. Mr. Gerry’s letter of October 1, 1798, and 
vate. banks, should endure, while on either side | correspondence with M. Talleyrand, 3 copies. 


6th Con.—36 ` 


List of books and papers, delivered to Governor Davie 
for the use of the Envoys to the French Republic. 


1123 


APPENDIX. 


1124 


Relations with France. 


= 


8. French originals of Mr. Talleyrand’s com- 
munications, 3 copies. 

9. Report of T. Pickering, Secretary of State, 
on Mr. Gerry’s letter and communication, 3 copies. 

10. Report of T. Pickering, Secretary of State, 
on French spoliations, laid before Congress, Feb- 
ruary 27, 1797, 1 copy. i 

11. Report of further spoliations, received Sep- 
tember 6, 1798, from General Pinckney, manu- 
script. 

12. Letter dated 12th May, 1799, from M. Tal- 
leyrand to Mr. Murray, containing the assurances. 

13. Letter of credence to the French Directory, 
sealed with the seal of the United States. 

14. One copy of the letter of credence. 

15. Three sets of instructions for negotiating 
with the French Republic. 

16.. Form of the passport, or sea-letter, annexed 
to the treaty of February 6, 1798. 

17. Printed sea-letter in four languages, as now 
used in the United States. 

18. Papers on the affairs of St. Domingo: 1. 
Letter from General Toussaint, to the President 
of the United States, dated November 6, 1798; 2. 
Answer to ditto, from the Secretary of State, 
March 4, 1799; 3. Letter of instructions to Ed- 
ward Stevens, Esq., Consul General, and marked 
No. 1, March 7, 1799; 4. Letter to Edward Ste- 
vens, Esq., No. 2, April 20, 1799; 5. Heads of 
regulations and points understood between the 
Governments of Great Britain and the United 
States ; 6. Letter to Edward Stevens, Esq., No. 3, 
May 9, 1799; 7. Letter to Edward Stevens, Esq., 
No. 4, June 1; 8. Letter to Edward Stevens, Esq.. 


No. 5, July 5; 9. President’s proclamation for | 


opening trade with St. Domingo. 

19. Letter to General Desfourneaux, agent of 
the French Directory at Guadaloupe, declaring 
the terms on which trade might be opened with 
that island. 

20. Letter of instructions to Samuel Cooper, 
Esq., sent to the Isle of France to propose terms 
for opening trade with that island. 

21. Letter from Fulwar Skipwith, late Consul 
General of the United States at Paris, dated Jan- 
uary 23, 1799, enclosing a letter from Mr. Tal- 
leyrand, dated 12th December, 1798, on the rôle 
PMeéquipage. 

22. A cipher, for secret correspondence with 
the Department of State. 

23. Personal passports for Judge Ellsworth and 
Governor Davie. 

24, Passport for the frigate United States. 

25. Letter to Judge Ellsworth and Governor 
Davie, mentioning the names of Consuls and 
agents of the United States in Spain, Portugal, 
and France. 


Mr. Ellsworth and Mr. Davie sailed from New- 
port, Rhode Island, on the 3d of November, hav- 
ing agreed to touch at Lisbon, before they made 
any port of France; arrived there on the 27th of 
November. Information of the revolution at Paris 
of the 18th Brumaire had just been received, and 
it was therefore thought expedient to remain long 


enough at that place to form some judgment of 
the consequences of that change in the French 
Government. Upon a conference on the 6th of 
December, the Envoys resolved on the measures 
detailed in the following letter to the Secretary of 
State: 
Lisson, December 7, 1799, 

Sir: We arrived at this place on the 27th ulti- 
mo. The latechange in France, the circumstan- 
ces of which we are informed will be fully de- 
tailed in Mr. Smith’s despatches, and our desire 
to obtain a more accurate knowledge of the fea- 
tures and effects of this revolution before we en- 
tered that country, would have induced us to land 
in Holland, where we might join Mr. Marray, 
and be in a better situation tò govern ourselves by 
circumstances ; but Captain Barry apprehends it 
would hazard the frigate to attempt any port in 
Holland at this season of the year; we have, there- 
fore, determined to sail immediately for L’Orient. 

From L’Orient we shall probably proceed to 
Paris, if we can be satisfied that our present let- 
ters of credence will avail us. You will doubt- 
less consider, sit, of the expediency of sending us, 
with your first despatches, other letters of cre- 
dence addressed to the Supreme Executive of 
France, or in a manner more particular, which 
may introduce us, if necessary, or sanction the 
progress we have made. We have the honor, &c., 

OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
W. R. DAVIE. 
Hon. Timotuy PICKERING, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. Ellsworth and Mr. Davie, being detained 
nine days by contrary winds, sailed on the 21st of 
December for L’Orient; a succession of heavy 
gales and continued bad weather then rendering 
it apparently impracticable to reach that place, 
they authorized Captain Barry to make any port 
in France or Spain, and arrived at Corunna on 
the 16th of January, and the next day sent the 
following letter to Ch. M. Talleyrand, Minister of 
the Exterior Relations of the French Republic, 
by a special courier: 

Cortnna, January 17, 1800. 

The undersigned, Envoys Extraordinary and 
Ministers Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to the French Republic, have the honor 
to inform you of their arrival at this port, after a 
lapse of ten weeks since their leaving America, 
and the loss of four in a fruitless attempt to get 
from Lisbon (where they touched) to L’Orient. 
From hence they will proceed immediately to the 
confines of France by land. 

As they left the United States early in Novem- 
ber, their letters of credence are, of course, ad- 
dressed to “the Executive Directory of the French 
Republic.” This circumstance being a matter of 
mere formality, they are induced to suppose that 
no objection will arise out of it, and that their let- 
ters of credence will have the same effect as they 
would have under an address adapted to the pres- 
ent distribution of the powers of the French Re- 
public. Should the Government view this cir- 
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cumstance in the same light with the undersigned, 


Captain Barry having received directions from 


they then request that passports may be granted | the Envoys to wait the return of the courier to 
for them and their suite to Paris, and that they | Corunna, in order to take their despatches for the 
may be forwarded by the courier charged with | Government, the following letter was written to 


these despatches; and also that there may be 
granted, and that you would have the goodness to 
transmit, together with their letter to him, a like 
passport to William Vans Murray, Esq., at the 
Hague, who is joint Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary, as before mentioned, 
with them. They pray you, sir, to accept the as- 
surances of their high respect, 

OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 

WILLIAM R. DAVIE. 

Mintsrer or Forsicn RELATIONS, &c. 


The following is the letter forwarded to Wil- 
liam Vans Murray, Esq., mentioned in the above 


Corunna, January 17, 1800. 


Dear Str: We enclose to you a copy of our 
note to the Minister of Foreign Relations of the 
French Republic, from which you will learn our 
situation, and the steps we have taken to facilitate 
your progress and ours to Paris, where we hope 
soon to meet you for the accomplishment of a busi- 
ness which we all have so much at heart. Your 
letter of credence and your instructions are with 
us. With much respect and esteem, we are, dear 
sir, your obedient servants, 

OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE. 
Witiam Vans Murray, Esq. 


The above Envoys, in pursuance of the plan | 


which they had adopted of going to Paris by land, 
left Corunna on the 24th of January, and arrived 
at Burgos on the 9th of February, where they met 
the courier returning from Paris, with the follow- 
ing answer from the Minister of Exterior Rela- 
tions: 
Panis, 11th Pluviose, (30th January,) 
8th year of the French Republic. 

GENTLEMEN: I have reccived the letter dated 
at Corunna, which you have done me the honor 
to write. . I regret exceedingly that an unpleasant 
and protracted voyage has so long delayed your 
arrival in France. You are expected with impa- 


tience and will be received with warmth. The | 


form which has been given to your letters of cre- 
dence will occasion no obstacle to the opening of 
a negotiation, from which I dare anticipate the 
happiest results. No time will be lost in trans- 


mitting to Mr. Murray the letter intrusted to my : 
care, to which will be added the necessary pass- - 


ports. The requisite passports will also be for- 
warded to you. Agreeably to your desire, I con- 
fide this packet to the courier whom you have 
despatched. 
Receive, gentlemen, the assurance of my high 
consideration. 
CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 
Messrs. ELLSWORTH and DAVIE, 
Envoys, §c., of the United States. 


the Secretary of State: 


Bureos, February 10, 1800. 

Sir: We have the pleasure to enclose to you a 
copy of our letter No.1, dated at Lisbon, and for- 
warded from St. Ubes. We were detained in the 
Tagus by contrary winds till the 21st of Decem- 
ber, when we sailed for L’Orient, under the ex- 
pectation of making that port in seven or eight 
days; but, on the 24th, we encountered a severe 
gale, which blew with little intermission until the 
2d of January, at which time it was ascertained 
that we had drifted as far as latitude 50, and to the 
west of Cape Clear. Observing that Captain Bar- 
ry was extremely apprehensive of approaching 
any part of the French coast, on the Bay of Bis- 
cay, in bad weather, and asso much time had been 
already lost, we directed him to land us in any 
port of France or Spain that he could make with 
| safety and convenience; he thought proper to 
choose the port of Corunna, and anchored in the 
Bay of Ares, a few leagues from that place, on 
the 11th of January. Being anxious to make the 
necessary preparations for our journey to Paris, 
and the wind continuing unfavorable for the sail- 
ing of the frigate to Corunna, we landed at the 
village of Puente Eume. and immediately after 
our arrival at Corunna, despatched a courier to 
Paris, with a letter addressed to the Minister of 
Foreign Relations, desiring the necessary pass- 


-| ports, (a copy of which is enclosed, marked A.) 


covering also a letter to Mr. Murray, a copy of 
which (marked B.) you will receive under this 
enclosure. 

The necessary arrangements were made to meet 
the courier at Burgos, or Victoria, and he fortu- 
nately reached this place yesterday, a few hours 
| before our arrival, charged with the despatches 

marked C.) from Ch. M. Talleyrand, Minister of 
axterior Relations, enclosing the passports re- 
quested in our letter written at Corunna. 

We regret exceedingly the time that must be 
consumed in a long and tedious journey by land. 
in the most rigorous and unfavorable season of 
the year; but after the ineffectual attempt to go 
to L’Orient by water, this measure appeared indis- 
pensable, notwithstanding any difficulties with 
| which it might be connected. We expect toleave 
i this place to-morrow, and flatter ourselves with 
i the hope of arriving in Paris about the first of 
i March. We have the honor to be, &e., 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE. 
| Hon. Timotuy PICKERING. 

i Secretary of State. 


| The Envoys set out from Burgos on the ilth 
i of February, and, taking the route by Bayonne, 
| arrived in Paris on the 2d of March, where Mr. 
| Murray had also arrived the preceding day. 

The following was delivered by Mr. Murray, 
s an extract from his journal; 


i 
| 
ia 
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Mr. Semonville, the French Minister at the 
Hague, called on me on the 4th of February, and 
-delivered to me a packet from Mr. Talleyrand, 
containing a passport, a letter from my colleagues 
Mr. Elisworth and Mr. Davie, dated at Corunna, 
and the following letter: 


Panis, 11th Pluviose, (80th Januury,) 
8th year of the French Republic. 


Sir: I have received information that the Plen- 
ipotentiaries of the United States, after a long 
and difficult voyage, have arrived at Corunna. 
They have forwarded to me the enclosed letter, 
which I hasten to transmit to you. I avail my- 
self. of this occasion to enclose a passport, which 
may be necessary on your repairing to Paris. 
While indulging the hope that you will speedily 
join your colleagues, I felicitate myself upon the 
prospect that the time will soon arrive, when, by 
a frank and full discussion, a termination will be 
put to the difficulties existing between the Repub- 
lic of France and the United States, and when 
the two nations will be restored to that friendly 
and harmonious intercourse which ought never 
to have been suspended. Receive, sir, the assur- 
ance of my high consideration. 

CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 

To Mr. Murray, 

Envoy, §c., of the U.S. at the Hague. 


To which I returned the following answer: 
Tue Hacus, February 4, 1800. 

Crrizen Minister: Mr. Semonville, the Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary of the French Republic, had 
the goodness to-day to deliver to me himself the 
letter of the 31st ultimo, which you did me the 
honor to write, enclosing passports for myself, 
family, and baggage, and a letter from my col- 
leagues, Mr. Ellsworth and Mr. Davie; accept my 
thanks for this communication. 

I shall immediately prepare for my new desti- 
nation, one from which Inow permit myself to 
hope a restoration of that harmony which cer- 
tainly ought not to have been so cruelly inter- 
rupted. 

May [ask a repetition of an act of politeness 
in requesting that the enclosed may be delivered 
to my colleagues, who I hope will bein Paris im- 
mediately. Accept, Citizen Minister, the assur- 
ance of my high consideration. 

W. V. MURRAY. 

To Crrizen TALLEYRAND, 

Minister, §c., of the French Republic. 


On the 10th, [requested personally of Mr. Vem- 
der Goes, the Minister of Exterior Relations, an 
audience of leave. This was fixed for the 13th, 
when I took a temporary leave of the Batavian 
Directory, and on the 17th set out for Paris. 

The severity of the season, and a two days’ ill- 
ness of Mrs. Murray on the road, prevented me 
from making a journey, generally made in five 
days, in less than thirteen. On Saturday evening, 
the: Ist March, I arrived at Paris, and the next 
day:had. the pleasure of seeing Mr. Ellsworth and 
Mr, Davie arrive, 


Marca 3d. 


The following note was addressed to the Min- 
ister of Exterior Relations: 
Panis, 3d March, 1800, and of the 
Independence of the U. S. the 34th. 


Crrizen Minister: The undersigned, Envoys 
Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the French Re- 
public, have just met at this city, and request the 
favor of you to inform them at what time it may 
be. convenient to you to receive a visit from them. 

Accept, Citizen Minister, the assurance of their 
high consideration. 

` OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
W. R. DAVIE, 
W. V. MURRAY. 
To Citizen TALLEYRAND, 
Minister of Exterior Relations, &c. 


The following notes were received from the 
Minister, in answer to the above, and the demand 
verbally made by the Envoys of being formally 


received by the Premier Consul : 


The Minister of Exterior Relations to Messrs. Oliver 
Ellsworth, W. R. Davie, and W. V. Murray, Envoys 
Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of Ameriea. 

Panis, 13th Ventose, (8d March,) 
year 8 of the French Republic. 


GENTLEMEN: The information which you have 
just communicated; of your arrival at Paris, has 
given me real satisfaction. If you will take the 
trouble to call upon me at half-past twelve to- 
morrow, I will be exceedingly gratified at having 
the honor to receive you. Accept, gentlemen, the 
assurance of my high consideration. 

CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 


The Minister of Exterior Relations to Messrs. Ells- 
worth, Davie, and Murray, Ministers Plenipotentiary 
and Envoys Extraordinary of the United States of 
America. 

Pants, 14th Ventose, (4th March,) 
8th year of the French Republic, 
one and indivisible. 

GENTLEMEN : I have the honor to inform you 
that the First Consul of the Republic will give 
you an audience on the 17th instant; I pray you, 
therefore, to be so obliging as to attend on that 
day at the Tuilleries, in the Hall of the Ambassa- 
dors, a little before one o’clock. I beg you to ac- 

eept the assurance of my high consideration. 

CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 


Maron 8th, (17th Ventose.) 


The Envoys were received by the Premier Con- 
sul, in the manner required by their instructions. 

Citizens Joseph Bonaparte, Fleurieu, and Re- 
derer, being appointed by the Premier Consul, on 
the 13th Ventose, Ministers Plenipotentiary for 
the purpose of negotiating with the Ministers Ple- 
nipotentiary and Envoys Extraordinary of the 
United States, upon the differences existing be- 
tween the two States, this event was announced 
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to the Envoys of the United States, by the Minis- 


ter of Exterior Relations, in the following letter, 


under date of the 18th Ventose, (8th of March:) 


The Minister of Exterior Relations to Messrs. Ells- 
. worth, Davie, and Murray, Envoys Extraordinary 
and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the United States 
of America. 
Panis 18th Ventose, (8th of March,) 
8th year of the French 7 haat 
one and indivisible. 
GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to inform you 
that the First Consul of the Republic has just ap- 
pointed Citizens Joseph Bonaparte, ex-Ambassa- 
dor at Rome, Fleurieu, late Minister of Marine, 
and Reederer, Counsellor of State, Ministers Ple- 
nipotentiary, to treat with you concerning the dif- 
ferences existing between the two nations, to ef- 
fect the accommodation which they mutually de- 
sire, and to fulfil the wish, expressed by the two 
Governments, to remove a misunderstanding 
which comports as little with their interests as 
with their sentiments. Receive, gentlemen, the 
assurance of my high consideration. 


CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 


The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ter of Exterior Relations of the French Republic. 

Paris, March 9, 1800. 


Citizen Minister: The undersigned, Envoys 
Extraordinary of the United States, have the 
honor to acknowledge your letter of yesterday, 
announcing to them that the Premier Consul of 
the Republic had named the Citizens Joseph Bo- 
naparte, ex-Ambassador at Rome, Fleurieu, late 
Minister of Marine, and Reederer, Counsellor of 
State, as Ministers Plenipotentiary to treat with 
them on the differences existing between the 
French Republic and the United States of Amer- 
ica. 

The Government of the United States, being 
always assured that the interests of both nations 
would be essentially promoted by the re-establish- 
ment of confidence and harmony between the 
two countries, is sincerely desirous to adjust all 
existing differences, and to restore between them 
that understanding and friendly intercourse so 
congenial to her wishes, and so essential to their 
mutual prosperity. 

The agreeable and interesting task of effecting 
these great objects has been committed, on the 
part of the United States, to the undersigned, and 
they will be ready to enter upon that business as 
soon as the Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 
French Republic shall signify that they are ready 
to commence the negotiation. Accept, Citizen 
Minister, the assurances of their high considera- 


tion. 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


The Envoys of the United States having thus 


informed the Minister of Exterior Relations of | isting circumstances, 


their readiness to enter on the business of the ne- 

gotiation, as soon as it would be convenient for the 

Ministers of the French Republic, they waited 

until the 14th for some intimation from them on 

that subject: none, however, being then received, 
they agreed to address the following note to 

Messrs. Joseph Bonaparte, Fleurieu, and Roederer, 

the Ministers announced in the above communi- 

cation: 

The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 

Panis, March 15, 1800. 
Ministers: The undersigned had the pleasure 
to be informed of your appointment as Ministers 

Plenipotentiary to treat with them on the differ- 

ences existing between the French Republic and 

the United States, by a letter from the Minister of 

Exterior Relations, under date of the 18th Ven- 

tose. 

The necessary previous measures appearing 
now to be taken by both Governments, it remains 
with their Ministers to have their wishes fulfilled : 


.| and the undersigned permit themselves to hope 


that the strange phenomenon of a misunderstand- 
ing between the French Republic and the United 
States of America will soon disappear. They 
will have the honor to meet the Ministers Pleni- 
potentiary of the French Republic at such time 
and place as they may prefer, for the exchange of 
powers, and to learn how soon it will be conve- 
nient for them to commence the negotiation. Ac- 
cept, Ministers, the assurances of their high con- 


sideration. ; 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, __. 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


Marca 27th. 
The Envoys had received no answer to their 
note of the 15th, but had been informed, verbally, 
that the delay was much regretted by the French 

Government and the Ministers, and that it was 

occasioned by the indisposition of Mr. Joseph 

Bonaparte, President of the French Commission, 

who, in a note to the Envoys, of this date, an- 

nounced his recovery. The French Ministers, 
however, continuing silent, the Envoys addressed 
the following note to them, on the morning of the 
29th ; and, in the afternoon of the same day, re- 
ceived the note under date of the 8th Germinal, 

(same date:) 

The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to Citizens J. 
Bonaparte, Fleurieu, and Reederer, Ministers Pleni- 
potentiary of the French Republic. 


Paris, March 29, 1800. 


Crrizen Ministers: The undersigned are hap- 
py to learn that the indisposition of Mr. Bona- 
parte, which has so unfortunately retarded the 
commencement of the negotiation, is at length re- 
moved: and, impressed as they are with the im- 
portance of their mission, and the urgency of ex- 
they take again the liberty 
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to express their solicitude that an early day may 
be named, at which it will be convenient for you 
to honor the undersigned with an interview, for 
the purpose of effecting the object of their last 
note. Accept, Citizen Ministers, &c. 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French Republic 
to the Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States of America. 


Paris, 8th Germinal, year 8, 
(27th. March, 1800.) 
GentLemen: We participate, very sincerely, in 

the wish which you have expressed for the speedy 
re-establishment of friendly relations between the 
United States of America and the French Repub- 
lic ; and it is for the purpose of hastening its ac- 
complishment that we propose a conference the 
lith or 12th instant, at whatever hour may be 
most convenient to you, at the house of Citizen J. 
Bonaparte, one of us. Receive, gentlemen, the 
assurance of our high consideration. 

BONAPARTE. 

FLEURIAU. 

RGDERER. 


The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 

ees Paris, March, 30, 1800. 
Citizen Ministers: The underwritten Envoys 

Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 

United States have the pleasure to acknowledge 

the.receipt of your note of the 8th Germinal, pro- 

posing a meeting on the 11th or 12th following, at 
such hour as might be convenient. 

The underwritten wili have the honor to meet 
the Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French Re- 
public at the house of the Citizen Joseph Bona- 
parte, on the 12th Germinal, (2d April,) at one 
o’clock in the afternoon ; a time which they hope 
will be agreeable. Receive, Citizen Ministers, 
the assurance of their high consideration. 

OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


On the 2d of April, (12th Germinal,) the En- 
voys of the United States met the French Minis- 
ters at the house of Joseph Bonaparte, where the 
following powers were exchanged, and the mode 
of conducting the negotiation adjusted : 

Extract from the Registers of the Decrees of the First 

Consul of the Republic. 
Pants, 12th Ventose, (3d March,) 
year 8 of the French Republic, 
one and indivisible. 

In the name of the French people: Bonaparte, 
First Consul of the Republic, upon the report 
of the Minister of Foreign Relations, decrees: 

~ ARTICLE 1. Citizen Joseph Bonaparte, ex-Am- 

bassador of the French Republic. Fleurieu, and 


Reederer, Counsellors of State, are appointed 
Ministers Plenipotentiary, for the purpose of ne- 
gotiating with the Ministers Plenipotentiary and 


Envoys Extraordinary of the United States, upon 


the differences existing between the two nations. 
Arr. 2, Citizen Joseph Bonaparte shall preside 
over the French Ministers. 
BONAPARTE. 


By the First Consul: the Secretary of State, 


HUGUES B. MARET, 
A true copy: the Minister of Exterior Relations, 
CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 
A true copy: the Ministers Plenipotentiary, 
BONAPARTE, 
FLEURIEU, 
RG@DERER. 


Joux Anaxs, President of the United States of Ame- 
rica. To all to whom these presents shall come,. 
greeting: 

Whereas, by letters patent under the seal of the 
United States, and dated on the 26th day of Feb- 
ruary last, I did, by and with the advice and consent. 
of the Senate of the United States, appoint Oliver 
Ellsworth, Chief Justice of the United States, Pat- 
rick Henry, late Governor of Virginia, and Wil- 
liam Vans Murray, Minister Resident of the United 
States at the Hague, to be Envoys Extraordinary 
and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the United 
States to the French Republic, thereby giving: 
and granting to them full powers, for and in the 
name of the United States, to meet and confer 
with the Minister or Ministers of the French Re- 
public, who should be appointed and commission-. 
ed with equal powers, and with such Minister or 
Ministers to discuss and settle by a treaty all còn- 
troversies between the United States and France, 
transmitting such treaty to the President of the 
United States of America, for his final ratifica- 
tion, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate of the United States, if such advice and 
consent shall be given; and whereas the said 
Patrick Henry did signify to me that, from his. 
bodily infirmities, being unable to execute his said 
appointment, he declined accepting the same;, 
now, know ye, that reposing especial trust and 
confidence in the integrity, prudence, and abili- 
ties of William Richardson Davie, late Governor 
of the State of North Carolina, I have nominated, 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, do appoint him an Envoy Extraordinary 
and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States. 
to the French Republic, in the room of the said. 
Patrick Henry, hereby giving and granting to 
him, and to the said Oliver Ellsworth, and Wil- 
liam Vans Murray, full powers for and in the 
name of the United States, to meet and confer with 
the Minister or Ministers of the French Republic, 
who shall be appointed and commissioned with 
equal powers, and with such Minister or Minis- 
ters to discuss and settle by a treaty all controver- 
sies between the United States and France, trans- 
mitting such treaty to the President of the United 
States of America, for his final ratification, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate of the 
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United States, if such advice and consent shall be 
given. 

In testimony whereof, I have caused these let- 
ters to be made patent, and the seal of the United 
States of America to be hereunto affixed. Given 
under my hand, at the city of Philadelphia, the 
tenth day of December, in the year of our Lord 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine, and 
of the independence of the United States the twen- 
ty-fourth. JOHN ADAMS. 

By the President: 

Timotuy PICKERING, 
Secretary of State. 


The Envoys, after withdrawing, proceeded im- 
mediately to consider the copy of the powers de- 
livered by the French Ministers; and, as they ap- 
peared to them not sufficiently full and explicit to 
authorize them to commence the negotiation un- 
der the limitation of their own powers, they ad- 
dressed thefollowing note to the French Ministers 
on the next day: 

The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 


Paris, April 3, 1800. 


Crtizen Ministers: The undersigned Envoys, 
having conferred on the copy delivered to them 
yesterday, of the powers granted to you to nego- 
tiate with them concerning the existing differ- 
ences between the French Republic and the Uni- 
ted States, feel themselves compelled to present to 

ou the doubts they entertain whether the terms 
in which those powers are expressed are suffi- 
ciently full and explicit. You will please to ob- 
serve that the powers with which the undersigned 
are invested, authorize them to discuss and settle 
by a treaty all controversies between the United 
States and France, and they suppose it may be 
questionable, at least, whether the same latitude of 
power may be given by the expression, “a Peffet de 
négocier avec les Ministres, &c. sur les différends 
survenus entre les deux états;” and if it could be 
inferred from any construction of the terms used 
in the commission, that to “negotiate respecting 
the existing differences,” implied a power to set- 
tle them also by treaty, yet the undersigned con- 
ceive that it would not be advisable to act upon 
powers deduced by implication from terms in 
their nature indefinite, in the same manner as if 
they had been fully and explicitly expressed. 
Upon examining the copy of the commission, 
which the undersigned had the honor to deliver 
to you yesterday, you will observe the nature and 
extent of their powers, and that they can only ne- 
gotiate with Ministers of- the French Republic, 
who may be commissioned with equal powers. 
This circumstance, it is hoped, will satisfy the 
Ministers of the French Republic, that the under- 
signed have not attached to this objection an un- 
necessary importance,.and evince to them the 
propriety of procuring from their Government 
powers commensurate with those granted by the 
Government of the United States. 
While the undersigned regret any trouble or 


delay that this cireumstance may occasion, they 
are happy that the situation of the Ministers of 
the French Republic will enable them to remove 
the difficulty without any considerable inconve- 
nience to the negotiation. 

The Envoys of the United States have the 
highest confidence in the upright views and frank 
disposition of the French Government, and hope 
it will do them the justice to believe that they are 
actuated only by a respect to that duty which 
their commission and instructions prescribe. Ac- 
cept, &e. OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 

WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


APRIL 8. 


Received the following letter from the French 
Ministers, under date of the 17th Germinal, (7th 
April,) enclosing a copy of the new powers, and 
a copy of a letter from the Minister of Exterior 
Relations: 

The Minister of Exterior Relations to the Ministers Plen- 
ipotentiary appointed to negotiate with the Envoys 
of the United States. 

Paris, 19 Germinal, (April 6,) year 8. 

I have received, citizens, your letter of the 13th 
and 14th of this month, (Nos. 1 and 2,) with the 
copies therein referred to. 

y the first, you inform me of the exchange 
which you have made of your powers with the 
American Ministers; and, in the second, you com- 
municate an extract of the note which these Min- 
isters have addressed to you, respecting the insuf- 
ficiency which they suppose to exist in the powers 
you have exchanged with them. — 

The First Consul, to whom I have submitted 
your despatches, in order to present to the Minis- 
ters of the United States an unequivocal proof of 
the spirit in which he desires to conduct the ne- 
gotiation, has thought proper to furnish you with 
powers still more special and explicit than those 
contained in his first decree. In transmitting them, 
however, to the American Ministers, you will be 
pleased to apprize them that, in our diplomatic 
usages, since the Revolution, our negotiators have 
almost always been accredited and empowered by 
simple decrees, similar to the one which you have 
placed in their hands; and that in these decrees 
the expression “to negotiate” has always import- 
ed an authority “to conclude.” I might have con- 
fined myself, indeed, to giving you, officially, this 
explanation; and the American Ministers, as they 
have themselves declared, would have been con- 
tent with receiving it. But the First Consul has 
preferred the other mode, for the purpose, as Ihave 
already stated, of removing all the obstacles of 
mere form which could delay or embarrass the 
progress of the negotiation. 

Safety and fraternity. 

CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 


An exact copy: the Ministers Plenipotentiary 
of the French Republic : 
J. BONAPARTE, 


FLEURIEU, 
RGEDERER. 
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Paris, the 17th Germinal, when the Envoys considered the way sufficiently 

(Tih April,) year8. | prepared to authorize them to offer some details 

The undersigned, Ministers Plenipotentiary of ; 1n the form of articles of a treaty, respecting the 
the French Republic, have the honor to inform the claims of individuals. a 

Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- | The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 

tiary of the United States, that their letter, dated | tiary of the United States of America to the Citizens 


the 13th of this month, has been received. Joseph Bonaparte, Fleurieu, and Reederer, Ministers 
In order to reply to this letter, the French Min-| Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 
isters havea waited the result of its reference to their Paris, April 7, 1800. 


‘Government, which they hastened to make. The| CrrizenMrnisters: The undersigned havegreat 
answer which they received is enclosed. In the pleasure in acknowledging the receipt of the note 
new powers, of which they have the honor to | which you did them the honor of addressing to them 
transmit the subjoined copy, the American Minis- | to day, covering the arrété of new powers, and 
ters will perceive the manner in which the First | the copy of the letter to you from the Minister of 
‘Consul of the Republic has removed the doubt | Exterior Relations. That Minister, they are happy 
which they expressed; and in the explanations | tosee, has done them justice upon the interpretation 
contained in the letter of the Ministers of Exterior | which they had presumed to be the correct one of 
Relations, they will not fail to discover new mo- | the terms in question ; and as they unite with you 
tives of confidence. The Ministers of the Repub- | inthe wish to press forward the negotiation, they be- 
lic, presuming that no obstacle will now oppose | lieve that, in transmitting the note which accom- 
the opening of the negotiation, expect to receive, | panies this, and which was promised on the 12th 
on the part of the Ministers of the United States, of Germinal, they at once meet the frankness of 
the memorial which was announced at the confer- your views, and give to you a certain demonstra- 
ence of the 12th instant. tion of the confidence with which the justice and 

They pray them to receive the assurance of | principles of the Government of the French Re- 
their high consideration. public have inspired them. 

J. BONAPARTE, Accept, Citizen Ministers, the assurance of their 
FLEURIEU, high consideration. 

RGDERER. OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WM. R. DAVIE, 
WM. V. MURRAY. 


Paris, April 7, 1800. 
Citizen Ministers: The undersigned, appreci- 
ating the value of time, and wishing by frankness 
to evince their sincerity, enter directly on the great 
object of their mission, an object which they be- 
lieve may be best obtained by avoiding to retrace 
too minutely the too well known and too painful 
United States of America upon the differences ex- | incidents which have rendered a negotiation ne- 
isting between the two nations, are authorized to | cessary. To satisfy the demands of justice, and 
negotiate with the said Ministers upon all that con- render a reconciliation cordial and permanent, they 
cerns these differences; as well as to sign and con- | propose an arrangement, such as shall be compat- 
clude, in the name of the Republic, whatever shall | 1ble with national honor and existing cireumstan- 
to them appear necessary to effect a perfect re-es- | Ces, to ascertain and discharge the equitable claims 
tablishment of good harmony. To this end, there- | of the citizens of either nation upon the other, 
fore, Citizens Bonaparte, Reederer, and Fleurieu | whether founded on contract, treaty, or the law 
receive, by this decree, full and complets powers. | Of nations. The way being thus prepared, the, 
BONAPARTE. | undersigned will be at liberty to stipulate for that 
By the first Consul: the Secretary of State, reciprocity and freedom of commercial intercourse 
HUGHES B. MARET. | between thetwo countries, which must essentially 
. An exact copy: the Minister of Exterior Re- | contribute to their mutual advancement. Sheuld 
lations. C. M. TALLEYRAND. _ | this general view of the subject be approved by the 
~ An exact copy: the Ministers Plenipotentiary of | Ministers Plenipotentiary, to whom it is addressed, 
the French Republic. the details, it is presumed, may be easily adjusted, 
J. BONAPARTE, | and that confidence restored which ought never 
FLEURIRU, to have been shaken. Accept, &e. 
RÆDERER. OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
— WM. R. DAVIE, 
WM. V. MURRAY. 


Paris, 19th Germinal, 
» (9th April,) year 8. 
The Ministers of the French Republic have pe- 
rused with attention the plan proposed by the En- 


Extract from the register of the Decrees of the First 
; Consul of the Republic. 
Panis, 15th Germinal, (5th March,) 
year 8th of the Republic, one and indivisible. 

In the name of the French people: Bonaparte, 
Reederer, and Fleurieu, appointed, by the decree 
of the 13th Ventose, (3d March) last, Ministers 
Plenipotentiary, to negotiate with the Envoys Ex- 
traordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 


pa ee 


. The following answer was returned to the above 
communication, accompanied by a note under the 
same date, sketching the plan on which the Envoys 
proposed to open the negotiation. This proposi- 
tion produced a discussion, detailedin the follow- 
“ing correspondence up to the 17th April, inclusive; 
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voys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary | 
of the United States for conducting the negotiation. 

They are of opinion that the first object should 
be, to determine therules, and the mode of procedure, 
for the valuation and indemnification of those in~ 
juries for which the two nations, respectively, may 
have demands against each other, whether these 
demands are founded on national injuries or in- 
dividual claims. 

And that the second object is, to insure the ex- 
ecution of the treaties of friendship and commerce, 
now existing between the two nations, and the ac- 
complishment of those views of reciprocal advan- 
tage which first dictated them. 

The undersigned have only, in addition, to observe, 
that as no measures are authorized by the Govern- 
ment of France affording the least ground of in- 
quietude to the American commerce, they would 
consider it a preliminary favorable to the nego- 
tiation, if the Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers 
Plenipotentiary ofthe United States will be pleased 
to communicate the orders, no doubt issued by the 
President of the United States, to discontinue the 
operation of the acts of Congress, the enforcement 
of which must be viewed as repugnant to that good 
understanding for which both nations have expres- 
sed an equal desire.: 

The undersigned pray the Ministers Plenipoten- 


tiary to receive the assurance of their high con- 
sideration. f 
BONAPARTE, 
FLEURIEU, 
RÆDERER. 


The Envoys Extraorđinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 


Panis, April 11, 1800. 

Crrizpn Ministers: The undersigned have 
seen with pleasure in your note which they had 
the honor to receive yesterday, an acquiescence in 
the principle of compensating equitable claims of 
citizens on both sides; though you have proposed 
to include also claims which either nation might 
have for herself. 

This description of claims was omitted in the 
proposition of the undersigned, not from the ap- 
prehension of an unfavorable balance, but because 
in their nature they were difficult to define and 
limit, because their discussion might be unpleasant 
and dilatory, and because, also, to insist on pecu- 
niary compensation for themselves, would be in- 
compatible with that magnanimity which it was 
presumed both nations would prefer in an act of 
accommodation, so auspicious to their future pros- 

_perity. If, however, after considering these ob- 
jections, and others which will suggest themselves, 
the Ministers of the French Republic shall deem 
it necessary to provide pecuniary compensation 
for such claims, the undersigned will be ready fur- 
ther to consider the question at a convenient 
stage of the negotiation, which they apprehend 
will be after it shall be seen what arrangement 
would be acceptable for the claims of citizens. 

The expectation of the undersigned, with regard 


to commerce, is not to renew or amend the former 
treaty. but to propese a new one, which shall 
have fewer difficulties of construction and execu- 
tion; shall more extend the provisions for inter- 
course, and better adapt them to the existing state 
of things; and they trust that, when the negotia- 
tion shall have sufficiently progressed to take up 
this branch of it more particularly, their expecta- 
tion will be shown to be reasonable. 

Any recent acts of the French Republic, having 
for their object to remove from the American 
commerce causes of disquietude, will be duly esti- 
mated in America, and be perceived to have 
strengthened the ground for returning confidence, 
when there shall have been time for it. 

With respect to the acts of the Congress of the 
United States, which the hard alternative of aban- 
doning their commerce to ruin imposed, and - 
which, far from contemplating a co-operation 
with the enemies of the Republic, did not even 
authorize reprisals upon her merchantmen, but 
were restricted simply to giving safety to their 
own, till a moment shall arrive when their suffer- 
ings could be heard and redressed: of these acts 
the undersigned do not know that the President 
of the United States has suspended their effect, 
except in the instance of saving St. Domingo 
from famine. But, without doubt, their effects 
will wholly cease as soon as it can be assured that 
the necessity which imposed them no longer ex- 
ists: of which the undersigned hope their mission 
will be regarded as a sufficient pledge. 

Should it appear to the Ministers of the French 
Republic, from these explanations, made with a 
frankness equal to the candor with which they 
are sure to be examined, that the way is prepared 
to bring forward an arrangement for the claims of 
citizens, the undersigned will soon have the honor 
to offer for their consideration some details on 
that subject. Accept, &c. 

OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


The Ministers of France to the American Envoys. 


Panis, 23d Germinal, (14th April,) year 8. 

The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French 
Republic do not perceive, from the considerations 
suggested rather than developed by the Envoys 
Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of 
the United States, any obstacle to arrangements 
which it may be proper to make, on the subject 
of the individual claims of one nation upon the 
other. It being impossible, on the part of either, 
to estimate these claims except by the discussion 
of the principles of the law of nations and the 
obligations of treaties, the national claims will, for 
the most part, be impliedly estimated by the value 
affixed to those of individuals. National stipula- 
tions will be only the ulterior consequences of ad- 
mitted principles. 

The question, therefore, whether it is expedient 
to form a new treaty, cannot be answered until 
after a discussion, in which the meaning of an- 
cient treaties shall be determined, the principles of 
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the laws.of nations unfolded, and the application | 


of these principles to the claims brought forward, 
whether national or individual, clearly shown. 
It is only- when the doubts thus raised shall be 
removed, that the Ministers. Plenipotentiary of the 
two nations will be able to determine whether 
the ancient treaties will suffice to their interests 
or not. 

Finally, the Ministers of the French Republic 
cannot see without concern that the Ministers 
Plenipotentiary of the United States are uninform- 
ed of any revocation of the hostile measures 
which their Government has adopted with regard 
to France. The French Government, after re- 
scinding several regulations which had given in- 
quietude to the Federal Government; after pub- 
lishing many others for the purpose of re-estab- 
lishing perfect harmony ; after professing, also, a 
readiness to do all that justice shall demand, in 
order to efface every irritating remembrance; had 
aright to expect, with other evidences of recipro- 
city, that the armed vessels of the United States 
should cease to attack the vessels of the Republic, 
and that the effusion of human blood should no 
longer be feared. 

To prevent the interruption of the negotiation 
by vexatious incidents like these, it is necessary 
that the Ministers Plenipotentiary of the. United 
States shall give an assurance to the Ministers 
Plenipotentiary of the Republic, that their Gov- 
ernment will terminate, without delay, the hostile 
condition which it now maintains in relation to 
France. This assurance, strongly demanded by 
the acts of the French Government, to which a 
just reciprocity has been promised, can only be 
considered a legitimate exchange for that herein 
contained. 

The undersigned pray the Envoys Extraordin- 
ary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the United 
States to accept the assurances of their high con- 


sideration. 
BONAPARTE, 
FLEURIKU, 
RGDERER. 


The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 

Paris, April 17, 1800. 

Citizen Ministers: The undersigned have 
been favored with your note of the 23d of Ger- 
minal. : 

With respect to the assurances desired of them 
that measures of the United States, which had 
been resorted to for the protection of their com- 
merce, should immediately cease, they must ex- 
plicitly declare that they are not authorized to 
give assurances, otherwise than by incorporating 
them in a treaty, it having been expected by their 
Government that, in that way, every necessary as- 
surance on both sides would so soon be given as to 


render preliminary provisions of little use: and. 


which expectation the undersigned yet. confidently 
trust will not be disappointed. f 
Should they, however, be favored with copies 


of recent repeals of regulations, which had given 
disquietude to the United States, and of other reg- 
ulations lately adopted with a view of re-establish- 
ing harmony, it would be as well their pleasure as 
their duty to transmit the same in the most favor- 
able manner to their Government, which would 
be sure, in the conciliatory temper it has evinced, 
to receive from them very fully the correspondent 
impressions they are adapted to make. Penetrated 
as the undersigned are with the interests which 
both nations have in returning to a good under- 
standing, they receive with sensibility a pledge of 
that event in the declaration, that the French Re- 
public is ready to do all that justice can require 
to obliterate every irritating remembrance. 

The undersigned, conceiving that the way is 
now prepared, have the honor to offer for consid- 
eration some details respecting the claims of indi- 
viduals. They have preferred to offer them at 
once in the form of articles of the treaty, as con- 
taining a full and frank expression of their views ; 
and asa mean by which the principles can be dis- 
cussed connected directly with their application ; 
as the most probable way of fixing the attention 
of the Ministers on both sides upon the points of 
difference of opinion, if any such exist; and as 
affording the most certain prospect of progressing 
in the business. And they have no doubt that in 
those articles or propositions will be seen a spirit 
of accommodation as wellas of justice. 


Accept, &c. 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


Articte 1. There shall be a firm, inviolable 
and universal peace, and a true and sincere friend- 
ship, between the French Republic and the Uni- 
ted States of America, and between their respect- 
ive countries, territories, cities, towns, and people, 
without exception of persons or places, 

Arr. 2. Whereas complaints have been made 
by divers merchants and others, citizens of the 
United States, that, during the course of the war 
in which the French Republic is now engaged, 
they have sustained considerable losses and dam- 
age, by reason of irregular or illegal captures or 
condemnations of their vessels and other property, 
in ports and places within the jurisdiction or do- 
minions of the said Republic, all under color of 
authority or commissions from the same; for 
which losses and damage they have failed, with- 
out manifest neglect or wilful omission on their 
part to obtain adequate compensation: it is agreed 
that, in all such cases, full and complete compen- 
sation shall be made by the Government of the 
French Republic. 

And whereas complaints have also been made 
by divers merchants and others, citizens of the 
French Republic, that ——, under color of author- 
ity or commissions from the United States; for 
which losses and damage they have failed, with- 
out manifest negligence or wilful omission oa 
their part, to obtain adequate compensation: it is 
agreed that, in all such cases, full and complete 
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compensation shall be made by the Government 
of the United States. 

That, for the purpose of ascertaining the amount 
of any such losses and damage sustained either 
by citizens of the United States or of the French 
Republic, five Commissioners shall be appointed 
and authorized to meet and act in the following 
manner, viz: 

When the five Commissioners thus appointed 
shall first meet, they shall, before they proceed to 
act, respectively take the following oath or affirm- 
ation, in the presence of each other ; which oath or 
affirmation, being so taken and duly attested, shall 
be entered on the records of their proceedings, 
viz: 

I, A B, one of the Commissioners appointed in 


pursuance of the second article of the treaty of 


——, between the French Republic and the Uni- 
ted States of America, do solemnly swear or af- 
firm that I will honestly, diligently, impartially, 
and carefully examine all such complaints as, un- 
der the said article, shall be preferred to. the said 
Commissioners, and the same will decide to the 
best of my judgment, according to the rules and 
principles of decision expressed and contained in 
the said treaty of ——. I will, also, in like man- 
ner, examine all such complaints as, under the fifth 
article of said treaty, shall be preferred to the 
said Commissioners, and will decide them to the 
best of my judgment, according to justice and 
equity; and that I will forbear to act as Commis- 
sone in any case in which I am personally inter- 
ested. 

Two years, from the day on which the Com- 
missioners shall form a Board, and be ready to 
proceed to business, are assigned for receiving 
complaints and applications; but the Commis- 
sioners are nevertheless authorized, in any partic- 
ular case in which it shall appear to them reason- 
able and just, to extend the said term of two years 
for any term not exceeding six months after the 
expiration thereof. The Commissioners shall be 
appointed, and meet at ——, within six months 
from the ratifications of this treaty by the re- 
spective Governments, and as much sooner as 
may be. 

The Commissioners, in examining the complaints 
and applications so preferred to them, shall have 
power to examine all such persons as shall come 
before "them, on oath or affirmation, touching the 
premises; and also to receive in evidence, accord- 
ing as they may think. most consistent with jus- 
tice and equity, all written depositions, or books, or 
copies, or extracts thereof ; every such deposition, 
or book, or paper, or copy, or extract, being duly 
authenticated, either according to the legal forms 
now existing In the two countries, or in such other 
manner as the said Commissioners shall see cause 
to require or allow. They shall not, in examining 
claims under this article; be concluded either as 
to law or facts by any judicial decision, sentence, 
or decree, which has been had or rendered therein: 
and they shall decide the claims in question ac- 
cording to the original merits of the several cases, 
and to justice, equity, and the law of nations ; and 
in all cases of complaint existing prior to the 7th 


of July, 1798, according to the treaties and con- 
sular convention then existing between France 
and the United States. 

The award of said Commissioners, or any Board 
of them, as hereinbefore provided for, shall be 
final and conclusive as to the justice of the claim, 
and the amount of the sum to be paid to the cred- 
itor or claimant. And they shall comprehend, 
when in favor of a claimant, a reasonable allow- 
ance of interest on the original losses or damage, 
computed up to the time when the award is to be 
performed. 

And it is also further agreed, that not only the 
now existing cases, of all the descriptions before 
named, but all such as shall exist at the time of 
exchanging the ratifications of this treaty, shall be 
considered as being within the provisions, intent, 
and meaning of this article. 

Art. 3. The French Republic, desirous, in an 
adjustment of differences with the United States, 
to give them a proof of her liberality, by waiving 
formal exceptions, and narrowing the ground of 
discussion, does agree that such claims of the citi- 
zens of the United States for compensation as 
shall be in other respects fair and equitable, shall 
not be prejudiced by reason of not having on board 
their vessels, when captured, any other passport 
or sea-letter than such as had been usually fur- 
nished by their Government prior to the 2d day of 
March, 1797, or any other ship’s rôle d'équipage, 
or other shipping paper, than had been generally 
used by the citizens of the United States prior to 
that date; nor shall their claims be prejudiced by 
reason of having on board their vessels, when cap- 
tured, merchandise, the manufacture or produc- 
tion of any particular country or place. 

Art. 4. Any sum which shall be awarded by 
the said Commissioners, pursuant to the second 
article of this treaty, in favor of a claimant, a citi- 
zen of the United States, the Government of the 
French Republic will, on the condition of such 
releases or assignments, to be given by him, as the 
said Commissioners may direct, cause to be paid 
to such claimant, in silver or gold coin, without 
deduction, at Paris, within three months after the 
date of the award; or will then cause the sum so 
awarded to be converted into transferable stock or 
capital, bearing interest at the rate of six per cent. 
per annum ; which interest and principal the said 
Government will cause to be paid in silver or 
gold coin, without deduction, to such claimant, or 
his transferee at Paris, viz: the interest annually, 
and the principal by three equal instalments, viz: 
one-third in three years, one-third in five years, 
and the remaining third in seven years from the 
date of the award. The form of the security or 
securities, and the mode of transfer, to be such as 
the said Commissioners shall prescribe: and any 
sum which shall be so awarded in favor of a 
claimant, a citizen of the French Republic, the 
Government of the United States will, within six 
months after the date of the award, upon like con- 
dition, and in like manner and time, cause to be 
paid. or secure to be paid, to such claimant, or his 
transferee, at the city of Washington. 

Arr. 5. And whereas complaints have been 
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made by divers merchants and others, citizens of 
the United States, that the French Government 
is indebted to them, by contract, in considerable 
sums, for provisions and. other property received 
from them in France and other places within the 
jurisdiction or dominions of the said Republic, 
and for freight and use of their vessels to trans- 
port provisions and other property, and prisoners, 
all since the commencement of the war in which 
the French Republic is now engaged, for a part of 
which debts they hold certificates and bills, issued 
and drawn by officers and agents of the Republic, 
payable in France and in other places; and that, 
although they have used due diligence, it has 
never been in their power to obtain payment of 
said debts, certificates, or bills: it is agreed that, 
in such cases, the claimants may, if they see fit, 

refer their claims to the Commissioners provided 
in the second article, who are authorized to pro- 
ceed respecting the same as to the time of their 
reception, mode of examination, and admission of 
evidence, and generally, in other respects, as is 
prescribed for the claims there specified ; and they 
shall decide them according to justice and equity. 

The award of the Commissioners, in such cases, 
or any Board of them, as is provided in the sec- 
ond article, shall be final and conclusive, both as 
to the justice of the demand and the amount of 
the sum to be paid to the creditors or claimants: 
and, when in favor of claimants, they shall com- 
prehend interest from the times, respectively, at 
which the debts ought, according to the tenor or 
nature of the contract, to have been paid, at the 
rates respectively stipulated therein; or, where 
none was specially stipulated, at such rate, in each 
case, as the Commissioners shall judge to be just. 
But it is understood that no person, by omitting to 
prefer such, his claim, to the said Commissioners, 
shall thereby impair his right to seek and obtain 
payment by any other means. 

Whatever sum shall be awarded in favor of any 
claimant under thisarticle, the Government of the 
French Republic will, in three months after the 
date of the award, on condition of such releases 
or assignments to be given by him as the said 
Commissioners may direct, cause to be paid to 
him, without deduction, in gold or silver coin, at 
Paris, or will then convert the same into transfer- 
able stock or capital, bearing an interest at the 
rate of six per cent. per annum; which interest 
and principal the said Government will cause to 
be paid, without deduction, in gold or silver coin, 
to such claimant, or his transferee at Paris, viz: 
the interest annually, and the principal by three 
equal instalments, viz: one-third in two years, one- 
third in four years, and the remaining third in six 
years from the date of the award. The form of 
the security or securities. and the mode of transfer 
to be such as the said Commissioners shall pre- 
scribe. 

Arr. 6. It is further agreed that the Commis- 
missioners mentioned in this and the preceding 
articles shall be respectively paid in such manner 
as shall be agreed between the two nations; such 
agreement being to he settled at the time of the 
exchange of the ratifications of this treaty ; and 


«| letter was therefore written to the Secretar 


all other expenses attending the said Commis- 
sioners shall be defrayed jointly by the two par- 
ties; the same being previously ascertained and 
allowed by a majority of the Commissioners: and 
in case of death, sickness, or necessary absence, 
the place of every such Commissioner, respective- 
ly, shall be supplied in the same manner as such 
Commissioner was first appointed; and the new 
Commissioner shall take the same oath or affirm- 
ation, and do the same duties. 


[Explanatory Note.] 


The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French 
Republic will please to observe that a blank is 
left for the insertion of such claims of the citizens 
of the Republic on the United States as the Min- 
isters may think proper to bring forward. A 
blank is also left for the mode of selecting the five 
proposed Commissioners, and another for the man- 
ner in which they shall be organized; for the fill- 
ing of which two last the Envoys of the United 
States are preparing propositions, which will be 
sent in a day or two, A blank is also left for the 
title of the treaty, of which the proposed articles, 
if agreed to, may form a part. 


APRIL 18. 


The views of the French Government being 
in some measure developed in the preceding cor- 
respondence, and the negotiation having now as- 
sumed some form, it was thought proper to advise 
the Government of the United States of the pro- 
gress and state of the business. The following 
of 
State; duplicates and triplicates were also after- 
wards forwarded: 

Paris, April 18, 1800. 


Sır: Your despatches of the 6th and 20th of 
January reached us some time since, as did also 
their duplicates and triplicates. 

We all met here the 2d of March, Mr. Murray 
having arrived the evening before. The papers 
marked from A to V, which we have the honor 
to enclose, trace the circumstances connected with 
our mission, which have since taken place. 

On the 5th of March, we waited on the Minis- 
ter of. Exterior Relations, delivered copies of our 
letters of credence, and requested to be informed 
at what time we should have an audience of the 
Premicr Consul. He observed that, in cases like 
ours, it was usual to postpone the audience till 
the negotiation was finished. We replied that, 
should we be honored with one before the nego- 
tiation commenced, we thought its effects would 
be favorable. Mr. Talleyrand then said that he 
supposed there would be no difficulty on that 
point, and that he would speak to the Premier 
Consul about it. j 

On the 8th of March, agreeably tå the notifica- 
tion which we had in the meantime received, we 
attended, and had an audience of the Premier 
Consul atthe palace of the Tuilleries, and deliv- 
ered him our letters of credence. We were re- 
ceived with the respect due to the character which 
we had the honor to bear. The audience was a 
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public one,and was attended by the two other 
Consuls, the Ministers of the Government, mem- 
bers of the Council of State, general officers, and 
the Ministers of foreign Powers. After the com- 
pliments usual on such occasions had passed, Mr. 
Talleyrand informed us that a commission of 
three Ministers Plenipotentiary had been ap- 
pointed to negotiate with us, and that we should 
receive a note from him officially notifying us of 
that appointment; which we accordingly received 
in the evening of the same day. 

The illness of Mr. Joseph Bonaparte, President 
of the French Commission, prevented our meet- 
ing with them for the exchange of powers till the 
2d instant; and the time till the 7th was also lost 
in obtaining such further powers as were satisfac- 
tory tous. Since that day you will perceive that 
the negotiation has made some progress; and will 
doubtless also perceive, that there has been, on our 
part, due solicitude to give it facility. 

Our note of yesterday, sent to-day, was accom- 
panied with six articles covering the whole ground 
of individual claims, and formed for a treaty; but 
there has not been time to prepare a copy for this 
despatch. It is understood that the campaign has 
opea between Austria and France, on the side 
of Italy. - 

We Tar the honor to be, sir, with high re- 
spect, your obedient humble servants, 

© OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
W. R. DAVIE, 
: W. V. MURRAY. 

P.S. We shall be hard pressed to revive the 

old treaty, so far, at least, as to save its anteriority. 


* —— 


APRIL 21. 


The Envoys being extremely desirous of form- 
ing the Board of Commissioners for adjusting the 
claims in some manner that might avoid the in- 
conveniences which have resulted from the mode 
prescribed in the sixth and seventh articles of the 
Treaty of Amity and Commerce between the 
United States and Great Britain, had retained that 
part of the subject under consideration till the 
21st of April; when, after the discussion of seve- 
ral projects, they finally agreed that, under all cir- 
cumstances, the mode adopted in the above treaty 
was the least exceptionable, and transmitted the 
following note to the French Ministers : 


The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 


Paris, April 21, 1800. 


Crrizen Minisrers: The undersigned requests 
that the blanks in the articles which they had the 
honor to send you under the date of the 17th May, 
be filled as follows, viz: that left for the mode of 
selecting the five Commissioners with these words: 
“ Two of them shall be appointed by the Premier 
Consul of the French Republic, two of them by 
the President of the United States, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate thereof, and 
the fifth by the unanimous voice of the other four; 
and, in case they should not agree in such choice, 


the Commissioners named by the two parties 
shall respectively propose one person; and of the 
names so proposed, one shall be drawn by lot in 
the presence of the fuur original Commissioners.” 
That left for the organization of a board, with 
these words: “ Three of said Commissioners shall 
constitute a board, and shall have power to do any 
act pertaining to said commission, provided that 
one of the Commissioners on each side, and the 
fifth Commissioner, shall be present.” 

And that the sentence which contains a blank 
for the place of their meeting, may be so com- 
pleted as to read thus: “ The Commissioners shall 
be appointed, and meet at Paris, within six months 
from the ratification of this treaty by the respec- 
tive Governments, and as much sooner as may be; 
but they shall have power to adjourn from place 
to place, as they shall see cause.” Accept, &c. 

OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
W. R. DAVIE, 
W. V. MURRAY. 


Paris, 3d Floreal, (April 22,) year 8. 


The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French 
Republic have received the note which the En- 
voys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary 
of the United States have done them the honor to 
address to them the 17th of April, as well as the 
supplementary note of the 21st. 

They have been engaged, since that time, in 
preparing a reply; and, as soon as their observa- 
tions shall be reduced to writing, they will hasten 
to transmit them to the American Ministers. 

They pray the Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 
United States to accept the assurance of their 


high consideration. 
J. BONAPARTE, 
FLEURIEU, 
RGEDERER. 


May 6, 1800. 


The following note was received to-day from 
the French Ministers: 
Paris, 16th Floreal, 
(6th May) year 8. 


The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French 


‘Republic coincide with the Envoys Extraordina- 


ry and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the United 
States, in viewing the communication of their 
project of a treaty as a frank mode of leading to 
the discussion of principles which should guide 
the negotiation and promote its object. 

The object of the negotiation is to restore the 
harmony and cement the friendship formerly sub- 
sisting between the two nations. , 

The principles, with which the undersigned 
conceive it necessary to commence, are those 
which can determine the true sense of the mutu- 
al obligations, the real or supposed infraction of 
which has caused a misunderstanding between 
the respective Governments. 

The liquidation and discharge of the damages 
which may have resulted, either to the two na- 
tions or to their citizens, from this momentary 
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misunderstanding, can only be considered as a 
consequence of the interpretation which, by com- 
mon consent, shall be given to ancient treaties, as 
a proof of a sincere return to the primitive rela- 
tions of the two nations, and as a pledge for the 
oblivion of those events by which the former re- 
lations have been disturbed. 

The communication of this project, by the Min- 
isters of the United States, has, therefore, a ten- 
dency to remove the obstacles which lie in the 
way between the object to which it is proposed to 
artive and the principles with which it is proper 
to set out. 

No doubt exists respecting the object to which 
the desires and interests of both nations are di- 
rected. 

The Ministers, respectively, are also agreed on 
the expediency of providing a suitable indemnity. 

The discussion, then, is now restricted to two 
points, viz: lst. What are the principles which 
ought to have governed, and which ought still to 
govern, the political and commercial relations of 
the two nations? 2d. What is the mode, the best 
adapted to their respective interests, by which the 
ascertained indemnities shall be liquidated and 
discharged ? 

The examination of the principles ought to pre- 
cede the consideration of the mode of indemnifi- 
cation: since, on the one hand, an indemnity can- 
not result except from an admitted contravention 
of an acknowledged: obligation; and, on the other, 
it is only an agreement founded upon principles 
that can insure peace and maintain friendship. 

The Ministers of the French Republic would, 
for this reason, have seized the present moment 
to develop their views respecting the various in- 
terpretations which, for years past, have been given 
to the treaties, if, upon reading the 2d article of 
the project which has been submitted, they had 
not been struck with an interpretation of which 
they can conceive neither the cause nor the object, 
and which, therefore, seems to require explana- 
tion. The words which contain it relate to the 
arbitrators to be appointed for the liquidation of 
damages. “They shall decide (says the project) 
the claims in question, according to the original 
merits of the several cases, and according to jus- 
tice, equity, and the law of nations; and, in all 
cases of complaint, existing prior to the 7th July, 
1798, according to the treaties and consular con- 
vention then existing between France and the 
United States.” 

The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French 
Republic are not aware of any reason which can 
authorize a distinction between the time prior to 
the 7th of July, 1798, and the time subsequent to 
that date, in order to apply the stipulations of trea- 
ties to the damages which have arisen during the 
first period, and only the principles of the laws of 
nations to those which have occurred during the 
second. : 
~ ‘The commission of the Ministers Plenipotenti- 

_-ry.of the French Republic has designated the 
-Treaty of Alliance, and of Friendship and Com- 
“merce, and: the Consular Convention, as the sole 
“basis of their negotiations. Upon these acts the 
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misunderstanding has arisen; and upon these acts 
it seems. proper that union and friendship should 
be re-established. 

In hastening to recognise the principle of com- 


-pensation, it was the intention of the undersigned 


to exhibit an unequivocal proof of the fidelity of 
France to her ancient engagements; all pecuniary 
stipulations appearing to her proper as results 
from ancient treaties, not as preliminaries to a 
new one. The undersigned pray, &c. 
BONAPARTE, 
FLEURIEU, 
RG: DERER. 


P. S. We have the honor to transmit herewith 
the acts which show the earnestness with which 
the Government desires to remove the causes of 
irritation which have heretofore existed. 


May 7. 


A conference was held to-day for the purpose 
of agreeing upon the draught of answer; and, as 
the French Ministers had acceded to the general 
proposition of mutual compensation and indemni- 
ty, in their note of the 19th Germinal, (9th of 
April,) and had again recognised the principle in 
their note of the 16th Floreal, (6th of May,) con- 
nected with certain discussions, and the ulterior 
adjustment of the existing differences in a treaty, 
the Envoys were of opinion that they would facil- 
itate the arrangements as to the preliminary ob- 
ject, and avoid the waste of time, in the discussion 
of general abstract principles, by sending the en- 
tire project of a treaty which they had then pre- 
pared. By these means, they hoped to fix the at- 
tention of the French Ministers to the real objects 
of difference, and press the business forward with 
a degree of certainty that would mark the progress 
of the negotiation; and, therefore, the next day, 
the 8th of May, forwarded the answer which fol- 
lows, of that date, accompanied by the remaining 
part of their project of a treaty, from article 7 to 
article 36, inclusive: 


The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Ministers 
Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 

Paris, May 8, 1800. 
Citizens Ministers: The undersigned have 
been honored with your note of the 16th of Flo- 
real. They readily assign the reason why it was 
proposed by them that the treaties and consular 
convention, made between France and the United 

States, should be the rule of decision on the claims 

of their respective citizens, only with respect to 

causes of complaint which arose prior to the 7th 

July, 1798, leaving their subsequent causes of 

complaint to rest upon the law of nations; and 

also the reason why they cannot regard those 
treaties as the basis of the present negotiation for 
any other purpose than that of giving a rule by 
which causes of complaint, prior to the period 
above mentioned, are to be tested. 

It was not till after the Treaty of Amity and 

Commerce, of February, 1778, had been violated 

toa great extent on the ‘part of the French Re- 
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public, nor till after explanations and an amicable 
adjustment, sought by the United States, had been 
refused, that they did, on the 7th day of July, 1798, 
by a solemn public act, declare that they were 
freed and exonerated from the treaties and consu- 
lar convention which had been entered into be- 
tween them and France. Nor would such decla- 
ration, though justified by the law of nature and 
of nations, have even then been made, if it had 
been possible for the United States, while contin- 
uing the treaties and consular convention as the 
rule of their conduct, to guard against injuries 
which daily increased, and threatened their com- 
merce with total destruction. That declaration 
cannot be recalled; and the United States must 
abide by its effects, with respect to the priority of 
treaties, whatever inconveniences may result to 
themselves. Their Government, it was under- 
stood, could not, with good faith, give to the un- 
dersigned powers to change or effect such priori- 
ties, and they do not possess them. 

The undersigned deem it unnecessary at present 
to enumerate the acts of the French Government 
which produced the above measure. The princi- 
ples of those decrees are as well understood, and 
now as fully acknowledged, as the mischiefs they 
have generated: and, as the object of this negoti- 
ation. is to produce the reconciliation, and to ce- 
ment the ancient friendship of the two nations, 
such a painful recapitulation would, at this time, 
answer no.valuable purpose. They are, therefore, 
still of opinion that the views of the respective 
Ministers should be directed to the object of ter- 
minating their differences in such a manner as, 
without a specific and detailed discussion on the 
merits of the respective complaints, might, by the 
adoption of plain and acknowledged principles of 
justice, produce mutual satisfaction and a perma- 
nent good understanding. 

The undersigned recognise the principle that a 
right to indemnification can result only from the 
violation of a known obligation; and they con- 
ceive it to be equally incontrovertible that the law 
of nations constitutes such an obligation where 
treaties do not exist. They have not understood 
that the principle of compensation, proposed by 
them, was admitted without a supposition that the 
other points would be satisfactorily arranged; yet 
they trust that satisfying the demands of justice 
will always be considered as the wisest of political 
expedients. l 

The questions what are to be the political, and 
what the commercial relations of the two coun- 
tries, have had the consideration, so far as the 
undersigned have been able to bestow it, which 
questions of such high and extensive import de- 
serve. 

For an answer to the first, they refer to their 
project of a treaty; and it is scarcely necessary to 
add that the interest of the United States, while 
it prompts them strongly to cultivate a good un- 
derstanding with France, forbids them to wish 
such relations to any Power as might involve 
them in the contests with which Europe is so of- 
ten scourged. They wish not even to afford in 
their ports, beyond the rights of hospitality, an 


asylum for privateers, which obstructs their com- 
merce, and too easily entangles them in the con- 
flicting passions and interests of the belligerent 
Powers. 

It is true, however, that the engagements of the 
United States do not, as yet, permit them to pur- 
sue their policy, with respect to privateers, to its 
full extent. Those of one nation have a right of 
asylum in their ports, but it is a right which may 
cease in two years after the present war with Great 
Britain. Nor is it conceived to be very interest- 
ing to the French Republic during the present 
war, which is presumed to draw near to an hon- 
orable termination, to whose prizes and privateers 
the ports of the United States may, in the mean- 
time, be most open, as few or none of her mer- 
chantmen now pass that coast to be exposed, and 
as few or none of her enemies pass it without 
convoys too strong for privateers. 

For an answer to the other question, what is to 
be the commercial relation of the two nations, the 
undersigned refer particularly to the thirteenth 
article of their project, which they have endeav- 
ored to accommodate, not only to the existing 
circumstances, but to the future hopes of both 
nations. 

It is seen that this article goes further than the 
colonial and monopolizing systems of Europe have 
admitted an experiment of; but it is hoped that 
the period approaches when nations will cease to 
interpose those barriers and restraints upon com- 
merce, which, besides checking industry and en- 
terprise, diminish the value of everything they 
haye to sell, and enhance the price of everything 
they purchase. 

As to an.unembarrassed intercourse between the 
United States and French West India islands, in 
particular, nothing could more happily, or perhaps 
more justly, efface from the recollection of the for- 
mer their sufferings in that quarter; and certain- 
ly nothing would sooner restore the latter to pro- 
ductiveness and utility. They need only, in ad- 
dition to order, facility of supplies and sales for a 
few years for their complete re-establishment, and 
even to carry them toa height of prosperity which 
the neighboring islands could not rival. 

Reserving to the Republic, exclusively, her 
coasting trade, and the direct trade between 
France and her colonies, and to the United States 
their coasting trade, and leaving each nation to 
encourage also, by a reduction of duties to a lim- 
ited extent, the use of their own ships, is presumed 
sufficient so to raise the marines of both, (which, 
fortunately, can rise without being objects of mu- 
tual jealousy,) as to insure a reasonable share of 
the privileges of the ocean. 

And, lastly, it will not be an objection to this 
article, that, while it proposes to invigorate the 
commerce of France, it promises also extension 
and activity to that of the United States; because, 
it is well understood, that every depression which 
the commerce of the latter feels, and every risk to 
which it is subjected, profit only the enemies of 
the former, by augmenting their carrying trade, 
and increasing their naval power. 

With this note, the undersigned have the honor 
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to transmit the remaining part of a project, which, 
together with what has been transmitted, disclo- 
ses fully their views, and will, as they hope, facil- 
itate the progress of the negotiation. Accept, &c. 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
W. R. DAVIE, 
W. V. MURRAY. 


P. S. The Envoys of the United States have 
not had the pleasure to receive the copies referred 
to in the postscript of the note to which the above 
is an answer. : 


Art. 7. All citizens and inhabitants of ‘either 
nation, detained within the jurisdiction of the 
other, for any cause, except for debt or crimes 
committed within the same, shall be immediately 
set at liberty. All ships of war, or other public 
ships, which either nation has taken from the 
other, and detains, shall be given up; or where 
that cannot without difficulty be done, the full 
value shall be restored; and the value, if not 
agreed between the parties, shall be ascertained 
by the Commissioners mentioned in the second 
article. 

And it is further agreed that, if the armed ships 
of the United States have retaken and set free 
from the ships of war or other public ships of the 
French Republic, any prizes which they had cap- 
tured from her enemies, the United States will 
make compensation to the French Republic for 
the prizes so liberated. Claims for the same may 
be preferred to the said Commissioners, who shall 
decide them according to justice and equity; and 
any sum or sums which they may award in sat- 
isfaction of such claims, the Government of the 
United States will cause to be paid, or secured in 
the same manner as is provided in the second ar- 
ticle in the case of claims of the citizens of the 
French Republic. And, as well all cases of either 
of the descriptions aforesaid which shall exist at 
the time of exchanging the ratifications of this 
treaty, as those which now exist, shall be consid- 
ered within the intent and meaning of this article. 

Art.8. The citizens and inhabitants of the 
United States shall be exempted in the French 
Republic from the droit @aubaine, or other simi- 
lar duty, under whatever name; and the citizens 
and inhabitants of both nations, may, by testa- 
- ment, donation, or otherwise, dispose of their real 
estates already acquired, and of their goods and 
effects; and their heirs or representatives, being 
citizens of one of the parties, and residing in either 
nation, or elsewhere, may succeed to them, even 
ab intestato, without being obliged to obtain let- 
ters of naturalization, and without having the ef- 
fect of this provision contested or impeded under 
any pretext whatever; and their heirs or repre- 
sentatives shall receive such estate, or goods and 
effects, either in person, or by attorney or substi- 

tute; and if the heirs or representatives to whom 
such succession or devise, and goods or effects 
may have fallen, shall be minors, the guardian, 
tutor, curator, or executor established by the test- 
ament, or by the domiciliary laws of the country, 
whereof.such minor shall be a citizen or inhabi- 
tant, may direct, administer, and alienate the es- 


tate or goods so fallen to such minors; and, in 
general, in relation to such estate and goods, use 
all the rights and. fulfil all the functions which 
belong by the disposition of the laws to such 
guardian, tutor, curator, or executor. The inher- 
itances, as wellas the goods and effects which the 
said citizens or inhabitants, in changing their 
abode, shall be desirous of removing from the 
place of their abode, shall be exempted, with re~ 
spect to each, from all duty whatever. But it is 
at the same time agreed, that this article shall in 
no manner derogate from the laws which either 
State may have now in force, or may hereafter 
enact, to prevent emigration. Provided, also, that 
if the laws of either country should at any time 
be incompatible with the inheritance or devise of 
real estate by and to aliens, it is agreed that such 
real estate may be sold, or otherwise disposed of, 
to citizens or inhabitants of the country where it 
may be. 

Arr. 9. Neither the debts due from individuals 
of the one nation to individuals of the other, nor 
shares, nor moneys which they may have in pub- 
lic funds, or in the public or private banks, shall 
ever, in any event of war, or national difference, 
be sequestered or confiscated. 

Art. 10. And whereas, debtors may flee from 
the territories of one of the contracting parties to 
those of the other, it is agreed that the creditors, 
being citizens or inhabitants of either nation, may 
pursue such debtors, whether they be citizens or 
inhabitants, or not, of either country, and shall 
have the benefit of the laws of the country to 
which such debtors may flee, on the one side and 
on the other, in the same manner as if the debtor 
cause of action had arisen or been therein con- 
tracted. 

Arr. 11. And it is further agreed that the Gov- 
ernments of both nations, on requisitions by them 
respectively made, or by their respective Minis- 
ters, Consuls, or other officers authorized to make 
the same, will deliver up to justice all persons, 
who, being charged with murder or forgery, com- 
mitted within the territories of the party making 
the requisition, shall seek an asylum within any 
of the territories or dependencies of the other; 
provided, that this shall only be done on such evi- 
dence of criminality, as, according to the laws of 
the nation where the fugitive or person so charged 
shall be found, would justify his apprehension and 
commitment for trial, if the offence had been 
there committed; the expense of such apprehen- 
sion and delivery shall be borne and defrayed by 
those who make the requisition and receive the 
arrested fugitive. 

Arr. 12. To favor commerce on both sides, it 
is agreed that, in case a war should break out be- 
tween the two nations, (which God forbid!) the 
term of six months after the declaration of war, 
shall be allowed to the merchants, and other citi- 
zens and inhabitants, respectively, on one side and 
the other, in order that they may withdraw with 
their effects and moveables, which they shall be 
at liberty to send, carry away, or sell, where the 
please, without the least obstruction; nor shall 
their effects, much less their persons, be seized 
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during such term of six months; on the contrary, l in the ships and. vessels of the French Republic, 


passports, which shall be valid for a time neces- 
sary for their return, shall be given to them for 
their vessels and the effects which they shall be 
willing to send away or carry with them; and 
such passports shall be a safe conduct. against all 
insults and prizes, which. privateers may attempt 
against their persons or effects. And if anything 
be taken from them, or. any injury done to them 
or their effects by one of the parties, their citizens, 
or inhabitants, within the time above prescribed, 
fall satisfaction shall be made to them on that ac- 
count. : 

~ Ant. 13, And for the purpose of more effectu- 
ally maintaining a good correspondents, and: fa- 
cilitating commerce between the citizens of the 
two nations, it is agreed, on the part of the Uni- 
ted States, that the merchant ships and vessels of 
the French Republic may freely enter, lade and 
unlade, at such convenient, port or ports 1n each 
of the United States situate on the océan, as shall 
for that purpose be designated by. the laws of the 
United States, and until such designation shall be 
made, at any of the ports of the same where for- 
eign ships aud vessels are-now permitted to enter ; 
and may, at all times, enter, lade, and unlade at 
any port/n the ‘said States, at which ships and 
vessels óf the most favored nation shall be per- 


o tin such ships.and vessels, and freely dispose 
al 
manufacture, growth, or produce of any part of 
the territories or dominions of the French Re- 
nublic, or of the produce of her fisheries, and also 
all merchandises of the manufacture, growth, or 
produce of any foreign country or place, the im- 
portation of which shall not be prohibited in ships 
and vessels of the. United States; and they may 
export in such ships and vessels to any country or 
place out of the United States, all merchandises, 
the exportation of which shall not be prohibited in 
ships and vessels of the United States. There 
shall be paid on such ships and vessels in the ports 
of the United States, no other or higher duty than 
shall be paid on the ships.and vessels of the most 
favored nation, nor any other or higher duty than 
a tonnage duty, not exceeding fifty cents per ton 
of the ship or vessel; and such duties or fees, on 
papers obtained from any office of the port, as the 
citizens of the United States shall pay in like 
cases. 

“No duties shall be paid on the exportation in 
such. ships and vessels of any merchandise what- 
ever; nor shall any other or higher duty be paid 
on the importation in such ships and vessels, of 
any merchandise, than the most favored nation 
shall pay in like cases; nor any other or higher 
duty than shall be paid on the importation of like 
merchandise in the ships and vessels. of the Uni- 
ted States; except that there may be exacted a 
duty. less, by any proportion not exceeding one- 
eleventh part, on importations in their own ships 
and. vessels than on importations in any other 
ships or vessels whatever; and except, also, that 
there may be exacted such duties on teas imported 
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merchandises, without exception, of the} 
in such ships or vessels, to every part of the said 


‘territories or dominions, and freely dispose of all 


as shall be paid on teas imported. in the ships and 
vessels of the most favored nation. — - 

The ships and vessels of the French. Republic 
shall be permitted, when it shall be convenient for 
them, both to lade and unlade by parcels, at differ- 
ent ports in the United States, conforming to such 
regulations as the laws of the country shall pre- 
scribe to prevent frauds in therevenue. But they 
shall not unlade in any port of the United States 
what they have laded in any other port of the 
same, except in cases of distress, and shall then 
only be permitted to sell so much of what they 
have laded, as may be necessary for the repairs of 
the ship or vessel, and the prosecution of the voy- 
age. 
And it is also agreed, on the part of the French 
Republic, that the merchant ships and vessels of 
the United States may freely enter, lade, and un- 
lade at such convenient port or portsin every part 
of the territories or dominions of the French Re- 
public in any quarter of the world, as shall, for 
that purpose, be designated by the laws of the 
Republic; and until such designation shall be 
made, at all the ports in the said territories or do- 
minions where the ships or vessels of the French 
Republic are now permitted to enter from the sea; 
and they may at all times enter, lade, and unlade 
at any ports within the said territories or domin- 
ions, at which ships or vessels of the most favored. 
nation shall be permitted to do the same. 

The citizens of the United States may import,. 


merchandises, without. exception, of the manu~ 


facture, growth, or produce. of the United States, 


and of the produce of their fisheries; and also all 
merchandises of the manufacture, growth, or pro- 
duce of any foreign country or place, the importa- 
tion of which shall not be prohibited in ships and 
vessels of the French Republic. And they may 
export in such ships and vessels, from every part 
of the said territories or dominions, to any coun- 
try or place out of the same, all merchandises 
whatever, the exportation of which shall not be 
ie in ships and vessels of the said Repub- 
ic. 

There shall not be paid on such ships and ves- 
sels, in any port in the territories or dominions of 
the French Republic, any other or higher duty 
than shall be paid at such port on the ships and. 
vessels of the most favored nation ; nor any other 
or higher duty than a tonnage duty of fifty-three 
sols per ton of the ship or vessel, and such duty or 
fees on papers obtained from any office of the port 
as the citizens of the French Republic shall pay 
in like cases. 

No duties shall be paid on the exportation in 
such ships and vessels from any port in the said 
territories or dominions of any merchandise what- 
ever; nor shall any cther or higher duty be paid 
on the importation in such ships and vessels, to 
any part of the said territories or dominions, of 
any merchandise whatever, than the most favored 
nation shall pay in like cases; nor any other or 
higher duty than shall. be paid on the importation 
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of like merchandises in ships and vessels of the 
French Republic, except that there may be ex- 
acted a duty less, by any proportion not exceed- 
ing one-eleventh part, on sapetanens in ships 
and vessels of the said Republic, than on impor- 
tations in any other ships and vessels whatever; 
and except, also, that there may be exacted such 
duties on teas imported in ships and vessels of the 
United States as shall be paid on teas im ported in 
the ships and vessels of the most favored nation. 

The ships and vessels of the United States shall 
be permitted, when it shall be convenient for them, 
both to lade and unlade, by parcels, in different 


ports throughout the territories or dominions of 


the French Republic, conforming to such regula- 
tions as the lawsof the country shall prescribe to 
prevent frauds in the revenue; but they shall not 
unlade in any port within the said territories or 
dominions what they have laded at any other port 
within the same, except in cases of distress; and 


shall then only be permitted to sell so much of 


what they had so laded as may be necessary for 
the repairs of the ship or vessel, and for the pros- 
ecution of the voyage. 


Arr. 14. The citizens of each party, respect- 
shall have free admission into the domin- 
ions of the other, with liberty to reside there, to 
warehouses, for the purposes of 


ively, 


hire houses and 
trade and commerce; and complete protection and 


security for the merchants and traders, citizens of 
either party, with their goods and effects, whether 
in going to, residing in, or retiring from the do- 
minions, or from one part thereof to another of 
the other, shall be given. It shall be lawful for 
them, on either side, to employ such advocates, 


attorneys, notaries, solicitors. factors, brokers, and 


interpreters, without being obliged toem ploy either, 


as they shall think proper; and it shall be wholly 
free for all merchants, commanders of ships and 
vessels, citizens of either party, in every place 


subject to the jurisdiction of the other, to direct 


and manage their own affairs and business; and, 


in relation to the loading or unloading of their ves- 


sels, and everything which has relation thereto, 
they shall not be obliged, 
they please, to employ any 
the crew of the vessel. 
Art. 15. The ships of the citizens of the re- 
spective countries coming upon any of the coasts 
- belonging to either of the parties, but not willing 
to enter into port, or, being entered into port, and 
not willing to unlade their cargoes or break bulk, 
shall not be obliged to give an account of their 
lading, unless they are suspected, upon sure evi- 
dence, of carrying prohibited goods, called contra- 
band, to the enemies of either of the two contract- 
ing parties; but shall be subject, nevertheless, to 
such regulations in the port as may be prescribed 
bythe government of the place. 
“Art. 16. In case the citizens of either party, 
with their shipping, whether they be public, and 
equipped for war, or private, and employed in 
commerce, be forced, through stress of weather, 
pursuit of pirates or enemies, or any other urgent 
necessity for. seeking of shelter and harbor, to re- 
tract and enter into any of the rivers, creeks, bays, 


though they may, if 
persons but those of 


ports, roads, or shores belonging to the other party, 
they shall be received with all humanity and kind: 
ness, and enjoy all friendly protection and help; 
and they shall be permitted to refresh and provide 
themselves, at reasonable rates, with victuals, and 
all things needful for the sustenance of their per- 
sons, or reparation of their ships; and they shall 
be allowed to break bulk, and unlade and sell, con: 
formably to the orders and regulations of the gov- 
ernment of the place, so much of the cargo as 
may be necessary to defray their expenses, with- 
out being obliged to pay any duties whatever, ex- 
cept only of such articles as they may be permit- 
ted to sell for th purposes aforesaid; and they 
shall no ways be detained or hindered from re- 
turning out of the said ports or roads, but may re- 
move and depart when'and whither they please, 
without any let or hindrabce: G 

Arr. 17. If any ship belonging to either of the 
parties, or their citizens, shall be wrecked, found- 
ered, or otherwise damaged, the same protection 
and assistance shall be given to the persons ship- 
wrecked, or such as shall be in danger thereof, or 
be otherwise distressed, as would be afforded in 
like cases to the inhabitants of the'country on 
whose coast such misfortune may happen; and 
letters of safe conduct shall likewise be viven to 
them, when required, for their free and quiet pas- 
sage from thence, and their return to theirown 
country. S 

ART. 18. It is likewise agreed that deserters 
from the public and private vessels of either na- 
tion shall be arrested and delivered up, on appli- 
cation made, according to the orders and regula- 
tion of the government of the piace where such 
deserters shall be, by the Consul, Vice Consul, or 
agent of the nation of which such deserter may 
bea citizen; and suitable provisions shall be made 
by law, in each country, for that purpose; and not 
only the original enlistment, shipping-paper, or 
role d'équipage, but a copy or extract, certified to 
be conformable to the original, by a judge of the 
country in which the vessel may be, or from 
which she may have departed, shall also be ad- 
mitted in proof of desertion ; and such extract or 
copy shall have in all the ports of the respective 
Powers the same force with the original, for six 
months: And it is further agreed that the masters 
and commanders of vessels, publie or private, of 
one nation, in the country of the other, may en- 
gage and receive on board seamen and others, na- 
tives or inhabitants of the country to which the 
vessels belong: Provided, That, either on one side 
or the other, they shall not be at liberty to take 
into their service such of their countrymen (de- 
serters excepted) as may have already engaged in 
the service of the other party, whether they meet 
them by land or by sea, unless the captains or 
masters under whose command such persons may 
be found will voluntarily discharge them from 
their service. 

Arr. 19. Neither of the said parties shall per- 
mit the ships or goods belonging to the citizens of 
the other to be taken within cannon-shot of the 
coast, nor in any of the bays, ports, or rivers of 
their territories, by ships of war, or others having 
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commissions from any foreign State or Prince; | 
but, in case it should so happen, the party whose 
territorial rights shall thus have been violated, 
shall-use his utmost endeavors to obtain from the 
offending party full and ample satisfaction for the 
goods and vessel or vessels,so taken, whether the 
same be vessels of war or merchant vessels. ` 

Arr. 20. It shall be lawful for the citizens of 
either country to sail with their ships and mer- 
chandise (contraband goods always excepted) from 
any port whatever, to any port of the enemy of 
the other, and to sail and trade with their ships 
and merchandise with perfect security and liberty, 
from the countries, pers, and places of those who 
are enemies of both, or of either party, without 
any opposition.or disturbance whatsoever; and to 
pass, not only directly from the places and ports 
of the enemy aforementioned, to neutral ports and 
places, but also from one place ‘belonging to an 
enemy to another place belonging to an enemy, 
whether they be under the jurisdiction of the same 
Power, or under several; unless such ports or places 
shall be actually blockaded, besieged, or invested. 

And whereas, it frequently happens that vessels 
sail for a port or place belonging to an enemy, 
without knowing that the same is either besieged, 
blockaded, or invested, it is agreed that every ves- 
sel so circumstanced may be turned away from 
such port or place, but she shall not be detained, | 
nor any part of her cargo, if not contraband, be 
confiscated, unless after notice she shall again at- 
tempt to enter; but she shall. be permitted to go to 
any other port or place she may think proper; nor 
shall'any vessel of either, that may have entered 
into such port or place, before the same was actu- 
ally besieged; blockaded, or invested by the other, 
be restrained from. quitting such place with her | 
return cargo; nor, if found therein after the re- 
duction or surrender of such place, shall such ves- 
sel or her cargo be liable to confiscation, but they 
shall be restored to the owners or proprietors 
thereof. : 

ART. 21. In order to regulate what is in future 
to be esteemed’ contraband of war, it is agreed 
that, under the said denomination, shall be com- 
prised ‘gunpowder, saltpetre, petards, match, ball, 
bombs, grenades, carcasses, cartridge-boxes, pikes, 
halberds, swords, belts, pistols, holsters, cavalry 
saddles and furniture, cannon, mortars, their car- 
riages and beds, and, generally, all kinds of arms 
and instruments fit for the use of troops. All the 
above articles, whenever they are destined to the | 
port of an enemy, are hereby declared to be con- 
traband, and just objects of confiscation; but the 
vesšekin which they are laden, and the residue of 
the cargo, shall be considered free, and not in any 
manner infected by the prohibited goods, whether 
belonging to the same or a different owner. 

Art. 22. It is “agreed that in all. cases where 
vessels shall be captured or detained on just sus- 
picion of having on board -enemy’s property, or of 
carrying to the enemy any of the articles which 
are contraband of war, the said vessel shall be 
brought to the nearest or most convenient port of 
the country to which the captor belongs; and if 
any property of an enemy should be found on 


board such vessel, that part only which belongs to 
the enemy, or which consists of articles contra- 
band of war, destined as aforesaid, shall be made 
prize, and the vessel shall be at liberty to proceed 
with the remainder, without any impediment; and 
a reasonable freight shall be paid by the captor on 
such property of the enemy as shall be made prize. 
And it is agreed that all proper measures shall be 
taken to prevent delay in deciding the cases of 
ships or cargoes so brought in for adjudication, 
and in the payment or recovery of any indemni- 
fication adjudged or agreed to be paid to the mas- 
ters or owners of such ship: Nevertheless, it is 
agreed that such effects and merchandises, even 
though the property of an enemy, as were put on 
board before the declaration of war, or —— months 
after it, shall not be in any manner subject to con- 
fiseation, but shall be faithfully and specifically 
restored to be carried to their place of destination: 
Provided, notwithstanding, That if such merchan- 
dise be contraband, destined as aforesaid, it shall 
not be in anywise lawful to carry them afterwards 
to a port belonging to an enemy; and, also, that if 
there shall be found on board the vessel ofan enemy, 
captured by either party or its citizens, any pro- 
perty of the other party, or of its citizens, the same 
shall not be confiscated, but freely restored to the 
owners or proprietors thereof. 

ART. 23. And that captures on light suspicions 
may be avoided, and injuries thence arising pre- 
vented, it is agreed that, in case either of the par- 
ties should be engaged in a war, the ships and 
vesséls belonging to the citizens of the other shall 
be furnished with sea-letters or ‘passports, express- 
ing the name, property, and bulk of the ship, as 
also the name and place of habitation of the mas- 
ter or commander of the said ship, that it may 
appear thereby that the ship really and truly be- 
longs to the citizens of one of the parties; which 
sea-letter or passport shall be made out and granted 
according to the form annexed to this treaty; they 
shall likewise be renewed every year, that is, if 
the vessel should return home within the space of 
ayear. It is likewise agreed that such ships, be- 
ing laden, are to be provided not only with pass- 
ports, as above mentioned, but also with certifi- 
cates containing the several particulars of the car- 
go, the place from whence the vessel sailed, and 
whither she is bound, that so it may be known 
whether she carries any of the contraband goods 
specified in the twenty-first article of this treaty; 
which certificates shall be made out in the accus- 


| tomed form of the- country from whence the ves- 


sel sailed; and neither party shall require the ex- 
hibition of any papers or documents (the sea-let- 
ter and certificates aforementioned excepted) not 
required by the laws or usages of the party to 
whose citizens the vessels and their cargoes belong, 
nor in any other form than the laws and usages of 
such last mentioned party shall prescribe. And 
it is expressly stipulated and agreed, that, when 
the quality of the ship, goods, and master suffi- 
ciently appear from the passport and certificates 
aforesaid, it shall not be lawful for the command- 
ers of. armed: vessels to exact any further proof, 
under any pretext whatever; and that when any 
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merchant ship shall not be provided with such 

passport and certificates, such case may be.exam- 

ined by a proper judge or tribunal; and if it shall 

be found from other documents or proofs that the 

vessel truly belongs to the citizens of one of the 
arties, it shall not be confiscated, but shall be re- 

eased with its cargo, (enemy’s property and con- 
traband goods, as aforesaid, excepted,) and be per- 
mitted to proceed on its voyage. 

If the master of the ship named in the passport 
should happen to die, or be removed by any other 
cause, and another put in his place, the ship and 
goods laden thereon shall, nevertheless, be equally 
secure, and the passport remain in full force. 

ART. 24. If the ships of the citizens of either of 
the parties shall be met with, either sailing along 
the coasts or on the high seas, by any ship of war, 
or by any privateers of the other, for the avoiding 
of any disorder, the said ships of war or privateers 
shall remain out of cannon shot, and may send 
their boats on board the merchant ship which they 
shall so meet with, and may enter her to the num- 
ber of two or three men only, to whom the master 
or commander of such ship or vessel shall exhibit 
his passport concerning the property of the ship, 
made out according to the form annexed to this 
present treaty, and also the certificates aforesaid 
relative to the cargo; and, when the master or 
commander shall have exhibited such passport 
and certificates, and there shall not appear among 
the articles of the said cargo enemy’s property, or 
any articles contraband of war, then such master 
or. commander shall be at liberty to pursué his 
voyage, so as it shall not be lawful to molest or 
search his vessel in any manner, or to give her 
chase, or force her to quit her intended course: 
And it is expressly agreed that the neutral party 
shall in no case be required to go on board the 
examining vessel for the purpose of exhibiting bis 
papers, or for any other examination whatever. 

ART. 25. It is agreed that, in all cases where 
vessels shall be captured, or detained by reason of 
their having on board enemy’s property, or carry- 
ing to the enemy any of the articles which are 
contraband of war, the captor shall give a receipt 
for such of the papers of the vessel as he shall re- 
tain; which receipt shall be annexed to a descrip- 
tive list of the said papers, and the said vessel shall 
be brought to the nearest and most convenient 
port of the country to which the captor belongs; 
and it shall be unlawful to break up or open the 
hatches, chests, trunks, casks, bales, or vessels found 
on board such ship, or to remove even the smallest 
parcel of the goods, unless the lading be brought 
on shore in the presence of the officers of the Ad- 
miralty, and an inventory made by them of the 
said goods; nor shall it be lawful to sellyexchange, 
or alienate the same in any manner, unless, after 
due and lawful process shall have been had against 
such goods, and the Judge or Judges of the 
Admiralty, respectively, shall, by sentence pro- 
nounced, have confiscated the same, saving, al- 
ways, as: well the ship itself as the other goods 
‘found: therein; and if, when only part of the cargo 

_-Shall consist of contraband goods, the master of 
_ the ship shall agree, consent, and offer to deliver 


them to the captor who has discovered them, in 
such case the captor, having received those goods 
as lawful prize, shall forthwith release the ship, 
and not hinder her by any means from prosecut- 
ing her voyage to the place of her destination. 

Art. 26. And that proper care may be taken 
of the vessel and cargo, and embezzlement pre- 
vented, itis agreed that it shall not be lawful to 
remove the master or commander of any captured 
yessel, or the supercargo thereof, from on board 
the same, néither during the time that the vessel 
may be at sea after her capture, nor pending the 
proceedings against her or her cargo, or any. part 
thereof. And in all cases where a vessel of the 
citizens of either party shall be captured or seized, 
and held for adjudication, her officers, passengers 
and crew, shall be hospitably treated. They shall 
not be imprisoned, nor deprived: of any part of 
their wearing apparel, nor of the possession and 
use of their money, not exceeding, for the captain, 
supereargo, and mate, five hundred dollars each; 
and, for the sailors and passengers, one hundred 
dollars each. 5 inte 

Art. 27. If it shall appear that the captor bribed, 
or attempted to bribe, any of the ship’s. crew. or 
passengers to give any evidence, or make any 
declaration or disclosure whatever, respecting the. 
vessel, her lading, or destination, or make use of 
any kind of torture upon the master of the ship, 
the crew, or others who shall be on board of the 
same, in such case, whatever grounds there might 
otherwise be for condemnation, the ship and her. 
lading shall, without delay, be acquitted and re- 
stored, with costs and damages; and, also, such as. 
shall be guilty of any of the said crimes, as well as 
their senata plic, shall suffer the most severe pun- 
ishment suitable to their offences. And, to insure 
the observance of this article, provision shall be 
made by law in each country to carry the same. 
into full effect. 

Arr. 28. It is further agreed that all prizes shall 
be conducted to a port of the party at war; and, in 
all cases, the established courts for prize causes, in 
the country to which the prizes may be conducted, 
shall alone take cognizance of them. And when- 
ever such tribunal or court of either of the parties 
shall pronounce sentence against any. vessel, or 
goods, or property claimed by the citizens of the 
other party, the reasons or motives of such .judg- 
ment shall be entered in the sentence or decree, 
and a duly authenticated copy of all the proceed- 
ings in the cause, and of the said sentence, shall, 
if required, be delivered to the commander or 
agent of the said vessel without the smallest delay, 
he paying all legal fees and demands for the same. 

Art. 29. When process shall be moved, in the 
first or second instance, between those that have 
taken the prizes at sea and the persons interested. 
therein, and the said interested persons shall come 
to obtain a favorable judgment or decree, the said 
judgment or decree shall have its execution, Upon 
security given, notwithstanding the appeal of him 
that took the prize: but the same shall not hold, 
on the contrary, where the sentence goes against. 
the claimers. 

ART. 30. Fhe merchant ships belonging to the 
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citizens of either of the two: contracting parties: 
which intend to go toa portat enmity with the 
other, concerning whose voyagé-and the sort :of 
goods. on. board there may be just cause of sus- 
shall be obliged to exhibit, as well on the 
high seas as in the ports.and havens, not only their 
passports, but also their certificates expressing that 
the goods are not of the kind which are contra- 
pand, as specified in the twenty-first article of this 


picion, 


treaty. 


ART. 31. And that more abundant care may be 
taken for the security of the respective citizens of 
the contracting parties, and to prevent their suffer- 
ing injuries by the. men of war or privateers of 
either party, all commanders of ships of war and 
privateers, and all others the said citizens, shall 
forbear doing any damage to those of the other 


party, or committing any outrage against them; 
and, if they act to the contrary, they shall be pun- 
ished, and shall also be bound. in their persons 
and ‘éstates to make satisfaction and reparation for 
all damages, and the interest thereof, of whatever 
nature the said damages may be. 

For this cause all-commanders of privateers, 
before they receive their commissions, shall here- 
after be obliged to give, before a competent judge, 
sufficient security, by at least two responsible sure- 
ties who haveno‘ interest in the said privateer; 
each of whom, together with the said commander, 


shall be jointly and severally bound in the sum of 


dollars or — francs; or, if such ship be pro- 
vided with above one hundred and fifty seamen or 
soldiers, in the sum of —— dollars or — francs, 
to satisfy all damages and injuries which the said 
privateer, or her officers or men, or any of them, 
may do or commit, during their cruise, contrary 
to'the tenor of this treaty, or to the laws and in- 
structions for regulating their conduct: and further, 
that in all cases of aggressions, the said commis- 
sions shall be revoked and annulled. 

ART. 32. It shall not be lawful for any foreign 
privateers, who have commissions from any other 
Prince. or State in enmity with either nation, to 
arm their ships in the ports of either of the said 
parties, nor to sell what they have taken, nor in 
any other manner to exchange the same, nor shall 
they be allowed to purchase more provisions than 
shall be necessary for their going to the nearest 
port of that Prince or State from whom they ob- 
tained their commissions. 

Arr. 33. It is further agreed that both the said 
contracting parties shall not only refuse to receive 
any pirates into any of their ports, havens, or towns, 
or permit.any of their inhabitants to receive, pro- 
tect, harbor, conceal, or assist them in any man- 
ner; but will bring to condign punishment all such 
inhabitants as shall be guilty of such acts or of- 
fences, And all their ships, with the goods or 
merchandise taken by them, and brought into the 
port of either of the said parties, shall be seized, as 
fat as they can be discovered, and shall be restored 
to the owners, or their factors or agents duly de- 
puted and authorized in writing by them, (proper 
evidence being first given in the Court of Admir- 
alty for proving the property,) even in case such 
‘effects should have passed into other hands by 


sale, if it be proved that the buyers knew, or had 
good reason 10 believe or. suspect, that they had 
been piratically taken. l 

ARrT.-34. Neither party will intermeddle.in the 
fisheries on the coasts of the other, nor disturb 
the other in the exercise of the rights which it 
now holds or may acquire of fishing on the banks 
of Newfoundland, in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, or 
elsewhere on the American coast northward of 
the United States of America; but the whale and 
seal fisheries shall be free to both in every quarter 
of the world. 

Arr. 35. It shall be free for the two- contracting 
parties, respectively, to appoint Consuls for the 
protection of trade, to reside in the dominions and 
territories of each party. Hither of the parties 
may except from the residence of Consuls such 
particular places as such party shall judge proper 
to be excepted. ` Before any Consul shall act as 
such, he shall be, in the usual forms, approved and 
admitted by the party to whose territory he is sent; 
and the said Consuls shall enjoy those liberties and 
rights which belong to them by reason of their 
function. And it is agreed that the admission of 
a Consul by the government of a colony, shall be 
deemed such a provisional admission as to entitle 
him to act as such until the will of the Govern- 


‘ment to which such colony belongs shall be form- 


ally made known. And it is hereby declared to 
be lawful and proper, that, in case of illegal or 
improper conduct towards the laws or Govern- 
ment, a Consul may be either punished accordin 
to law, or dismissed, and even sent back; the of- 
fended Government assigning to the other their 
reasons for the same. i l 
Arr. 36. Itis agreed that the first twelve arti- 


cles of this ineat shall be permanent, and that- the 
subsequent articles s 

to be computed 
cations of this treaty shall be exchanged. 


hall be limited to twelve years, 
from the day on which the ratifi- 


Nothing in this treaty shall be construed to op- 


erate contrary to former and existing public trea- 


ties with other Sovereigns or States. 


May 16. 
The following letter was received from the 
Secretary of State, and, on the next day, the let- - 
ter under date of the 27th, was prepared, and for- 
warded with the several enclosures mentioned; 
duplicates and triplicates of this last despatch were 
also soon afterwards sent by different routes: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Philadelphia, February 14, 1800. 


GENTLEMEN: In your commissions, containing 
your full powers, you are named “Envoys Extra- 
ordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the Uni- 
ted States to the French Republic ;” and you are 
authorized “to meet and confer with the Minister 
or Ministers of the French Republic, who shall 
be appointed and commissioned with equal pow- 
ers, and with such Minister or Ministers to discuss 
and settle by a treaty all controversies between 
the United States and France.” Consequently, 
the circumstance of your letters of credence being 
addressed to the late “Executive Directory,” need 


a 
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not prevent or impede the proposed negotiation, 
provided the existing Government in France are 
Inclined to enter upon it, and to conclude a treaty. 

This is the President’s opinion, and, by his di- 
rection, I now communicate it to you. ` Indeed, 
the idea must have occurred to you, it being obvi- 
ous that a satisfactory treaty, however negotiated, 


which shall be approved and ratified by the Presi- 


dent, by and with the advice and consent of the 


Senate, will be alike valid as if conducted with the 


most minute attention to customary formalities. 
Tam, with great respect, gentlemen, your most 
obedient servant, 
TIMOTHY PICKERING. 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, &c., 
Envoys to the French Republic. 


Panis, May 17, 1800. 


Sir: We had the honor to write to you on the 
18th ultimo, covering all the communications he- 
tween us and the Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 
French Republic up to that date, and a duplicate 
and a triplicate of that despatch have also been 
forwarded. The quadruplicate of your letter, (No. 
the 14th of February and 7th of March were re- 
ceived last evening. 


The enclosed copies, marked W. X., will give 


you the necessary information respecting the pro- 
gress and present state of the negotiation. As 
entered on the business of 


the French Ministers 
their commission soon after their appointment, 
and at the seat of their Government, it seems to 
have been so arranged that they were to receive 
their instructions on important points as they 
might become necessary in the course of the ne- 
gotiations. This duty was naturally attached to 
the office of Exterior Relations ; and our progress 
has suffered some delay by the sickness of M. Tal- 
leyrand, who has been confined by a severe ill- 
ness from about the 15th of April to the 14th or 
15th of this month. You will observe, however, 
that, even during this period, the business has 
been pressed forward on our part the whole length 
of the proposed treaty, with a view of avoiding 
all useless discussion, of fixing the attention of the 
Ministers to the real points of difference, and of 
marking with certainty the progress of the nego- 
tiation. 

The situation of the army of Italy, commanded 
by General Massena, has been extremely critical, 
and has attracted the particular attention of the 
Premier Consul; and the army of reserve, amount- 
ing to about sixty thousand men, has marched to 
its relief. The French are, however, very suc- 
cessful- on the Rhine, and the Government is as 
yet unshaken ; it professes justice and moderation, 
and appears to be desirous of peace, which, there 
is some reason to believe, may be the result of the 
present campaign. 


„Our success is yet doubtful. The French think 


. it.hard ‘to. indemnify for violating engagements 
„Unless they can thereby be restored to the bene- 
* Bits. of. the 


Very. few American vessels have 
rought into- Eüropean ports since our arri- 


) arrived some time ago, and your letters of 


val at Paris, and, for some time past, we have 
heard of none.. We know not, however, of any 
orders of this Government for the restraining of 
captures, except such as may have been the con- 
sequence of the enclosed law, repealing that of 
the 29th Nivose. Prisoners have been general] 
released, on a receipt: being given by the Ameri- 
can agents, promising the discharge of as many 
French seamen. from confinement in the United 
States, . 

The court lately established for deciding ques- 
tions of prize administratively, as it is called, and 
before which there are many American appeals, 
has not yet made'any decisions. 

We enclose, also, the copy of the law repealing 
the Ist article of the law of the 29th Nivose, and 
the arrêté of the Consuls respecting their new 
court, called “le conseil:des prises.” 

We have the honor to be, sir, with great re- 
spect, your most obedient servants. 

OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R: DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 
Timorny Picxerine, Esq., 
Secretary of State. 


The following note was received, covering two 
acts of the French Government: 
26th FLorEAL, (16¢h April.) 
The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the Republic 
have the honor to transmit to the Ministers Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States. the documents 
announced in the postscript. to their. last note, 
which had been accidentally omitted. i 
They pray the Ministers-of the United States to 
accept the assurance of their high consideration. 
RÆDERER, 
FLEURIEU, 
BONAPARTE. 


Paris, May 19, 1800. 
The Envoys Extraordinary of the United States 
have the pleasure to acknowledge the receipt ot 
two acts of the French Government, mentioned 
in the postscript of the note of the Ministers of 
the Republic. These papers have been forwarded 
to the Government of the United States, who, as 
late as the 7th of March, had received no advices 
respecting the acts or measures of the present 
Government of France. 
They request the Ministers of the Republic to 
accept the assurance of their high consideration. 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


May 23. 
The French Ministers had frequently men- 
tioned in conversation the insuperable repugnance 
of their Government to yield its claim to the an- 
teriority assumed to it in the Treaty of Amity and 
Commerce of 1778 ; urging the equivalent alleged 
to be accorded by France Pr this stipulation; the 


meritorious ground on which they generally re- 
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presented the treaty stood; denying strenuously 
the power of the American Government to annul 
the treaties by a simple Legislative act, and al- 
ways concluding that it was perfectly incompati- 
ble with the honor and dignity of France to as- 
sent to the extinction of a right in favor of an 
enemy, and much more so to appear to acquiesce 
in the establishment of that right in favor of 
Great Britain. The priority with respect to.the 
right of asylum for privateers and prizes, was the 
only point in the old treaty on which they had 
anxiously insisted, and which they agreed could 
not be as well. provided for by a new stipulation. 
They had, however, transmitted no answer to the 
note of the Envoys, covering the remaining part 
of the project of a treaty ; and only indirect inti- 
mations had been received, that difficulties had 
arisen, from the limited nature of the instructions 
of the French Ministers. But, at an interview to- 
day, the Envoys were officially informed that the 
negotiation was at astand on the part of France ; 
‘that no further progress could be made until other 
powers* were procured. from the Premier Consul, 
as the tenor of their.instructions made the ac- 
knowledgment of former treaties the basis of ne- 
gotiation and the condition of compensation ; that 
the French. commission was working upon a re- 
port which would be delivered in a day or two to 
the Minister of Exterior Relations, and forwarded 
immediately by.a courier to the Premier Consul, 
who: had.left Paris the 6th of May, and was sup- 
posed to be at this time in Switzerland or Italy. 


bse May 24. 
.- The Envoys. held a conference to-day for the 
purpose of taking into consideration the informa- 

` tion received’ yesterday, and the critical state of 
the negotiation; and, considering that the judg- 
ment of the Premier Consul would probably be 
formed upon the impressions made by the report ; 
that the instructions which would be the result 
might possibly be conclusive; and that, in any 
event, there might be some difficulty, and cer- 
tainly delay, in procuring any alteration, it was 
deemed expedient to transmit the note following, 
under date of the 25th, with a view to obviate any 
apprehension that our Government contemplated 
further ‘grants to.their prejudice, and as contain- 
ing an intermediate ground; conciliatory to the 
pride of the French Government, without sacri- 
ficing the’ honor or interests of the United States. 


“The. Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiaty: of the United States of America to the Ministers 

` Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 

oy aes Panis, May 25, 1800. 

Citizen Ministers: The undersigned having 
bestowed the most:mature consideration upon the 
subject so often mentioned: with so much interest 
by the Ministers of the French Republic, and be- 
ing desirous of guarding against any misappre- 


* Speaking on this subject, the French Ministers al- 
ways used the words “powers” and “instructions” 
synonymously. 


hension on that head,-have thought it expedient 
to propose the clause enclosed, as an addition to 
the thirty-second article of their project of a treaty. 
Accept, Citizen Ministers, the assurance of their 
high consideration. : ; 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
W. R. DAVIE, 
W. V. MURRAY. 


To be added to the thirty-second article: 

Nor will either of the said parties, while they 
continue in amity, makea treaty with any foreign 
Sovereign or State, stipulating for the privateers 
and prizes of such Sovereign or State an asylum 
in the ports of either, unless they shall have as- 
sured to each other such right of asylum for'the 
privateera and prizes of each in the ports of the 
other. 


Mary 26. 


The following letter was received from the Sec- 
retary of State : 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Philadelphia, April 9, 1800. 
GENTLEMEN : On the 3d instant Capt. Barry ar- 
rived here with your letter, dated at Burgos, on 
the 10th of February, covering copies of your. let- 
ters of December 7th from Lisbon, and Januar 
18th from Corunna, and your correspondence wit 
Mr. Talleyrand. These are the first and only 
despatches received from you since you left the 
United States. Weare happy you escaped the 
perils of the sea in your attempting a voyage from 
Lisbon to L’Orient. ` eee ak 
The answer of Mr. Talleyrand confirms the 
opinion expressed in your letter to him, that the 
circumstance of your letters of credence being ad- 
dressed to the Directory of the French Republie 
could be viewed merely as a formality of no mo- 
ment to the object of your mission. Your pow- 
ers are full to negotiate and settle by treaty all 
differences between the United States and the 
French Republic, and to make commercial ar- 
rangements. The person or persons vested with 
the Executive power of the nation, if really de- 
sirous of such an adjustment, could not possibly 
make any serious objection to the address of your 
letters of credence, which was perfectly correct at 
their date. For these reasons, and because no 
official notice has been received of any change in 
the form of the Government of France, or in the 
person administering it, the President does not 
think it necessary to send any new letters of cre- 
dence. Mr. Talleyrand having said that “the 
form of your letters of credence would be no ob- 
stacle to the opening of negotiations, of which he 
ventured to foresee the happy success,” must in- 
deed be considered as removing all doubt on the 
subject. : 
The ship Portsmouth, Captain McNeil, goes 
with this letter to Havre de Grace, whence he 
will send one of his officers to Paris, and receive 
your orders. The President supposes that by the 
time of her arrival, your negotiations will be con- 
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cluded, and that Judge Ellsworth aad Governor 
Davie will take their passage in her to America. 
Should your negotiations be still pending, and ‘any 
reason satisfactory to yourselves, (according to the 
latitude given in your instructions,) determine you 
to wait longer in France, you will, at your discre- 
tion, either detain or send back the Portsmouth, 
as you shall think expedient for the public good. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, gen- 
tlemen, your obedient servant, : 

- TIMOTHY PICKERING. 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH; &c., 
Envoys to the -French Republic. 


4 June 1. 

As the French Ministers had yet made no an- 
swer to the notes of the 8th and 25th of May, cov- 
ering the remaining details of the project of a 
treaty, the American Ministers thought it would 
be proper to press them for an answer, or at least 
an explanation of the cause of their silence; and 
sent them the following note, which was answered 
by the note under date of the 16th Prairial: 


The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary-of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 


Panis, June 1, 1800. 


Solicitous as are the undersigned, Citizen Min- 
isters, to terminate happily and with promptitude 
a hegotiation which is calculated to promote the 
interests of the two nations, they invite your at- 
tention to their notes of the 8th and 25th of May, 
and hope to be honored with as early an answer 
as the state of the business will admit of. 

They trust that, while they avow a strong dis- 
position to hasten the great object in view, they 
will not be chargeable with impatience ; the frank 
development of their views will have been prop- 
erly estimated. 

Accept, Citizen Ministers, the assurances of their 
high consideration. 

OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


Paris, 16 Prairial, (5th June,) year 8. 

The undersigned, Ministers of the French Re- 
public, participate with the Envoys Extraordinary 
and Ministers Plenipotentiary of the United States, 
in the desire which they express, in their note of 
the 12th of this month, that the negotiation with 
which they are respectively charged should be 
brought to a speedy and favorable issue. The 
Ministers of France, in acknowledging the receipt 
of.the note which the Ministers of the United 


jeet-of their most serious attention. After mature 


delibe 


- ultimate décision, to the Government of the Re- 


ce pabies The MinistersPlenipotentiary have, there- 


fore, transmitted it to the Minister of Exterior Re- 
lations, by whom they are informed that he has 
himself deemed it necessary to take the direction 
of the First Consul. As soon as the undersigned 
shall have received the expected instructions, they 
will hasten to transmit their answer to the Envoys 
Extraordinary. and Ministers Plenipotentiary of 
the United States. 

Meanwhile, the undersigned pray the American 
Ministers to accept the assurance of their perfect 


consideration. © . 
s ‘BONAPARTE, 
FLEURIKU, 
RGDERER. 
Jury 5th. 
The following letter was received from: C. Lee, 
Esq., acting as Secretary of State: 
DEPARTMENT oF STATE, 
Philadelphia, 22d ‘May, 1800. 
GENTLEMEN: Since the letter‘at Burgos, 10th 
February, which was received early in April, the 
President has not had the pleasure of receiving 
a letter from any of the Envoys to the French Re- 
ublic. But by various European gazette’, intel- 


igence has reached him of your safe arrival in’ 


Paris, in the beginning of March, and, before many 
days shall elapse, he hopes to receive information 
from you upon the subject of your mission. 

The unexpected and unavoidable delays after 
you left Lisbon may possibly ‘have the conse- 
quence of your retarding’ your return home so 
long that this letter will find you at Paris; and, 
in contemplation of such a possibility, it is writ- 
ten. 

Congress adjourned on the 14th instant. The 
most material acts of the session were the follow- 
ing: 

An act on the subject of bankruptcies. 

An avt to authorize the President. to borrow 
three millions and a half of dollars. : 

Sundry acts continuing the system of maritime 
defence, and the prohibitions of commerce in re- 
gard to the French Republic, and her dominions, 
as they stood at the commencement of the- ses: 
sion. Š 

And an act for disbanding theadditional twelve 
regiments, excepting the artillerists, and engineers, 
part thereof, on or before the 15th of June next: 

Whatever may be the result of your negotia- 
tion, in the present state of France and the United 
States, this part of the military establishment was 
not deemed indispensably necessary. A consid- 
erable saving of money would be the immediate 
consequence ; and if your negotiation should fail 
to restore peace and harmony between the two 
countries, a greater portion of the resources of the 
United States would remain to be expended more 
advantageously than in the support of an army. 
This alteration in the defensive system was very 
generally approved in the Senate and House of 
Representatives, just before the session was closed. 
- The judicial system remains as it stood. ‘Our 


country is at present blessed with the prospect:of 
ja most plentiful harvest of wheat and rye; and the 
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losses of our merchants arising from depredations 
are considerably diminished.. J am instructed to 
express the President’s hope that your reception 
at Parishas been agreeable, and that your mission 
has been accomplished in a manner entirely satis: 
factory, or, if not accomplished, that the negotia- 
tion is near a happy conclusion ; and, at the same 
time, to add his wishes that you may soon retuim 
in health. and happiness to the bosom of our belov- 
éd country. Ihave the honor to be, &c. 
CHARLES LEE, 
` Acting Secretary of State. 


The American Ministers having been officially 
advised that their notes of the 8th and 25th of 
May, with the details accompanying. them, had 
been submitted to the Minister of Exterior Rela- 
tions, were also soon afterwards confidentially in- 
formed that the whole business was referred to the 
decision of the Premier Consul; who was then in 
Italy ; and about the —— of June, Joseph Bona- 
parte, President of the Commission, set out for 
the headquarters of the Army. -The object of his 
journey to the Premier Consul was not publicly 
known, nor was his-departure announced to the 
American. Ministers: » The battle of Marengo took 
place ion: the: 14th -day of June, and the Premier 
Consul returnéd to Paris the 3d of July; Joseph 
Bonaparte ‘also arrived a few days afterwards. 
While the American Ministers sincerely regretted 
the delay occasioned by the above unexpected cir- 
cumstances, they supposed it probable that the 
Premier Consul might not have had sufficient 
leisure, amidst the active operations of the armies, 
to. determine upon the several matters respecting 
thetreaty, and that-his:decisions and-instructions 
might have been: postponed until his return to 
Paris. Ata meeting, however, on the 6th of July, 
they were of opinion that they had then made a 
proper allowance for all circumstances that might 
have countenanced delay on the part of the French 
Ministers, and addressed to them the following 


note; 
Paris, July 6, 1800. 


Citizen Ministers: Presuming, as the under- 
signed Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Ple- 
nipotentiary of the United States do, that you are 
now acquainted with the ulterior views of your 
Government, respecting the négotiation between 
the United States and the. French Republic, they 
request the honor of a conference on that subject, 
at such time and place as may be most convenient 
for you. They trust that the unfortunate delays, 
which have hitherto attended the business, will 
justify their hopes of bringing it toa speedy close. 

Accept, Citizen Ministers, the assurance of their 
high ‘consideration, * 

as - . OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
W. R. DAVIE, 
W.: V. MURRAY. 
To Messrs. JóstpH. BONAPARTE, F'LEURTEU, and 
REDERER. 


The next day the American Ministers were in- 
vited to dine on the 11th with the President of the 


French Commission ; and, as no afswer had been 
received to the note of the 6th, it was ‘agreed that 
the 11th should be considered by them as the time 
appointed for the conference; the object of which, 
on their part, was to ascertain the difficulties 
which seemed to have arrested all progress on the 
part of the French Ministers; to designate, with 
more precision, the real grounds of difference; 
and, if possible, to adopt some arrangement that 
would accelerate the negotiation. On the 11th, 


| before dinner, M. Bonaparte informed them that 


the whole businéss of the treaty was now under 
the consideration of the Premier Consul, and that 
his decisions and instructions were expected in the 
course of a few days, when the notes and propo- 
sitions received would be immediately answered. 
The American Ministers repeated their regret at 
the long delay which had taken place; and, upon 
their expressing the desire that a conference should 
be held that evening, the French Ministers readily 
consented. After the objects of requesting an in- 
terview were stated, the President of the French 
Commission said they would frankly state the dif- 
ficulties which bad arisen with their Government: 
although they had not received officially its deter- 
mination of instructions, they believed they were 
possessed of its present sentiments and opinions, 
and could not avoid adding that they accorded 
with those of the Commission. He then declared 
that it was the decided opinion of the Premier 
Consul that the ancient treaties ought to be the 
basis .of negotiation ; that compensation could only 
be a consequence of the existence of the treaties, 
and the re-establishment:under them of the former 
privileges and relations; and that he would never 
consent to make a treaty which would surrender 
the exclusive rights of France, in effect, in favor 
of an enemy ; or, in any event, make a treaty with 
the United States, which would not place France 
on a footing of equality at least ‘with Great Brit- 
ain. He thought it would be derogatory to the 
present Government to make a treaty, less advan- 
tageous and less honorable than that made by the 
royal Government. Discussions of some length 
took place on the most important points: but, as 
the whole business, on the part of the French Mine 
isters, was under reference to their Government, 
no point could of course be settled; and the con- 
ference closed with the request of the French 
Ministers that all they had said should be consid- 
ered merely as confidential. 

After several deliberations on the difficulties 
which had now completely arrested. the progress 
of the negotiation, and the selection of some ex- 
pedient which might remove them, the American 
Ministers at length determined to request an early 
interview, and make a proposal to the effect that 
the payment of the indemnities should be sus- 
pended until the Government of the United States 
should have offered to France an article, re-estab- 
lishing her in the exclusive privileges she claim- 
ed, under the treaty of 1778. It was considered 
that the American Government might or might 
not perform the condition, after a further view of 
the political state of Europe, and the possession 
of more ample means to estimate a promise of in- 
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demnity. It was also clearly perceived that, un- 
less the indemnities were secured by some means 
under the present negotiation, they would be for- 
ever lost. 
Jury 15. 

At an interview to-day with the French Minis- 
ters, the following proposition was delivered to 
them in writing: ; l 

“ Indemnities to be ascertained and secured in 
the manner proposed in our project of a treaty, but 
not to be paid until the United States shall have 
offered to France an article; stipulating free ad- 
mission into. the ports of each for the privateers 
and prizes of the other, and the exclusion of those 
of their enemies; nor unless the article be offered 
within seven years: such article to have the same 
effect, in point of priority, as a similar provision 
had in the treaty of 1778. 

“Jory 15, 1800.” 


The circumstances which motived the proposi- 
tion and its principle were briefly explained on 
the part of the American Ministers, who conclud- 
ed by adding, that an answer was not expected at 
that interview. There was, however, no difficulty 
in perceiving, that the first impression was not 
perfectly satisfactory to the French Ministers; 
their observations took the same course they had 


done the preceding conference, and were answered. 


on the same principles. Upon the American Min- 


isters expressing their wish to receive an answer 


to. this and their former propositions as speedily as 
possible, the French Ministers repeated their pro- 
Feot on that head; adding, that the observa- 
tions they had made in these interviews were to 
be considered as merely hypothetical and unoffi- 
cial. 
Jury 20. 

Meeting the French Ministers to-day at M. Ræ- 
derer’s, it was agreed to press them again official- 
ly for an answer. An interview took place after 
dinner, and M. Bonaparte said that he had seen 
the Minister of Exterior Relations that morning, 
on the business of the negotiation ; and that he was 
assured that in afew days they should receive the 
decision and instructions of their Government. 


Jory 23. 
The American Ministers, having taken into 
consideration the importance of the discussions 
which took place at the late interviews, thought 
it expedient to address the following note to the 
French Ministers : : 
Paris, July 23, 1800. 
The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 


Crtizen Ministers: The Envoys of the Uni- 
ted. States being apprehensive lest possibly their 

- ¥emarks ‘to the Ministers of the French Republic, 
in the two last conferences which led to and ac- 
-companied their written proposition, may nothave 
‘fully comprehended, from being expressed in 
jage but imperfectly understood, they have 


‘thought proper to reduce the substance of them to 


writing. 

As to the proposition of placing France, with 
respect to an asylum for. privateers and prizes, 
upon the footing of equality with Great. Britain, 
it was remarked, that the right which had accru- 
ed to Great Britain in that respect, was that of 
an asylum for her own privateers and prizes, to 
the exclusion of those of her enemies; wherefore, 
it was physically impossible that her enemies 
should at the same time have a similar right. 

With regard to the observation, that by the 
terms of the British Treaty the rights of France 
were reserved, and, therefore, the rights of Great 
Britain existed with such limitation as would ad- 
mit of both nations being placed on a footing 
which shauld be equal, it was observed by the En- 
voys of the United States, that the saving in the 
British Treaty was only əf the rights of France 
resulting from her then existing treaty; and that 
that treaty having ceased to exist, the saving ne- 
cessarily ceased also, and the rights, which before 
that event were only contingent, immediately. at- 
tached and became operative. ge BEARS 

With respect to the supposition that the treaties 
with France yet continued to exist, it was remark- 
ed; that a treaty being a mutual compact, a palpa- 
ble violation of it by one party did, by the law of 
nature and of ‘nations, leave it optional with the 
other to renounce and declare. the same to be no 
longer obligatory, and that, of necessity, there be- 
ing no common tribunal.to which they could ap- 
peal, the remaining party must decide whether 
there had been such violation on the other part as 
to justify its renunciation. For a wrong decision 
it would doubtless be responsible to the injured 
party, and might give cause for war; but, even in 
such case, its act of public renunciation, being an 
act within its competence, would not be avoid but 
a valid act; and other nations, whose rights might 
thereby be beneficially affected, would so regard 
it: that it had become impossible for the United 
States: to save their commerce from the depreda- 
tions of French cruisers, but by resorting. to de- 
fensive measures; and that as, by their Constitu- 
tion, existing treaties were the supreme law of the 
land, and the Judicial department, who must be 
governed by them, is not under the control ofthe 
Executive, or Legislative, it was also impossible 
for them to legalize defensive measures, Incom- 
patible with the French Treaties, while they con- 
tinued to exist. Then it was that they were for- 
mally renounced, and from that renunciation 
there resulted necessarily a priority in favor of 
the British Treaty as to an exclusive asylum for 
privateers and prizes. A right, indeed, which she 
has made little use of, and with respect to which 
it would be unconsequential, during the remainder 
of the present war, whether she or France pos- 
sessed it; but as it was a vested right, neither the 
Government of the United States nor their Minis- 
ters could, with good faith, stipulate to France a 
right inconsistent with it. 

To the still further suggestion that the law of 
nations admitted a dissolution of treaties only by 
mutual consent or war, it was remarked by the 
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and, moreover, that these indemnities shall not be 
paid unless the article shall be offered within seven 
years: such articles to have the same effect, in 
point of priority, as a similar provision in the 
Treaty of 1778.” 

As to the first object, the Ministers of the French 
Republic are compelled to repeat, that their in- 
structions, predicated on the complete recognition 
of the ancient treaties, leave them no power to 
consent ‘to the extinguishment of a right, confirm- 
ed by the Treaty of 1778, by which the privateers 
of the two nations, respectively, are allowed to 
enter the ports of each other; and, least of all, to 
consent to the incorporation of that right with the 
existing relations between the. United States and 
Great Britain. 

But being convinced that the true interest of 
France is closely connected with that of the Uni- 
ted States, and that the prosperity of the United 
States mainly depends on their complete indepen- 
dence; being convinced, also, that an exclusive 
right, conferred by one nation upon another, to 
bring prizes into her ports, hasa tendency to com- 
promit tranquillity, and by that means endanger 
independence: inasmuch, as, in a number of cases, 
causes either of complaint or of distrust must be 
given to the Power from whom prizes have been 
taken ; the undersigned hasten to repeat to the 
American Ministers the proposition already made, 
that, in the event of a reconciliation being effected, 
they will consider it their duty to urge upon their 
Government to abolish the exclusive right to 
enter the ports of each other, with privateers and 
their. prizes; and to limit their privilege to that 
enjoyed by the most favored nation. They believe 
that France would do herself honor by the volun- 
tary sacrifice of a privilege prejudicial to her allies; 
but that, to consent to be despoiled of that privi- 
lege, for the benefit of an enemy, without thereby 
contributing to American independence, would 
exhibit to the world a striking instance of self- 
degradation. 

The Ministers of France cannot discover, in the 
note of the 23d July 1800, any reason to incline 
them to the supposition that the treaties between 
France and the United States* are abrogated. 

When on the one hand, Congress declare that 
France has contravened these treaties, and that the 
United States are released from their stipulations; 
and when, on the other, the Government of France 
declares that she has conformed to these treaties, 
that she desires their execution, and that the Uni- 
ted States alone have infringed them; where is 
the tribunal or the law to enforce the exoneration, 
in preference to the execution ? 

So long as a difference exists between two con- 
tracting parties, respecting the existence or abro- 
gation of a treaty, no right or benefit can result to 
a third party from the abrogation contended for by 
one. 

If France had declared the treaties annulled, and 


undersigned, that their conviction. was clearly 
otherwise; -and that Vattel, in particular, the best 
approved of modern writers, not only held that a 
treaty violated by one party might for that reason 
be renounced: by the other, but that, when there 
were two treaties between the same parties, one 
might be rendered void in that way, and the other 
remain in force: whereas, when war dissolves, it 
dissolves all treaties existing. between the parties 
at the time. 

It appearing, however, to. be the ultimate opin- 
ion of the French Ministers that it did not com- 
port with the honor of France to be deprived of 
that right, and at the same time to be called upon 
for compensation, the undersigned, solicitous for 
the honor of France as well as of America, devised 
and offered, as their last effort, the written propo- 
sition alluded to, which, it was conceived, did es- 
sentially remove the difficulty. Its object was to 
suspend the payment of compensations, a considera- 
tion of much weight in the estimate of the United 
States, until France could-be.put into complete 
possession of the privileges she contended for; and, 
at the same time, to give that security, which a 
great pecuniary pledge would amount to, for her 
having the privilege, as soon. as it could be given 
with good faith, which might, perhaps, be in a little 
morethan-two. years, and at any rate within seven. 

Accept, Citizen Ministers, the assurance of their 
high consideration. 

ee OLIVER ELLSWORTH. 

~ WILLIAM R. DAVIE. 
Jamesi WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 
=: The following answer was received: 
ana Paris, 8th Thermidor, 

T (26th August,) year 8. 
..The Ministers Plenipotentiary. of the French 
Republic have received the note dated 23d July, 
1800, (4th Thermidor, year 8,) which the Envoys 
Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America have been pleased 
to address to them. 

That note has two objects : 

The first, to recapitulate the answers which had 
been given by the Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 
United, States, at two former conferences, to the 
remarks then made by the Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of France, on the subject of the right of asy- 
lum, in the ports of the United States and France, 
which has been assured to the privateers and prizes 
of both nations, reciprocally, and exclusively, by 
the Treaty of 1778; a right which the Ministers 
Plenipotentiary of the United States maintained 
had been annulled between France and the Uni- 
ted States, and established, to the injury of France, 
between the United States and England. j 
xe The second object of the note is, to explain the 
propositions, made by the American Ministers, at 
the last conference, by which they offered to stip- 
ulate that the indemnities which may be due to 
the United States, “shall not be paid, until the 
United States shall have offered to the French Re- 
public an article stipulating free admission, in the 
ports of each, for the privateers and prizes of the 
other, and the exclusion of those of their enemies; 


* The act of Congress of July 9, 1798, is the decla- 
ration of one of two parties; but the treaties were the 
work of two. A compact formed by two can be destroy- 
ed by one in no other way except by war and victory. 
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the United States had maintained their validity: 
England would have no ground for saying to 
America, “ We succeed to the rights of France.” 
There is no foundation, even for a doubt, whether 
a treaty is concelled by the declaration of its ab- 
rogation made by one only of the parties. 

These reflections are in conformity with the 
doctrines advanced by all writers upon the laws 
of nations. The opinion of Vattel can only be un- 
derstood of a nullity in point of right, not of a nul- 
lity in fact: andit is only a nullity in fact that can 
give an opening, respecting the claim of ante- 
rlority, to rights resulting to a third party. 

These reflections, moreover, arise from the very 
nature of things. Ifone of two contracting parties 
is at liberty, whenever he may please, to cancel 
his obligations, in virtue of his own judgment con- 
‘cerning facts, or men, or things, no binding force 
can be attached to treaties, and the term itself 
should be erased from every language. 

If the right of anteriority can be destroyed, to 
the prejudice of the nation that possesses it, by the 
sole act of one of the parties by whom that right 
has been recognised, it must be acknowledged asa 
principle, that the nation making the second treaty 
converts the one with whom she first ‘contracted 
into an enemy; and that she may be certain of be- 
ing despoiled by that enemy whenever the time 
may be propitious for an open explanation. 

The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French 
Republic refrain from pursuing these observations. 
What has been said will already suffice to estab- 
lish the rights of France and to insure to herself 
the honor of a sacrifice which she would make by 
renouncing the exclusive right under which the 
privateers of France, together with their prizes, are 
entitled to enter the American ports. 

Passing to the second object of the note, the Min- 
isters of France observe, that the proposition of 
the American Ministers offers to the Republic, ata 
remote period, the hope of enjoying exclusive ad- 
vantages, of which, in the mean time, they think 
that France should not be jealous; and at the 

resent moment, perhaps for seven years to come, 
it tenders the humiliating forfeiture of privileges 
acquired by effective services to America in time 
of war, and a degrading inferiority to a rival Pow- 
er, at whose expense these privileges were first 
obtained. When the Ministers of France shall 
subscribe to a condition so unworthy of the French 
nation, the price of her humiliation will assuredly 
not be the simple postponement of a state of sub- 
jugation, which she regards as inconsistent with 
the interests of the United States. The depen- 
dence of her allies will never be considered a suit- 
able indemnity for the wrongs she may endure. 
‘The Ministers of France, believing it their duty 
to recommend to their Government the surrender 


ofa privilege honorably acquired, might be charged 


with inconsistency ifthey should prudently provide 

for its: restoration at a distant period. 

~- "The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French 

_ Republic can; therefore, only await the final deter- 
fe tion of their Government; and, whenever re- 

í ii hasten to transmit it to the Min- 

entiary of the United States. ~~ 


They have the honor to assure the Ministers 
Plenipotentiary of the United States of their high 


consideration. 
f J; BONAPARTE, 
FLEURIEU, 
RGEDERER. 
i Avgust 11. 
Thefollowing note was received from the French 


Ministers: 
Paris, 23 Thermidor, 
~ (Hlth August,) year 8. 

The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French 
Republic have received from their Government 
the new instructions which they thought them- 
selves obliged to ask, when they were informed, 
by the unexpected note of the Ministers Plenipo- 
tentiary of America, that the United States con- 
sider their treaties with France as annulled, and 
that the validity of these treaties could not be re- 
cognised, with all the advantages attached to their 
date. The French Ministers hasten to present to 
the Ministers of the United States the reflections 
and overtures which the actual state of the nego- 
tiation appears to demand. K 

In the first place, they insist upon the principle 
already established in their former note, viz: that 
the treaties by which France and the United States 
have been united are not annulled ; that war itself 
could not have annulled them; and that the mis- 
understanding which, through the agency of indi- 
viduals more than the intention of the respect- 
ive Governments, has for some time existed be- 
tween France and the United States, has not con- 
stituted a state of war, at least on the part of 
France. 

If the reflections presented by the French Min- 
isters on this subject,in their noteof the 8th instant, 
have been sufficient to induce the American Min- 
isters to admit the validity of these treaties, it 
would follow, as a necessary consequence, that 
the Ministers of France would hasten to renew 
the declaration that the parties should be recipro- 
cally indemnified for injuries mutually sustained 
during the existence of that misunderstanding. If 
the treaties are preserved unimpaired, as origin- 
ally concluded, it would be just and proper to ex- 
tinguish even the remembrance of the recrimina- 
tions which have occurred during the period-of 
their existence. fer CS 

The first proposition, then, of the Ministers of 
France, is to stipulate a full and entire recognition 
of the treaties, and a reciprocal promise of indem- 
nities for the damages resulting. on the part of 
either, from their infraction. 

If the American Ministers shall continue to be- 
lieve that they possess no authority to recognise 
the validity of the ancient treaties, with the ad- 
vantage arising from their date ; if it shall appear 
that France has been only deceiving herself with 
delusive hopes, while relying upon an uninter- 
rupted friendship with the United States; and that, 
in ‘consenting to indemnify the injuries committed 
by afew privateers and some unauthorized agents, 
she has made only a useless display of her sacred 
adherence to her own engagements; the Govern- 
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ment of France will, nevertheless, consent to the 
abrogation of the treaties; and with the less re- 


luctance, because the American Ministers have. 


appeared to consider some of their stipulations as 
incompatible with the perfect independence of the 
United States. Such is the provision referred to 
in the note of the American Ministers of the 18th 
Floreal, (8th May,). in which the desire is express- 
ed to restrict the privateers of foreign nations, 
within the ports of the United States, to the rights 
of hospitality, in order to liberate the commerce 
of the United States from every restraint, and free 
their political relations from all connexion with 
the interests and passionsof the belligerent Powers. 
The Government of France is convinced that it 
is only a complete independence than can advance 
the United States to the highest point of prosper- 
ity; and it agrees to make a willing sacrifice of 
advantages which may endanger that independ- 
ence, however ample the equivalent by which they 
` were acquired, and with whatsoever reciprocity or 
services it may have been repaid. 

“They, therefore, declare that the demands con- 
cerning the treaties, and the offer to repair the 
damages arising from their infraction, if an infrac- 
tion has taken place, (a demand dictated by a seru- 
pulous’ fidelity to engagements, and, at. the same 
time, advantageous to the United States,) will now 
easily give place to the views, dictated by consid- 
erations’ of interest, independence, and security, 
with which they are now occupied: they espe- 
cially declare, that they will not refuse to relinquish 
the exclusive privilege enjoyed by the privateers of 
France, to carry their prizes into the ports of the 
United States. `. Whilst, however, the Ministers of 
France acquiesce in the nullity of the treaties, they 
cannot conceal from themselves that the act of the 
United States, by which their abrogation has been 
declared, has been an unequivocal provocation to 
war; thatthe hostile acts, by which this provocation 
has been followed, increasing in number and publi- 
city, even after France had removed every just 
cause of complaint, werenothing less than war; that 
Franceé‘had desired to be insensible to the real state 
of her extraordinary relations with the United 
States; in a word, thatanew treaty between France 
andthe United States ought to be preceded by a trea- 
ty of peace. Ifthe correctness of these observations 
is admitted, it would seem, that the two Govern- 
ments ought to be occupied no longer with their 
respective losses: the rights of war acknowledge 
no obligation to repair its ravages: their consider- 
ation even is prohibited by national honor, since 
the State inflicting the greatest injury would, by 
making compensation, acknowledge a victor and 
purchase peace. 

As to the rest, it must be perfectly understood 
that, in aequiescing in the annulment of these trea- 
ties, the French Government intends only to re- 
nounce the privileges which these treaties assured 
to France; and that France will never submit to 
bë placed, in her relations with the United States, 
on a footing inferior to that of any other Power. 
She would reno , without regret, the exclusive 
advantages’ she has enjoyed, but. she cannot con- 
sent that other Powers shall enjoy the same ad- 


vantages to her prejudice. She would relinquish 
freely the right she has acquired, but she will never 
acknowledge the right of another, founded on the 
destruction of her own. This she owes to her 
own character, and even to the prosperity of the 
United States. Ifitisthe wish of the United States 
to be liberated from engagements which weigh, 
perhaps, too heavily on their national independ- 
ence, they ought to desire the loosening of their 
fetters, in order tO assume a more erect and impos- 
‘ing attitude, and not for the purpose of being bent 
with equal force in the opposite direction. 

The second proposition of the Ministers of 
France, in ease the former shall not be accepted, 
will then be the abrogation of ancient treaties; the 
formation of a new treaty, in which the French 
nation, abandoning a privilege inconvenient to the 
United States, shall be placed, in her political and 
commercial relations, on an equal footing with 
the most favored nation; and an entire silence on 
the subject of indemnities. 

Thus, the proposition which the Ministers of 
France have the honor to communicate to the 
Ministers Plenipotentiary of the United States is 
reduced to this simple alternative: 

Either the ancient treaties, carrying with them 
the privileges resulting from. anteriority, together 
with stipulations for reciprocal indemnity ; 

Or a new treaty, promising equality, unattend- 
ed with indemnities. 

In this double overture, and the explanation ac- 
companying it, the Ministers of the United States 
will, withoat doubt, perceive the desire of the 
French Government to terminate the negotiation 
in a manner satisfactory to the United. States. 

The French Ministers have the honor to assure 
the Ministers Plenipotentiaryof the United States. 
of their high consideration. Aare 

J. BONAPARTE, 
C. P. CLARET FLEURIKU, 
RGDERER. 


Aveust 15. 


The following letter was written to the Secre- 
tary of State, and forwarded by the Franklin, sail- 
ing from Bourdeaux: 


Paris, August 15, 1800. 


Sir: Having ascertained, by an interview with 
the French Ministers, soon after our note to them 
of the 8th of May, a copy of which you have doubt- 
less received, that, as we refused to assume the 
former treaties, they could proceed nofurther with- 
our new instructions, and that a report on the state 
of the negotiation ws preparing tor the Minister 
of Exterior Relations, and ultimately for the Pre- 
mier Consul; we judged it expedient, in order to 
obviate an apprehension that our Government 
contemplated further grants to the prejudice of 
France, and to diminish the hazard of sending off 
the business to the Premier Consul, then with the 
army in Switzerland, who, in a moment of agita- 
tion, might decide definitely upon it, to propose the 
following clause as an addition to the 32d article 
of our project, viz: “Nor will either of the said par- 
ties, while they continue in amity, make a treaty 
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with any foreign Sovereign or State, stipulating | The success of the French in Italy has pro- 
for the privateers and prizes of such Sovereign or | duced an armistice, and has since opened with 
State, an asylum in the ports of each other, unless | the Emperor a negotiation for peace, which is still 
they shall have assured to each other such right | pending. The result is daily and anxiously ex- 
of asylum for privateers and prizes of each in the | pected. ae 
ports of the other:” and it was accordingly sent} Captain McNeil, with the Portsmouth, arrived 
with the note marked A. safe at Havre on the 23d of May, where he yet 
Embarrassing as the delay for new instructions | remains. The despatches sent by him were duly 
was seen to be, it was nevertheless deemed inex- | received. Weare, &c., &c., 
pedient, in the then critical state of European af- OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
fairs, to treat it as a studied delay. i - W. R. DAVIE, 
On the 1st of June, we addressed the note mark- W. V. MURRAY. 
ed B, and on the 5th, received an answer marked C. | An interview took place with the French Min- 
Soon after the Premier’s return from Italy, the | isters on the subject of their note of the 23d Ther- 
note marked D was sent. f midor, for the purpose of ascertaining with more 
The requested interview took place on Friday, | precision their views on some points which were 
the 11th July; and although the French Ministers | supposed to be covered under the general terms of 
declared that they had not received further in-i their note. The conference was opened on the 
structions, yet, as they expressed a willingness to | part of the American Ministers in a manner which 
converse upon the subject, a conversation was en- | they supposed would entitle them to the utmost 
tered upon, which had for its object to ascertain | candor and frankness. The French Ministers 
with more precision the grounds of difference be-| were, however, extremely reserved, answering 
tween us. Their observations led to, and finally | with great caution to every inquiry in the general 
terminated in, this position: that, to be deprived | terms of their note. The result of the conference 
of her former privileges in the ports of the United | was, of course, little satisfactory to the American 
States, and that, too, in favor of an enemy, and at | Ministers, who were consequently obliged to con- 
the same time to be called upon for compensation, | sider the French note in the general terms of its 
was derogatory to the honor of France. text. It now became necessary to decide whether 
At a further interview, on the 15th July, we | the negotiation should be broken off, or the in- 
brought forward, in order to remove what seemed | structions departed. from; whether the treaties 
to be the difficulty at the interview, on the lith | should be revived, or the indemnities sacrificed ; 
July, a written proposal to suspend the actual pay- | and, if the treaties were revived, whether, after 
ment of indemnities, on the condition of replacing | considering the text of the French note, and the 
France in the privileges she contended for. A | obstinacy with which the Ministers adhered to it, 
condition which our Government might or might} an attempt should be made to effect a modifica- 
not perform, after it should have further seen the | tion that might enable Government to extinguish 
political state of Europe: and also been better | the exclusive privileges of France under the Trea- 
able to estimate a promise of indemnity. The pro- | ty of Amity and Commerce, as well as her claims 
position was as follows, viz: “Indemnities to be | under the Treaty of Alliance.: The following. 
ascertained and secured, in the manner proposed | note became the result of the several deliberations 
in our project of a treaty, but not to be paid until | and discussions on these points, and was sent to 
the United States shall have offered to France an | the French Ministers on the 20th of August : 


article, stipulating free admission in the ports of ; Be ; 

each for the privateers and prizes of the other, to | The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 

the exclusion of her enemies ; nor unless the arti-| UV CEG Ue States OF America tothe. Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic: 


cle shall be offered within seven years, such arti- 
Paris, August 20, 1800. 


cle to have the same effect, in point of priority, as A 
Citizen Ministers: The undersigned Minis- 


a similar provision had in the treaty of 1778.” 
An immediate reply to the proposition was not | ters have been honored with your note of the 23d 
Thermidor. : Se 


pressed or wished ; there was no difficulty, how- 
It adds to the regret, occasioned by three months’ 


ever, in perceiving that the impression was not 
delay for further instructions, that they confirm 


perfectly satisfactory. 
On the 23d of July, the note was sent, marked E, | the obstacles which had brought the negotiation 
to a stand. i 


whieh throws some further light on the two pre- 
To abandon indemnities would be illy to select 


ceding conferences. 
The note marked G, purporting to be predicated | the means of restoring France to the confidence 
of a nation, too long accustomed to revere and 


on the new instructions, was received the 11th of 
practise justice ever to forget its demands. Nor 


could America ever conceive that, protecting from 
depredations her property which remains, had 
impaired a claim for that of which she has been 
despoiled. More difficult still of comprehension 
would it be, that she had aggressed by declaring 
the truth: for, doubtless, declaring that treaties 
| ceased to bind her which the other party had long 
Land greatly infracted, was no more. ie however, 


d, or our instructions de- 
latter be ventured upon, 
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that declaration, as necessary for judicial purpo- 

` ses as it was conformable to truth, had amounted 
to a cause of war, yet, as the wisdom of France 
reconciled it to peace, its application on the prin- 
ciple of war to theextinguishment of claims would 
be inexplicable; and even as to war itself, though 
it- does by its rights, or rather by its usages en- 
forced against weaker Powers, merge the injuries 
it operates, it does not cancel obligations prior to 
its existence. If war had actually commenced 
when it is suggested there was cause given, still, 
how could its rights be seen to extinguish the 
claims of America, as the mass of her sufferings 
was at a time when her conduct towards France 
was remarkable for nothing but the patience with 
which she endured,and the moderation with which 
she sought to remove them ? 

If, in applying the principle, or exercising the 
natural right of self-defence, in a state of things 
now mutually and equally lamented, certain 
events have taken place, which might be re- 
gretted when considered in connexion with their 
cause; if these events have been attended witha 
sensation which the French Ministers are pleased 
to term “eclat,” they will have candor enough to 
admit that this sensibility was natural among men 
sore by repeated losses, and citizens who had 
thought their country degraded by her patience 
and long suffering. A mutual stipulation, how- 
ever, of restoration or indemnity will save the 
honor of both nations, and efface with the hand 
of justice every irritating remembrance. It is 
but proper here to remark, that if the action, or 
the notice of it, to which the French Ministers 
Plenipotentiary have particularly alluded, betaken 
in connexion with dates and distances, the Amer- 
ican Government cannot be charged with neglect- 
ing to avail itself of conciliatory measures. 

In a word, while nothing would be more grate- 
ful to America than to acquit herself of any just 
claims of France, nothing could be more vain 
than an attempt to discover to her reasons for the 

- rejection of her own. 

It is time for the two nations to return from a 
state of things difficult to name, and more difficult 
to account for, to the correcter views of °78; to 
the confidence inspired by co-operating for an ob- 
ject equally interesting to both; to that spirit 
which disavowed the idea of founding pretensions 
on exertions; and, finally, to that friendship which 
knew not the alloy of purchase. 

Too much concerned with that epoch not to 

“recollect its professions, and too confident in the 
wisdom of those professions to despair of their 
fruits, the American Ministers have persevered in 
efforts for a reconciliation. To remove obstacles 
interposed, they have developed their views and 
their doubts with more frankness than effect. To 
go further, they must take on themselves a high 
‘responsibility. 

If, then, the dignity of one party cannot be satis- 
fied with a recognition of former treaties, still less 
-can the interests of the other dispense with a re- 
modification of them. 

The seventeenth article of the Commercial 
Treaty, which stipulated an exclusive admission 


ou 


for the privateers and prizes of each in the ports 
of the other, was but nominally reciprocal; not 
only because America would seldom be at war, 
but also by reason of the prior engagements of 
France under the Treaty of Utrecht, then in force, 
and since renewed. The real reciprocity of that 
article was to be sought for in another, which 
made free goods in free ships—a stipulation great- 
ly beneficial for the United States could they have 
enjoyed it. This stipulation, however, proved in- 
convenient to France, as appeared from her de- 
feating the use of it so early in the present war; 
and for that reason, the undersigned Ministers, in 
their project of a treaty, proposed to give it up, 
trusting that it would be deemed a full equivalent 
for abandoning, on the part of France, the first 
mentioned privilege stipulated to her. 

The American Ministers have shown, in their 
note of the 8th May, that the free admission of 
privateers is inconvenient to the United States, 
and the Ministers Plenipotentiary of France have 
reasoned, in a note of the 8th Thermidor, and as- 
sumed in others, that an exclusive admission of 
those of one nation compromits their independ- 
ence. France, then, will not insist on that privi- 
lege for herself, exclusively and forever. She will 
not embarrass that progress to greatness, which, 
with so much reason and so much. solicitude, she 
seeks to cherish; nor, least of all, compromit the 
independence she guaranties. Doubtless, upon a 
review of this claim, her Ministers will be satis- 
fied with the footing of the most favored nation ; 
and, as to rights beyond that, will relinquish them 
gratuitously, or, at most, on terms not difficult to 
e complied with. 

‘With respect to the eleventh article of the Trea- 
ty of Alliance, it has produced mischievous appre- 
hensions, and never can produce an effect which 
will not contravene its professed design. If France 
should not discern the utility of relinquishing this 
article, she will acquiesce in a specification which 
may render it Jess incompatible with her policy. 

If the American Ministers, in attending to the 
note before them, have avoided retracing the mea- 
sures of the late French Government, which forced 
the United States to take the defensive position 
in which the present negotiation found them; if 
they have declined to renew former discussions, 
or have not availed themselves of the opportunity 
of commencing others; it is because time has be- 
come precious with them, and because also they 
yet think it may be more useful to search for 
means of healing the breach than for the causes 
which produced it. 

As a further effort on their part to ascertain 
those means, they make the following proposi- 
tions, predicated on the adoption of the first altern- 
ative in the overture of the French Ministers 
Plenipotentiary. 

1. Let it be declared that the former treaties are 
renewed and confirmed, and shall have the same 
effect as if no misunderstanding between the two 
Powers had intervened, except so far as. they are 
derogated from by the present treaty. 

2. It shall be optional with either party to pay 
to the other, within seven years, three millions of 
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frances, in money or securities, which may be is- 
sued for indemnities, and thereby to reduce the 
rights of the other as to privateers and prizes, to 
those of the most favored nation ; and, during the 
said term allowed for option, the right of both 
arties shall be limited by the line of the most 
avored nation. 

3. The mutual guaranty in the Treaty of Alli- 
ance shall be so specified and limited, that its fu- 
ture obligation shall be, on the part of France, 
when the United States shall be attacked, to fur- 
nish and deliver, at her own ports, military stores 
to the amount of one million of franes; and on 
the part of the United States, when the French 
possessions in America in any future war shall be 
attacked, to furnish and deliver,at their own ports, 
a like amount in provisions. 

It shall, moreover, be optional for either party 
to exonerate itself wholly of its obligations, by 
paying to the other, within seven years, a gross 
sum of five millions of frances, in money, or such 
securities as may be issued for indemnities. 

4. The articles of commerce and navigation, 
except the seventeenth article of the treaty, shall 
admit of modifications, reserving for their princi- 

le the rights of the most favored nation, where 
it shall not be otherwise agreed, and be limited 
in their duration to twelve years. 

5. There shall bea reciprocal stipulation for in- 
demnities, and these indemnities shall be limited 
to the claims of individuals, and adjusted agreea- 
bly to the principles and manner proposed by the 
American Ministers in their project of a treaty 
heretofore delivered, except where it shall be 
otherwise agreed. Public ships taken on either 
side shall be restored or paid for. 

6. All property seized by either party, and not 
yet definitively condemned, or which may be 
seized before the exchange of the ratifications of 
the present treaty, shall be restored on reasonable, 
though it should be informal, proof of its belong- 
ing to the other, except contraband goods of the 
United States destined to an enemy’s port. This 
provision to take effect from the signature of the 
treaty; and if any condemnations should take place 
contrary to the intent of this stipulation, before 
knowledge of the same shall be obtained, the pro- 
perty so condemned shall be paid for without delay. 

The Ministers of the United States pray the 
Ministers of the French Republic to accept the 
assurance of their high consideration. 

OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 


Avausr 25. 


The following note and propositions were re- 

ceived from the French Ministers: 
Panis, 7th Fructidor, (Aug. 25,) year 8. 

The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French 
Republic have received the note which the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the United States have 
done them the honor to address to them the sec- 
ond of the present month. 

They cannot regard the overtures therein con- 


tained as complying with the first part of the prg 
posed alternative. In reality the first of the pro 
positions offered to the option of the America 
Ministers was, that the United States should ex 
plicitly recognise the treaties they had concluded 
with France, with all the advantages attached to. 
their date. In the last conference, which took 
place the 25th Thermidor, (13th August,) it was 
well understood, and even reduced to writing, that 
this part of the alternative should particularly ex- 
clude every idea of a modification extending to 
the contested points of the negotiation, and espe- 
cially to the privilege assured to the French na- 
tion, in relation to other Powers. Nevertheless, 
the note of the American Ministers proposes an 
important modification of the seventeenth article: 
whence, it is evident that this note applies to the . 
second branch of the alternative, which consisted ` 
in offering a new treaty without indemnity, , ` 
The French Ministers might here insist upon 
the condition, that every stipulation on the sub-. 
ject of indemnities should be laid aside. Never 
theless, France will give the United States a new 
proof of her friendly disposition, in consenting to 
the modification of the treaties, and also to the. 
principle of indemnities, in the manner expressed | 
in the subjoined note; in which the U. States will 
discover undoubted proofs of the desire of France 
to effect a speedy and complete reconciliation. 
The Ministers of the French Republic have the 

honor to assure the Ministers Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of their high consideration. 

J. BONAPARTE, 

C. P. CLARET FLEURIKU, 

RG@DERER. 


1. The ancient treaties shall be continued and ; 
confirmed; and they shall be carried into execu- 
tion, in the same manner as if no misunderstand- 
ing had taken place between the two nations, 

2. Commissioners shall be appointed to liqui- ` 
date the respective damages. 

3. The seventeenth article of the Treaty of 
Commerce of 1778 shall be preserved inviolate, : 
with the single addition, at the end of the follow- 
ing words: “on the contrary, no shelter or refuge 
shall be given in their ports or harbors to such as 
shall have made prize of the subjects, people, or. 
property of either of the parties ;” “except in vir- 
tue of treaties known at the time of the signature 
of the present treaty, and subsequent to the treaty. 
of 1778; and this for the space of seven years.” 

The twenty-second article to contain the same 
exception as the seventeenth. 

4. If, in the space of seven years, the seven- 
teenth and twenty-second articles shall not be of- ` 
fered and accepted in their original force, the in- . 
demnities awarded by the Commissioners shall not 
be paid. 

5. The guaranty, stipulated by the Treaty of 
Alliance, shall be converted into a promise of- 
succor, to the amount of two millions; but this 
promise shall not be redeemable except by a capi- 
tal of ten millions. BONAPARTE, 

FLEURIEU, 
RC DERER. 
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l Avausr 24. 

As the French. Ministers dined to-day with Mr. 
Ellsworth and Mr. Davie, they were requested to 
attend a conference-after dinner, for the purpose 
of giving some explanations of the propositions 
subjoined to their note. Mr. Bonaparte and Mr. 
Fleurieu, mentioning that they had some urgent 
business at the council, went away, leaving Mr. 
Reederer authorized to give any explanation re- 
quired. After a conversation of some length, 
during which Mr. Rederer discovered how un- 
satisfactory those propositions were to the Ameri- 
can Ministers, he suggested the following idea for 
consideration, viz: “that the option contained in 
the note of the American Ministers, to.extinguish 
by an equivalent of eight millions of francs certain 
claims of France under the former treaties, ought 
to be reciprocal; so that, if the offer should be 
made by either party, the other should be bound 
to accept it:” saying that this suggestion ought 
not to be considered official,.as his colleagues were 
not consulted. A 

The next day it was reduced into the form of 
an article, and shown to: Mr. Reederer, to know 
whether the principle of his proposition was cor- 
rectly taken; and upon ‘its being stated to him in 
the form it was supposed to be made the preced- 
ing evening, and upon ‘the article being translated, 
he admitted that he was correctly understood; 
and then delivered another proposition, which he 
said had been approved by the Minister of Exte- 
rior Relations, to the following effect : 


. “Ifpin the space of seven years, the renewal of 

the 17th and 22d articles, in their full meaning, 
shall not be offered, the.indemnities which the 
Commissioners may award shall not be paid; and 
if the renewal of the 17th and 22d articles, in their 
full meaning, shall be offered within the space of 
seven years, France shall have the option, be- 
tween this renewal and an indemnity of eight 
millions, which shall be paid to her in money, or 
in obligations given for the payment of indemni- 
ties which shall have been awarded by the Com- 
missioners.” 

Norr, (said to have been added by the Minis- 
ter of Exterior Relations.) “It is understood, and 
shall be stipulated, in conformity with a note of 
the American Ministers, that, whenever the privi- 
lege respecting prizes shall be abolished, as to 
France and England, by the expiration of the 
treaty, neither the United States nor France shall 
again concede it to any Power whatever.” 


— 
August 29. 


The American Ministers intended to avail them- 
selves of another conference to-day with the 
French Ministers; but the President of the French 
Commission and Mr. Reederer had gone into the 
country on the 27th, and were not returned this 
morning ; therefore, with the expectation of at- 
tracting the carliest attention of the Ministers to 
the business of the negotiation, the following note 
was addressed to them and sent to Mr. C. P. C. 
Fleurieu: 

6th Con.—38 


The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic. 

Paris, August 29, 1800, 
7 o'clock, P. M. 

Citizen Ministers: The Envoys of the United 
States have given the most seriousattention to the 
note and the propositions enclosed, which the Min- 
isters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic did 
them the honor to address to them under date of 
7th Fructidor; ahd they regret that they have not 
been able to consider those propositions in the 
light they are presented by the French Ministers, 
as connecting the justice of indemnity witha ben- 
eficial modification of the treaties. 

The third and fourth propositions leave it op- 
tional with France to reject indemnities, while 
they secure to her, unconditionally, the Treaty of 
Commerce, with a minute exception, which is so 
limited by time and other circumstances as to 
render it of little consideration with either party. 
With respect to the other treaty, the option to re- 
ject indemnities produces no effect whatever; its 
Inconveniences are only to be avoided by a pur- 
chase of ten millions; so that, by those proposi- 
tions, indemnities may be sacrificed, and the trea- 
ties remain recognised and confirmed—a measure 
which, in its operation, would be a complete de- 
parture from the principle proposed as the basis 
of negotiation by the French Ministers, and the 
abandonment of an object to which the American 
Ministers are bound to adhere, and upon which 
their sentiments have never varied. 

As to the fifth proposition, it is rendered inad- 
missible only by an augmentation of the sums 
proposed by the undersigned: Ministers, to extin- 
guish the right of France under the mutual guar- 
anty—a right, indeed, which, if France ever placed 
a value upon, she must have long since discerned 
that the abolition of it had become as essential to 
her interests as to those of the nation which she 
wishes not to embarrass. Confidently was it pre- 
sumed by the American Ministers, that, in the 
equivalent for that right offered by them, there 
would be seen a liberal regard to the honor of the 
French Republic, and a still further proof of that 
desire which has so much sought to facilitate to 
her an adjustment of existing differences. 

The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the United 
States, having exhausted their efforts to discover, 
by a spirit of justice and accommodation, the 
means of accomplishing the desires and realizing 
the views of both nations, can only now hope to 
avail themselves of the better directed efforts of 
the Ministers Plenipotentiary, with whom they 
have the honor to treat. 

The American Ministers, willing to profit even 
of suggestions, remark that, in a late conference, 
which respected as well their notes of the 20th of 
the present month as that of the French Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the 7th Fructidor, it was 
suggested by one of the latter (though not offi- 
cially, or as a matter upon which the sense of his 
colleagues had been taken) that the option con- 
tained in the first mentioned note, to extinguish, 
by an equivalent of eight millions of franes, cer- 
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tain claims of France under the former treaties, | rights of guaranty resulting from the eleventh 


ought to be reciprocal ; so that, if the offer should 
be made by either party, the other should accept 
it, That principle, if reduced to a form proper to 
give it effect, it is conceived, would be expressed 
as follows, viz: 

“Tf the United States shall, at any time, within 
-seven years from the exchange of the ratifications 
of the present treaty, offer to the French Republic 
an article of the tenor following, viz: 

“Tt is agreed that the United States shall pay 
to the French Republic, within seven years from 
the day of exchanging the ratifications of the 
treaty of , eight millions of frances, in money, 
or such securities as have been or may be issued 
to citizens of the United States for indemnities 
under the said treaty, together with interest here- 
after, at the rate of per centum per annum, 
until the principal shall be discharged; and that, 
as a consideration of such engagement, the United 
. States shall forever be exonerated of the obliga- 
tion on their part to furnish succors or aid under 
the mutual guaranty of the 11th article of the 
Treaty of Alliance of the 6th of February, 1778; 
and the rights of the French Republic, under the 
17th and 22d articles of the Treaty of Amity and 
Commerce, of the same date, shall be forever 
limited to such as the most favored nation shall 
in these respects enjoy.” 

The French Republic will accept the same; or, 
if the French Republic shall, at any time within 
that term, offer such an article, the United States 
will accept the same; and, in either case, the ar- 
ticle so offered shall become part of the present 
treaty. 

To such a stipulation, in connexion with the 
first, fourth, fifth and sixth propositions offered 
by-the American Envoys in their note of the 20th 
of the present month, they would agree, so great 
is their desire to terminate, without further loss of 
time, the present negotiation. They pray the Min- 
isters Plenipotentiary of the French Republic to 
accept the assurances of their high consideration. 

O. ELLSWORTH, 
W. R. DAVIE, 
W. V. MURRAY. 


SEPTEMBER 5. 


The following propositions were delivered by 
Mr. Ræderer: 


To the Ministers Plenipotentiary of the United States 
: of America at Paris. 


Panis, 17th Fructidor, (4th Sept.,) year 8. 


We shall have the right to carry our prizes into 
the American ports. 

A. commission shall regulate the indemnities 
due by each of the two nations to the citizens of 
the other. 

The indemnities which shall be found due by 
France to the citizens of the United States shall 
be discharged by the United States; and, as an 
equivalent, France makes an abandonment of the 
exclusive. privilege resulting from articles X VII 

and XXIL of the Treaty of Commerce, and of the 


article of the Treaty of Alliance. 
BONAPARTE, 
C. P. C. FLEURIEU, 
RÆDERER. 


Mr. Ræderer delivered, at the same time, a pa- 
per unsigned, containing the following observa- 
tions : 

The Ministers of the United States appear to 
have mistaken the sense of the last note of the 
French Ministers. They imagine that the in- 
demnities may be sacrificed by the propositions of 
the 7th Fructidor, and the treaties notwithstand- 
ing remain completely acknowledged and con- 
firmed. It has always been the intention of the 
Ministers of Franċe tò reserve to her the right of 
choice between the restoration of her privileges 
and the payment of indemnities which may be 
brought against her; so that they have never sup- 
posed that she would enjoy privileges without the 
payment of indemnities, or could pay, indemnities 
without the enjoyment of privileges. 

The American Ministers have also misunder- 
stood the private observations of one of the French 
Ministers. Their sole object was to show that, 
during the term of seven years, France should 
possess (agreeably even to the plan of the Minis- 
ters of the United States) the right to choose be- 
tween the re-establishment of the privileges. re- 
sulting from the seventeenth and twenty-second 
articles of the Treaty of Commerce, and a sum of 
atleast eight millions, since France regards those 
privileges as an advantage peculiar to her, and for 
the abandonment of which she may stipulate as 
she deems proper. 

To avoid the uncertainty which might arise 
from such a stipulation, hastily reduced to a di- 
plomatic style, the Ministers of France have of- 
fered anew a naked draught of their final deter- 
mination; and they observe that, if the American 
Ministers agree to the substance of the note, they 
may settle the form of it in concert with the 
French Ministers, and even modify the means of 
arriving at the same end. 


SEPTEMBER 6. 

The American Ministers being unanimous in 
the opinion that they could not accede to the prop- 
ositions under date of the 17th Fructidor, agreed 
to offer the following articles as the basis of nego- 
tiation, and as predicated upon the original over- 
tures of the French Ministers, referring only the 
determination of the question respecting the trea- 
ties and indemnities to the American Government, 
and postponing that determination no longer than 
to the time of ratification : 


For the Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French Re- 
i public. 


Paris, Sept. 6, 1800. 


The American Ministers consider the proposi- 
tions received from the Ministers Plenipotentiary 
of France yesterday, under date of the 17th Fruc- 
tidor, as altogether inadmissible. The nearest ap- 
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proach to them, which the American Ministers | I pray them to accept the assurance of my high 
can make, is— ‘consideration. 


1. The former treaties shall be renewed and J. BONAPARTE. 
confirmed. — : 

2. The obligations of the guaranty shall be spe- SEPTEMBER 12. 
cified and limited, as in the first paragraph of their} The American Ministers met this morning to 
. third proposition of the 20th of August. settle the mode of conducting the expected confer- 


8. There shall be mutual indemnities, and a | ence, and resolved to press their last propositions 
mutual restoration of captured property not yet | to the utmost; and, if the French Ministers should 
definitively condemned, according to their fifth | finally disagree to them, without offering any ad- 
and sixth propositions of that date. missible substitute, then, in that case, to offer the 

4. If, at the exchange of ratifications, the Uni- | written proposition delivered by Mr. .Reederer on 
ted States shall propose a mutual relinquishment | the 26th of August, in two forms, one connecting 
of indemnities, the French Republic will agree to | the 11th article of the Treaty of Alliance with 
the same; and, in such case, the former treaties į the 22d and 17th of that of Amity and Commerce, 
shall not be deemed obligatory except that under | in the option of an equivalent; the other pursuing 
the 17th and 22d articles of that of Commerce, the | strictly the original proposition, but connecting it 
parties shall continue forever to have for their | with a modification of the guaranty. Some re- 
public ships of war, privateers, and prizes, such | marks were also prepared with respect to the ope- 
privileges in the ports of each other as- the most | ration and effect of a guaranty in the form of the 


favored nation shall enjoy. 11th article; it being the object of the American 
O. ELLSWORTH, | Ministers to discuss the business fully, and, if pos- 
W. R. DAVIE, sible, to press it toa termination. 
W. V. MURRAY. The French Ministers attended at the hour ap- 


pointed, and the propositions of the 6th of Sep- 
; Seprempnr 8, | tember were taken up and considered, article by 
Hid ahav ee hots was senton the sime day tothe article. The 1st and 3d were apne to, with some 
French Ministers; no answer, however, being yet which did not vary its principle. The 24 and ath 
received, the outs note, requesting an Intel | were considered together, as in some measure con- 
view, was sent to-day: nected; and, after considerable discussion, the 
To the Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French Re-| French Ministers said they were determined not 
public. to accede to these, unless an option, perfectly sim- 
S ilar and reciprocal was assured to the French Re- 
Paris, Sept. 8, 1800. blic. th ion of which bled h 
The Envoys of the United States request the ha Se be Acma + a offer of P i A A 
Born ae ike hier Ba e E A i E the exclusive privileges. ` They now openly avow- 
-potentiary of the French Republic to-morr A . j 
i oo at such place as hay be convenient to ed that thelr real object was: to a by: every 
them, in order to learn whether the note of the | inc ae one eee eae incor Pe 
undersigned of the 6th of the present month can oo ik ee ee e ate R 
8 : a ay, in the situation in which she would be left 
serve as the basis of a treaty, or, if not, whether by the present war. The subject of the modifica- 
reen Whey pass ale Meiras Bien [ono eames weet aw a bd 
: : : in the manner agreed. e conversation on this 
potentiary of the French Republic to accept the | subject closed byra declaration of the President of 


assurances of their high consideration. the French Commission, that such a modification 
0. ELLSWORTH, could not be acceded to without new instructions 7 
W. R. DAVIE, that they had no powers to assent to such a stipu- 


W. V. MURRAY. lation ; but that, if the Government should think 
— proper to instruct them to make a treaty on the 
SEPTEMBER 9. | basis of indemnities and a modified renewal of the 


Mr. Rædeter informed the American Ministers old treaties, he would resign sooner than tk such 
that the conference requested could not take place, | ? treaty; adding that, if the question cou d pee 
owing to the absence of Joseph Bonaparte, the termined by an indifferent nation, he was satisfied 
President of the Commission. such a tribunal would say that the present state of 

things was war on the side of America, and that 
no indemnities could be claimed. The other two 


G n SEPTEMBER 11. Commissioners made similar declarations. _ 
The following note was received : The American Ministers retired a few minutes 
Paris, 24th Fructidor, and agreed that it was now clearly in vain to make 


(September 11,) year 8. | any furthér attempts on this ground, and, of course, 
The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the French | useless to bring forward the proposition of Mr. 
Republic will do themselves the honor to meet the | Reederer in any form. 
Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Plenipoten-| The conference was, therefore, closed by the 
tiary of the United States, at their residence, Ho- | American Ministers requesting a written answer 
tel des Oiseaux, to-morrow, at two o’clock, P. M. | to the note of the 6th of September. 
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‘Reflections of the American Ministers on their overture 
respecting the guaranty delivered to. the French 
Ministers, at their conference, on the 12th day of 
September. 


Adopting the universality of modern practice 
as a rule of exposition, a guaranty which omits to 
stipulate specific succors does not contemplate any 
to be furnished, and is, only, on the part of the 
guarantor, a renunciation of interfering claims, 
an engagement not to countenance or admit such 
claims in favor of a third Power, and, generally, 
an assurance of good offices for the security of the 
object guarantied, which shall not be onerous to 
himself. 

If, however, the guaranty between France and 
the United States did in fact contemplate succors, 
they must have been principally for the latter, 
who might need them, rather than for the former, 
who was evidently competent to protect herself; 
and the mutuality of the obligation to succor could 
have been intended for little more than to save 
appearances. 

Again, if the ability to furnish succors was to 
be the measure of them, (and if they were con- 
‘templated-at all, there could have been no other 
‘meéasure,) much less must have been expected 
from the scattered agriculturists of a new country 
than from a nation habitually prepared for war, 
and one of the most powerful in Europe. 

The American Ministers, however, have pro- 
posed, not only to render the guaranty specific, but 
to render the succors equal, and that without 
taking into account that France will frequently 
receive, and but seldom have occasion to furnish 
them. Their offer, it is presumed, in the view of 
the subject here given, will be sufficiently appre- 
ciated. The French Ministers will see in this 
proposition only those motives of liberal policy, 
‘and that sincere spirit of accommodation which 


have continually actuated the United States to- | 


wards France; there being no circumstance in the 
present juncture that would dictate a sacrifice to 
that object of their convenience or their interests, 
and nothing in the perspective of the future from 
which they might augur such*a necessity. And 
the American Ministers presume that France will 
not raise new obstacles to the progress of the ne- 
gotiation, by placing a high and unexpected value 
upon what she really placed none heretofore: it 
would accord neither with her accustomed mag- 
nanimity, nor that conciliatory policy towards the 
United States which she professes to pursue. 


SEPTEMBER 12. 


The following note was received from the 
French Ministers: 


Paris, 26 Fructidor, 
(13th September,) year 8. 

- Tbe Ministers of France are unable to depart 
from the modifications which they had yesterday 
the honor to propose verbally to the American 
Ministers, on the subject of their note of the 6th 
“of September, (19th Fructidor.) They adhere to 
these principles: : 


1. That a stipulation of indemnities carries 
with it a full and entire recognition of the trea- 
ties; and 

2. That the abandonment of the advantages and 
privileges stipulated by the treaties, in considera- 
tion of the reciprocal abandonment of indemni- 
ties, will be the most useful and honorable arrange- 
ment for both nations. 

Acting on these principles, the French Minis- 
ters persist in the verbal declarations made at the 
conference yesterday.. They will, therefore, pro- 
ceed to give some explanations on each of the ar- 
ticles of the wote of the 6th of September. 

I. The ancient treaties shall be recognised and 
confirmed, 

Il. The obligations of the guaranty shall be spe- 
ecified and limited, as in the first paragraph of their 
third proposition of the 20th of August. 

III. There shall be mutual indemnities, and a 
mutual restoration of captured property, not yet 
definitively condemned, according to the fifth and 
sixth propositions of that date. 

IV. If, at the exchange of ratifications, the Uni- 
ted States shall propose a reciprocal abandonment 
of indemnities, the French Republic will agree to 
this proposition; and, in this case, the ancient 
treaties shall not be deemed obligatory; except 
that, under the 17th and 22d articles of the Treaty 
of Commerce, the parties shall continue to have, 
for their vessels of war, privateers, and prizes, in 
their respective ports, the privileges enjoyed by 
the most favored nation. 

They accede to the proposition contained in the 
first article. 

The second cannot be admitted unless the fourth 
article shall give to the French Republic the assu- 
rance that, if she should propose to the United 
States the reciprocal abandonment of indemnities, 
this proposition will be accepted, in consideration 
of the abandonment of the right of guaranty, re- 
sulting from the Treaty of Alliance, and the privi- 
leges resulting from the 17th and 22d articles of 
the Treaty of Commerce. If article four does 
not carry with it this stipulation, neither article 
four nor article two can be admitted. 

The third has appeared to require some expla- 
nations. The Ministers of France understand: 

1. Indemnities shall be provided for captures 
made from individuals, and which shal] have been 
condemned at the time of signing the treaty. 

2. That the vessels and national ships, respect- 
ively taken, shall be restored or paid for. 

3. That the captures made from individuals, 
and not adjudicated at the time of signing the 
treaty, shall be adjudicated according to the treaty 
of 1778, correctly interpreted, as may be agreed 


on. 

Article IV cannot be admitted, as has already 
been observed, if it does not offer the same rights 
to France as to the United States; and if it does 
not preserve the ancient treaties, with the excep- 
tion of the privileges, and the stipulation of guar- 
anty. 

ik order to attain this object, and render the 
second article admissible, the 4th article should 
be expressed in the following, or some other equiv- 
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alent terms:. “If, at the exchange. of. ratifi- 
cations, the United States shall . offer to the 
French Republic, or if the French- Republic 
shall offer.to the United States, the reciprocal 
abandonment of. indemnities, this proposition will 
be. accepted; and, in this. case, the engagement 
of guaranty. resulting from the eleventh article 
of the Treaty of Alliance, and the privileges re- 
sulting from articles eleven and twenty-two of the 
Treaty of Commerce shall be restricted to the ad- 
vantages which can, be enjoyed by. the most fa- 


vored nation. . 
J. BONAPARTE, 
C. P. C. FLEURIEU, 
RGDERER: 


SEPTEMBER 13. 

The American Ministers being now convinced 
that the door was perfectly closed against all 
hope of obtaining indemnities, with any modifica- 
tion of the treaties, it only remained to be deter- 
mined whether, under all the circumstances, it 
would not be expedient to attempt a temporary 
arrangement which’ would extricate the United 
States from the war; or that peculiar state of hos- 
tility in which they are at present involved, save 
the immense property of our citizens now depend- 
ing before the Council of Prizes, and secure, as 
far as possible, our commerce against the abuses 
of captures during the present war. 

- After.mature deliberation, the American Min- 
isters resolved to make the overture contained in 
the following note. which was sent to the Com- 
missioners of the French Republic the same day: 


‘The Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers .Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States of America to the Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary of the. French Republic. 


Paris, September 13, 1800. 

The undersigned had the honor of receiving the 
note of the French Ministers of the 26th. Fructi~ 
dor yesterday. 

The discussion of former treaties and indemni- 
ties, being for the present closed, it must, of course, 
be postponed till it can be resumed with fewer 
embarrassments. 

It remains only to consider the expediency of a 
temporary arrangement, Should such an ye A 
ment comport with the views. of France, the fol- 
lowing principles are offered as the basis of it: 

1. The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the respect- 
ive parties, not. being able at present to agree re- 
specting the former treaties and indemnities, the 
parties will in due and convenient time further 
treat on those subjects; and, until they shall have 
agreed respecting the same, the said treaties shall 
have no operation. In the meantime, 

2. The parties shall abstain from all unfriendly 
acts; their commercial intercourse shall be free, 
and debts shall be recoverable.in the same manner 
as if no misunderstanding had intervened. 

3. Property captured: and not yet definitively 
condemned, or which may be captured before the 
exchange of ratifications, shall be mutually re- 
stored. Proofs of ownership to be specified in the 
Gonvention. 


4. Some provisional regulations shall be made 
to. prevent abuses and disputes that may arise out 
of future cases of. capture. 

The Ministers of the United States request the 
honor. of an, early interview at-such, time and 
place as: may be convenient to the Ministers Pleni- 
potentiary of the French Republic, and offer them. 
the assurances of their high consideration. _ 

O. ELLSWORTH, 
W. R. DAVIE, 
W. V. MURRAY. 


SEPTEMBER 19. 


A conference was held to-day with the French, 
Ministers, at the opening of which they delivered 
the following articles as a kind of counterproject : 


Paris, 2? Complémentaire, 
(19th September, ) year 8. 

The Ministers of France and those of the Uni- 
ted States, finding, at the close of numerous dis- 
cussions, that they. cannot agree, at this time, 
either respecting the interpretation of the Lith ar- 
ticle of the Treaty of Alliance of 1778, and the 
17th and 22d articles of the Treaty of Commerce 
of the same year, or on fhe subject of the recipro- 
cal indemnities due in consequence of the cap- 
tures made from the citizens of the two nations, 
have agreed as follows: 

ArticLe 1. The two parties defer to another 
time, the discussion of the indemnities, and of the 
abovementioned articles of the treaties of 1778: in 
every other particular, these treaties are, by these 
presents, recognised and confirmed, as well as the 
Consular Convention of 1778. 

Arr. 2. The vessels and the privateers, with 
their prizes, of the two nations, shall be treated, 
in their respective ports, as those of the most fa- 
vored nation. ` 

Arrt. 3. The public ships shall either be restored 
or paid for. 

Ary. 4. The property of individuals not yet 
condemned, shall be adjudicated according to the 
Treaty of Friendship and Commerce of 17783 in 
consequence of which, no rôle d'équipage shall be 
required, nor any other proof which is not requir- 


ed by that treaty. 
C. P. C. FLEURIEU, 
RŒDERER. 


These articles were discussed, with the corres- 
ponding articles in the propositions of the Ameri- 
can Ministers of the 13th of September ; and it 
was agreed to meet from day to day until the busi- 
ness was finished. 


SEPTEMBER 24. 


The following note was received from the Sec- 
retary of the French Legation: 


4th Complémentaire, (Sept. 21,) year 8. 


M. Pichon’s compliments to Messrs. Davie and 
Ellsworth, and sends to.them, herewith enclosed, 
copies of the articles settled. Mr. P. has it in 
charge from the French Ministers to desire the 
American Envoys, if they see no impropriety, to 
communicate what they intend to propose further 
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on the fourth principle of the note, in order-that 
the French Ministers may look to it until the next 
conference, and that the debates after dinner may 
be the shorter. é 

If the American Ministers have no objection to 
this,and they are pleased to forward the articles to 
Mr. Pichon, he will translate and communicate 
them to the French Ministers, so that time may be 
spared, and business, as much as possible, for- 
warded. 


SEPTEMBER 22. 

The American Ministers present their compli- 
ments to Mr. Pichon, and readily comply with the 
proposal in his obliging note of yesterday. 

They will bring forward, as details under their 
fourth proposition, the 21st, 22d, 23d, 24th, 25th, 
26th, and 28th articles of their former project, 
with some variation of the 22d and 23d to adapt 
them to principles already agreed on. These arti- 
cles, it is presumed, cannot occupy much time, as 
they have been so long in the hands of the French 
Ministers, as they are principally drawn from the 
treaty of °78, and are only varied or enlarged to 

revent a repetition of abuses and misunderstand- 
ings. It willalso be proposed to add to the 24th, 
the following clause: “Nevertheless, it shall not 
be required to examine the papers of vessels con- 
voyed by vessels of war, but credence shall be 
given to the word of the officer who shall conduct 
the convoy ;” panapat with a view to check 
West India privateers, till your Government shall 
be able to reduce them to obedience. 

The American Ministers present their compli- 
ments to Mr. Pichon, and now send, agreeably to 
his request, the 23d article of their former project, 
varied agreeably to the intimation given in their 
note to him of yesterday. He will have the good- 
ness to present the article to the French Ministers 
for their examination. It accommodates their 
views to subject enemy goods in free bottoms as 
soon after the ratifications as papers can be fur- 
nished, requisite to prevent great embarrassments. 
It concedes the principle they desire, while it so 
regulates the exercise of that principle as to render 
it léss distressing to neutral commerce, and, of 
course, less injurious to France. 


SEPTEMBER 23. 

Arr. 23. And that captures on light suspicions 
may be avoided, and injuries thence arising pre- 
vented, it is agreed that, when one party shall be 
engaged in war, and the other party be neuter, the 
ships of the neutral party, that is, such of them as 
have already left, or which, prior to the 1st day of 
May next, may leave, the ports of the nation to 
which they belong, shall be furnished with pass- 
ports similar to those described in the article, that 
it may appear thereby that the ships really belong 
tothe citizens of the neutral party. They shali 
be valid for any number of voyages, but they shall 
he-tecalled every. year, that is, if the ship should 
retu ome: within the space of a year. Such 
s; being laden, are to be provided not only with 

passports as abovementioned, but also with certifi- 


cates similar to those described in the same arti-- 
cle, that so it may be known whether they carry 
any contraband goods. No other paper shall be 


required, any ordinance or usage to the contrary 


notwithstanding. And if it shall not appear, from 


said certificates, that there are contraband goods 
on board, the ships shall be permitted to proceed ` 
on their voyage: if it shall appear from the cer- 
tificates that there are contraband goods on board 
any such ship, and the commander of the same 
shall offer to deliver them up, he shall, notwith- 
standing, be at liberty to proceed on his voyage. 
unless the quantity of the contraband goods shall 
be greater than can be conveniently received on 
board the ship of war, or privatecr ; in which case, 
the ship may be carried into port for the delivery 
of the same. 

With respect to ships which shall leave the 
ports of the nation to which they belong after the 
last day of April next, they shall be furnished with 
passports as abovementioned, and, if laden, shall 
be furnished with like certificates as beforemen- 
tioned, excepting that the certificates: shall also 
express to whom the cargo belongs, and of -what 
nation, State, or Prince, the owner is a citizen. or 
subject, that so it may be known if there are con- 
traband or enemy goods on board. No other pa~- 
per shall be required, any usage or ordinance to 
the contrary notwithstanding. And if it shall 
not appear from the. last mentioned certificates. 
that there are either contraband or enemy goods 
on board, the ships shall be permitted to proceed 
on their voyage: if it shall appear from the cer- 
tificates that there are contraband or enemy goods. 
on board any such ship, and the commander of 
the same shall offer to deliver them up, he shall, 
notwithstanding, be at liberty to proceed on his 
voyage, unless the quantity of contraband or ene- 
my goods, or of both, be greater than can be con- 
veniently received on board of the ship of war or 
privateer; in which case, he may be carried into: 
port for the delivery of the same. 

if any ship in the predicament first above men- 
tioned shall not be furnished with such passport 
and certificates as is above required for the same, 
such case shall be examined by a proper judge or 
tribunal; and, if it shall be found, from other doc- 
uments or proofs admissible by the usage of na- 
tions, that the ship belongs to the citizens of the 
neutral party, it shall not be confiscated, but shall 
be released, with her cargo, (contraband goods ex- 
cepted,) and be permitted to proceed on her voy- 
age. And, if any ship in the second predicament 
above mentioned shall not be furnished with such 
passport and certificates as is above required for 
the same, such case may be examined by a proper 
judge or tribunal ; and, if it shall be found, from 
other documents or proofs admissible by the usage 
of nations, that the ship belongs to the citizens of 
the neutral party, the same shall not be confisca- 
ted, but shall be released, with her cargo, (contra- 
band goods and such as shall be found to be enemy 
goods excepted,) and be permitted to proceed on 
her voyage. 

`The business was now conducted by conference, 
from day to day until the 30th of September, 
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when the Convention was finished, under the title | may be referred to as an instance. May it not be 


ofa “Provisional Treaty”: The- French Minis- 
ters had insisted that the treaty should be signed, 
under a recognition that the. original. was in the 
French language, after the manner of the treaty 
of "78. As the American Ministers refused to ac- 
knowledge this.as a precedent, or recognise any 
prerogative with respect to language, the French 
Ministers delivered the following note on that 
subject: 


Panis, 8th. Vendemiatre, 
(29th September,) year 8. 

The Ministers of France insist, in relation to 
the treaty, upon one of three things: , — ; 

Hither that the treaty shall be signed in ‘the 

French language only, without any. reservation, 
the mode pursued by the Consular Convention of 
1788, between France and the United. States, and 
by the Treaty of 1786, between France.and Eng- 
and; ; 
Or, that it shall be signed in the French lan- 
guage only; and that.a separate article (similar 
to the one.at the close of the Treaty of 1783, be- 
tween Franceand England,)shall stipulate.“ That 
the French language, used in this treaty, shall not 
constitutea precedent, nor operate to the prejudice 
of either of the contracting parties ;” 

Or, finally, that it shall be signed in the French 
and English languages, accompanied by the fol- 
lowing declaration, conforming to the one at the 
end of the Treaty of Alliance and the Treaty of 
Commerce of 1778: “In faith whereof, the re- 
spective Plenipotentiaries have signed the above 
articles, both in the French and English languages; 
declaring, nevertheless, that-the present treaty was 
originally written and concluded in the French 
language.” 

-The Ministers of France cannot depart from 
either the one or the other- of these forms, or from 
one by which it will appear, with equal clearness, 
that the negotiation has-been conducted in French, 
and that the original treaty is in that language. 
Their reasons are conclusive. 

The first is, tnat this has been the usage be- 
tween France and América, between France and 
England, between France and many other States, 
and even between America and other States be- 
sides France. 

The second is, that this usage involves no prin- 
ciple opposed to the equality of the two nations; 
and that the use of one language, whatever that 
may be, in a treaty common to several parties, is 
a mutual advantage, and ought not to be considered 
as a: privilege conferred on the nation to whom 
the adopted language is most familiar. 

These-two propositions may require a few words 
in explanation... On the first, we will only observe 
that, in addition to the cited examples of the two 
treaties of 1778,. between France and America, 
and the Consular Convention of 1788, the United 
States have used the French language, without 
hesitation or objection, in treaties with which 
France had no concern. The Treaty of Friend- 
ship and Commerce between the United States and 
Sweden, concluded at Paris, the 3d of April, 1783, 


asked, why should the French language be now 
rejected, after having been adopted as the original 
in treaties formed by the United States with both 
France and Sweden ? 

The second proposition is founded upon very 
obvious considerations. 

ist. When two nations or individuals are de- 
sirous of terminating differences existing between. 
them, it is natural that they should make their 
several explanations in a common language, as. 
well for the purpose of avoiding the tediousness. 
and incorrectness of interpretations, as of prevent- 
ing an increased misunderstanding which might 
arise from verbal misconstruction. 

When public negotiations are carried on be- 
tween three, four, or five different nations, speak- 
ing different languages, the necessity of a com- 
mon language becomes the more apparent. 

Formerly, when Europe had no common lan- 
guage except the Latin, treaties were formed in 
that language. But since the French, a deriva- 
tion from the Latin, has become a classical lan- 
guage, it has generally been considered more con- 
venient than the Latin for general use, and has 
therefore been substituted for the Latin. Hence, 
the French language has acquired a privilege, if 
you please, over other languages, but not the 
French nation. It has acquired this privilege at 
the expense of the Latin, not of any living lan- 
guage, and still less in prejudice of the rights of 
any Power whatever. Nations, in acknowledg- 
ing it as the legitimate successor of the Latin, and 
in adopting it as their own, have only had recourse 
to a practice the most convenient to themselves 
in the exposition, discussion, and expression of 
their rights; and have thus advanced those rights 
by yielding up their prejudices. ` 

2d. When two or more parties have been carry- 
ing on a negotiation in one language, it is possi- 
ble to agree that the treaty shall be translated in 
the language of each of the parties, and signed by 
all. But, in this case, good sense and common 
interest require two things: First, that one of the 
copies, thus signed by all the contracting parties, 
should be acknowledged as the original: Second- 
ly, that the copy written in the language in which 
the negotiation was conducted should be regarded 
as that original. 

We say, in the first place, that there must be 
one original copy. Because, if time and usage 
should disclose differences of expression, at first 
unperceived, in the phraseology employed in two 
copies, written in different languages, (a circum- 
stance which seems inevitahle, and has, indeed, 
occurred in relation to the Treaty of Friendship 
and Commerce of 1778,) it will be necessary to 
have recourse to a common version. 

We say, in the second place, that the copy, 
written in the language in which the negotiation 
was conducted, is the one to which the title of 
original should be given. The reasons are evi- 
dent: First in point of fact, it is the original, as it 
respects the rest, having been first composed, arti- 
cle by article, in the language of the negotiation, 
as the negotiation itself progressed: Secondly, in 
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gefer to the first expression of his own will, and 
‘the faithful signs of his own intentions? 

In the adoption, therefore, of the French, as the 
original language of the treaty, every idea of na- 
tional prerogative should be discarded, as foreign 
to the subject. : No innovation is urged upon the 
American Ministers, and no consideration can 
authorize the Ministers of France to depart from 


established usage. 
C. P. C. FLEURIEU, 
RGDERER. 


The American Ministers finally, but with great 
reluctance, agreed to the signing in the form of the 
Treaty of 1778, and it was executed accordingly. 


‘ OCTOBER 2. 
~ The French Ministers called this morning with 
the treaties, proposing some alterations, with re- 
ard to the style of the French Republic, and that 
the word “ provisional” should be stricken out in 
the name or description of the treaty. The Ameri- 
can Ministers availed themselves of this oppor- 
tunity to resume their opposition to the admission 
in favor of the French language, and consented 
to the proposed alterations, respecting the style of 
the French Government, and offered to change 
the term “ provisional treaty” for that of “ conven- 
tion,” on the condition that that part of the treaty 
which respected the French language was stricken 
out, agreeing, at the same time, thata clause might 
be inserted, saving the right of both nations; to 
which the French Ministers acceded without any 
further discussion. 
OCTOBER 3. 
Six copies being now prepared, as agreed to be 
amended, they were signed and sealed under the 
former date of the 30th of September, (9 Vende- 
miaire;) two copies were retained by the French 
Commissioners, two were left with Mr. Murray, 
and the other two were taken in charge by Mr. 
Ellsworth and Mr. Davie. 
OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
W. R. DAVIE. 
W. V. MURRAY. 


Paris, October 4, 1800. 

Sır: The undersigned have the honor to pre- 
sent to you a journal of their proceedings, and a 
convention in which these proceedings have ter- 
fainated. 
~The-claim of indemnities brought forward by 
‘them: ‘was, early in the negotiation, connected by 
“the Frenich-Ministers with that of a restoration of 
` Weaties, for-the infractions of which the indem- 
} ‘principally claimed. To obviate this 
“étiibarrasment, which it had not been difficult to- 


tn 


foresee, the American Ministers urged, in the spirit 
of their instructions, thatthose treaties having 
been violated by one party, and renounced by the 
other, a priority had attached in favor of the treaty 
with Great Britain, who had: thereby acquired.an 
exclusive right for the introduction of prizes; 
wherefore, that right could not be restored to 
France. . Theargument was pressed, both by notes 
and in conferences, as long as there remained a 
hope of its utility, and until there appeared no al- 
ternative but to abandon indemnities, or, as a 
means of saving them; to renew, at least partially, 
the Treaty of Commerce. Whether, in fact, it 
could or could not be renewed consistently with 
good faith, then became a question for thorough 
investigation ; in the course of which, the follow- 
ing considerations occurred ? 

ist. It is not a breach of faith’ to form a treaty 
with one nation inconsistent with an. existing 
treaty with another; it being well understood that 
the prior treaty prevails, and has the same opera- 
tion as if the subsequent one were not formed; 
nor is it necessary or usual for a subsequent to 
make an express saving of the rights of a prior 
treaty, the law of nations having made that saving 
as complete and effectual as it can be rendered. 
This rule of construction holds universally, except 
where the subsequent treaty can have no. opera- 
tion but by violating the first; in which case, it 
will be taken for an agreement to come to a rup- 
ture with the Power with whom the first was 
formed. 

2d. Indeed, by a clause in the twenty-fifth arti- 
cle of the British Treaty, it is provided, “that while 
the parties continue in amity, neither of them 
will in future make any treaty that shall be in- 
consistent with that or the preceding article,” 
which articles contain, among other things, the 
exclusive right of introducing prizes into the ports 
of each other. If, however, the British be con- 
sidered in the light of a prior treaty, as it must be 
to raise a doubt, all its rights, as well those of a 
restrictive nature as others, would be saved, of 
course, and none of them would at any time or in 
any degree, be affected by the subsequent stipu- 
lation. The subsequent stipulation, in the case 
supposed, although it should give in general terms 
the right of introducing prizes, would be under- 
stood with a limitation, that it was never to ex- 
tend to a case in which Great Britain should be 
the enemy. 

3d. The instructions to the American Ministers 
authorized a renewal of the seventeenth article of 
the Treaty of Commerce, if it should be necessary, 
though with a special saving for two articles of 
the British Treaty. That special saving, however, 
cannot be material, as the settled rule of construc- 
tion would, without it, make a saving still more 
comprehensive. 

4th. The renewal of the 17th article of the Com- 
mercial Treaty is not conceived to be within the 
expression or design of the restraining clause of the 
British Treaty, “not in future to make any treaty 
that shall be inconsistent with,” &c. To recognise 
a pre-existing treaty which contains a stipulation 
inconsistent with, &¢.,is not tomakea new or future 
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treaty containing such stipulation.. To recognise 
the former treaties would be only to preserve or 
restore the state of things existing when the Brit- 
ish Treaty was formed, and not to introduce a new 
state of things, which was, doubtless, the event 
It would be only. 
to do what is usually done in the termination of | 
We are not to presume, and, 
much less is it expressed, that the United States 
and Great Britain meant to. deprive themselves 
of the usual means of terminating national con- 
And the 
facility of terminating misunderstandings, by res 


intended to be guarded against. 


misunderstandings. 


tests in which they might be involved. 


storing things to their former condition, is not so 
great, but so. conformable to justice, and so favor- 


able to general tranquillity, that the law of nations 
will not. favor a- construction which goes to, de~. 


prive a contracting party of the benefit of it. 

5th. The language in which. pre-existing trea- 
ties are usually recognised at; the. close of a war 
does not import that the treaties have in fact ceased. 
to exist, but rather that.the causes which suspend- 
ed their operation have ceased. And in various 
instances such ‘treaties .are counted upon as be- 


. because she, bya project of a treaty of peace, 
i and offered 


lation. : ; ; 

The foregoing considerations induced the un- 
dersigned to. be unanimously of the opinion that 
any part of the former treaties might be renewed 
consistently with good faith. =. i, 

. They then: offered a renewal, with limitations 
of the seventeenth. article of the Commercial 
Treaty, which, without compromitting the inter- 
ests of the United States, would have given to 


France what her Ministers had partiularly insist- 


ed on, as essential to her honor, and what they 


had given reason to expect would be deemed sat- 
isfactory. The. overture, however, finally pro- 
duced. no other effect than to enlarge the demand 
of the French Ministers, from a partial to a total 
‘renewal of the treaties; which. brought the nego- 
tiation a second time to a stand. 

The American Ministers, however, after a de- 
liberation. of some days, the progress of events in 
Europe continuing in. the meantime to grow more 
unfavorable to. their success, made an ulterior ad- 
‘vance, going the whole length of what had been 
last insisted on.. They offered an unlimited. re- 
cognition of the former treaties, though accompa- 
nied: with a provision to.extinguish such privileges 


‘claimed. under them. as were detrimental. to the 
‘United States, by a pecuniary equivalent, to be 
‘made out of the indemnities. which should be 
‘awarded to American citizens. 


A A compensation 
which, though it might have cancelled but a small 
portion. of the indemnities, was, nevertheless, a 
liberal one for privileges, which the French Min- 
isters often admitted to be of little use to France, 
under the construction which the American Gov- 
ernment had given to the treaties. 

This offer, though it covered the avowed objects 
of the French. Government, secured. an engage- 
ment to pay indemnities, as well as the power to 
extinguish the obnoxious parts of the treaties. To 
avoid any engagement of this kind, the French 
Ministers now made an entire departure from the 


-principles upon which the negotiation had pro- 


ceeded for some time, and resumed the simple, un- 
qualified, ground of their overture of the 23d Ther- 


‘midor, declaring that it was indispensable to the 


granting of indemnities, not only that the treaties 
should have an unqualified recognition, but that 
their future operation should not be varied in any 
particular, for any consideration or compensation 
whatever. In short, they thought proper to add, 
what was quite unnecessary, that their real object 
was to avoid indemnities, and that it was not in 
the power of France to pay them. 

No time was requisite for the American Minis- 
ters to intimate that it had become useless to pur- 
sue the negotiation any further. 

It accorded as little with their views as with 
their instructions, to subject their country perpet- 
ually to the mischievous effects of those treaties, 
in order to obtain a promise of indemnity at a re- 
mote period—a promise which might as easily 
prove delusive as it would reluctantly be made; 
especially, as under the guaranty of the Treaty of 
Alliance, the United States might be immediately 
called upon for succors, which, if not furnished, 
would of itself be a sufficient pretext to render 
abortive the hope of indemnity. ; ; 

It only remained for the undersigned to quit 
France, leaving the United States involved in a 
contest, and, according to appearances, soon alone 
in a contest, which it might be as difficult for 
them to relinquish with honor as to pursue with 
a prospect of advantage ; or else to propose a tem- 
porary arrangement, reserving for a definite ad- 
justment points which could not then be satisfac- 
torily settled, and providing, in the meantime, 
against a state of things of which neither party 
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could profit. They elected the latter, and the re- 
sult has been the signature of a convention. ; 

Of property not yet definitively condemned, 
which the fourth article respects, there are more 
than forty ships and cargoes, and a number of 
them of great value, at present pending for decis- 
ion before the council of prizes; and many others 
are doubtless in a condition to be brought there, 
if the claimants shall think fit. 

Guards against future abuses are, perhaps, as 
well provided as they can be by stipulations. 

The article respecting convoys may be of use 
in the West Indies, till it shall be more in the 
power of the French Government than it is at 
present to reduce the corsairs in that quarter to 
obedience. ~ 

As to the article which places French pri- 
vateers and prizes on the footing of those of the 
most favored nations, it was inserted as drawn by 


the French Ministers, without any discussion of 


the extent of its operation ; the American Minis- 
ters having, in former stages of the negotiation, 
repeatedly and uniformly declared, agreeably to 
the rule of construction settled by the law of na- 
tions, that no stipulation of that kind could have 
effect as against the British Treaty, unless the 
stipulation were derived from former treaties, 
which it is here expressly agreed shall have no 
operation whatever. This article, however, is 
less consequential, as it will soon be in the power 
of the United States, and doubtless, also, within 
their wisdom, to refuse to the privateers and prizes 
of any nation an asylum beyond what the rights 
of humanity require. 

If, with the simple plea of right, unaccompa- 
nied with the menaces of power, and unaided by 
events either in Europe or America, less is at pres- 
ent obtained than justice requires, or than the pol- 
icy of France should have granted, the under- 
signed trust that the sincerity and patience of their 
efforts to obtain all that their country had a right 
to demand will not be drawn in question. 

We have the honor to be, sir, with high respect, 
your most obedient, 

OLIVER ELLSWORTH, 
WILLIAM R. DAVIE, 
WILLIAM V. MURRAY. 
Hon. Joun MARSHALL, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. King to the Secretary of State. 
Lonpon, October 31, 1800. 


Sır: The Convention with France, having 
been published at Paris, immediately found its 
way into the English newspapers, in which it ap- 
peared the day after Mr. Ellsworth’s arrival in 
London; its authenticity being confirmed by him, 
it became my duty to endeavor, with as much 
diligence and as extensively as was in my power, 
to communicate such sentiments and opinions re- 
specting it as would be likely to procure to it a 
favorable consideration. 

After conversing with the Lord Chancellor and 
~ some others of the Ministers, I found an occasion 
to mention the subject to the King: and, though 


this was not-altogether regular, I had no- reason 
to be dissatisfied with having done so. 

After waiting several days, during which I 
might see and converse with the persons about: 
the Court, I yesterday asked a conference with 
Lord Grenville, which took place this morning, 
The conversation began by my observing that I 
wished to speak with him respecting our recon- 
ciliation with France, in order that I might com- 
municate tomy Government, which would be de- 
sirous to- understand the light in which it was 
considered by the British Government. This be- 
ginning led to a free and apparently candid con- 
versation respecting it, which was followed by 
Lord Grenville saying to me that he saw nothing 
in the convention inconsistent with the treaty be- 
tween them and us, or which afforded them any 
ground of complaint; nor did he perceive in it 
anything that might not have been expected, un- 
less it was the article respecting convoys, which 
we were certainly free to make, but which, nev- 
ertheless, just at the present juncture, had some- 
what of a less friendly appearance than might 
have been wished. I expressed my satisfaction 
that I had not been mistaken in believing that the 
British Government would find nothing to object 
to in the convention ; and remarked, that the ar- 
ticle of free bottoms having made a part of the 
old treaty, it was natural enough that it should be 
inserted in the-new one, and that the provision re- 
specting convoys seemed to be no more than a 
convenient consequence of that article, by which 
the visit of the belligerent is not only restrained 
in its object, but placed under special regulations 
as to the manner in which it shall be made; and, 
moreover, that convoys would be indispensable to 
protect our trade against French corsairs in the 
West Indies, which could not at present be con- 
trolled by France. Lord Grenville had not man- 
ifested any marks of disappointment or discontent 
concerning the convention; showed no inclina- 
tion to controvert what I had just said; content- 
ing himself by repeating (but without seeming to 
place much importance upon the Observation) 
what he had before said, with regard to their mis- 
understanding with the Northern Powers. The 
subject of convoys being before us, I thought the 
occasion not an unfavorable one concisely to sug- 
gest certain reflections which had passed in my 
mind concerning it, and which are the founda- 
tion of the observations contained in my No. 80. 
After some general remarks respecting the rights 
of neutrals and belligerents, I observed that it 
seemed to me practicable to. devise regulations, by 
which the trade of neutrals might be secured by 
convoys, without affecting injuriously the right 
of search. It might, for example, be stipnlated 
that no ship should be entitled to sail under con- 
voy which should not possess a certificate, in an 
agreed form, attesting her neutrality, and the neu- 
trality and innocence of her cargo; the Consuls 
or other agents of the belligerent, residing in the 
neutral countries, might assist in taking the proofs 
upon which certificate should be granted; and it 
might, moreover, be settled that the visit of the 
belligerent should be confined to the convoying 
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ship, the commander of which, on exhibiting the 
certificates of the ships under his convoy, should, 
with them, be entitled to proceed unmolested. 
Other regulations might be devised, for places 
where the agents of the belligerents could not, on 
account of the war, assist in receiving the proofs 
of neutrality. 

Lord Grenville, without hesitation, admitted 
the fairness of the project, adding that it would 
be indifferent to them, as belligerents, whether the 
examination was made by their agents before the 
sailing of the neutral ship, or, upon the ocean, by 
their naval officers. 

With perfect respect and esteem, I have the 
honor to be, sir, your obedient faithful servant, 

RUFUS KING. 


Extract of a letter from Mr. King to the Secretary of 
State. 


“Lonvon, November 22, 1800. 

« Sır: Upon the probability of the conclusion 
of peace, well informed persons continue to differ 
extremely in their opinions. Austria will make 
peace if she can make a good bargain, which, as 


in force for the term of eight years from the ex- 
change of ratifications. 


The following Message was thereupon trans- 
mitted to the Senate: 


Unirep States, March 2, 1801. 
Gentlemen of the Senate : 


I have considered the advice and conduct of 
the Senate to the ratification of the convention 
with France under certain conditions. Although 
it would have been more conformable to my own 
judgment and inclination to have agreed to that 
instrument unconditionally, yet, in this point, I 
found I had the misfortune to differ in opinion from 
so high a Constitutional authority as the Senate. 
I judged it more consistent with the honor and in- 
terest of the United States to ratify it under the 
conditions prescribed than not atall. Laccordingly 
nominated Mr. Bayard, Minister Plenipotentiary 
to the French Republic, that he might proceed 
without delay to Paris, to negotiate the ex- 
change of ratifications. But, as that gentleman 
has declined his appointment, for reasons equally 
applicable to every person suitable for the service, 
I shall take no further measures relative to this 


in former wars, she may probably be able to do. | business, and leave the convention, with all the 
Hapland (I mean the Government) desires to | documents, in the office of State, that my succes- 
make peace with Bonaparte; and, from the lan- | sor may proceed with them according to his wis- 


guage made use‘of by the English Ministers, one 
would almost be led to think that she is now wil- 
ling to countenance and support the First Consul 
upon. the very principles which have induced her 
to oppose those who have hitherto been at the 
head of the affairs of France. : 

“Whatever may have been the temper or in- 
clination of this Government, in a different pos- 
ture of its affairs, and before the convention with 
France was published, its sentiments in respect to 
that instrument, and the distinguished manner in 
which Mr. Ellsworth has been received by the 
Court, have a tendency to show that at present it 
has no animosity nor unusual prejudice against 
us; on the contrary, those who disseminate its 
opinions encourage the people to bear their dis- 
tresses, arising from the dearness of bread, by 
holding forth to them the abundant harvest of 
America, and the prospect of a great supply from 
thence.” 


The Senate, having considered the aforegoing 
convention with France, adopted the following 
resolution : 


In Senate, February 3, 1801. 


Resolved, By the Senate of the United States, 
(two-thirds of the Senators present concurring 
therein,) that they do consent to and advise the 
ratification of the convention between the French 
Republic and the United States of America, 
made at Paris, the Sth day of Vendemiaire, of the 
9th year of the French Republic, (the 30th day 
of September, Anno Domini 1800:) Provided, 


The second article be expunged and the follow- 
ing article added or inserted : 


It is agreed that the present convention shall be 


dom 
JOHN ADAMS. 


The ratification of the convention which was 
made by the French Government, is contained in 
the following translation : 


Bonaparte, First Consul, in the name of the 
French people: The Consul of the French Re- 
public having seen and examined the convention 
concluded, agreed to, and signed at Paris, the 8th 
Vendemiaire, ninth year of the French Republic, 
(30th September, 1800,) by the Citizens Joseph 
Bonaparte, Fleurieu, and Reederer, Counsellors of 
State, in virtue of the full powers which have 
been given to them to this effect, with Messieurs 
Ellsworth, Davie, and Murray, Ministers Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States, equally furnished 
with full powers, the tenor of which convention 
follows: 

Approves the above convention in all and each 
of the articles which are therein contained; de- 
clares that it is accepted, ratified, and confirmed ; 
and promises that it shall be inviolably observed. 

The Government of the United States having 
added to its ratification, that the convention should 
be in force for the space of eight years, and hav- 
ing omitted the second article, the Government of 
the French Republic consents to accept, ratify, 
and confirm the above convention, with the ad- 
dition importing that the convention shall be in 
force for the space of eight years, and with the re- 
trenchment of the second article: Provided, That 
by this retrenchment the two States renounce the 
respective pretensions which are the objects of the 
said article. 

In faith whereof, these presents are given. Sign- 
ed, countersigned, and sealed with the great seal 
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of the Republic, at Paris, the twelfth, Thermidor, 
ninth year of the Republic, (31st July, 1801.) 
BONAPARTE. 
The Minister of Exterior Relations: 
CH. MAU, TALLEYRAND: 
By the First Consul: The Secretary of State, 
HUGUES B. MARET. 


The following Message of the President and 
resolution of the Senate terminate the proceed- 
ings upon the convention : 

Decemser. 11, 1801. 
Gentlemen of the Senate: 

Early in the last month I received the ratifi- 
cation, by the First Consul of France, of the con- 
vention betwen the United States and that na- 
tion. His ratification not being pure and simple, 
in the ordinary form, I have thought it my duty, 
in order to avoid all misconception, to ask a sec- 
ond advice and consent of the Senate before I 
give it the last sanction, by proclaiming it to be a 
law of the land. 

TH: JEFFERSON. 


In SENATE or THE UNITED STATES, 
December 19, 1801. 
Resolved, That the Senate (two-thirds of the 
members present concurring therein) consider. the 
convention between the United States and the 
French Republic as fully ratified. 


PRUSSIA. 

[Communicated to the Senate, December 6, 1799.] 
Gentlemen of the Senate: 

I lay before you, for your consideration, a treaty 
of Amity and Commerce between the United 
States and the King of Prussia, signed by their 
Ministers on the 11th of July last. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unirep States, Dec. 6, 1799. 


A Treaty of Amity and Commerce between His Majesty 
the King of Prussia and the United States of America. 
His Majesty the King of Prussia and the United 

States of America, desiring to maintain, upon a 

stable and permanent footing, the connexions of 

good understanding, which have hitherto. so hap- 
pily subsisted between their respective States, and 
for this purpose to renewthe Treaty of Amity and 

Commerce, concluded between the two. Powers, 

at the Hague, the 1Uth of September, 1785, for the 

term of ten years, His Prussian Majesty has nom- 
inated and constituted as his Plenipotentiaries, the 

Count Charles William de Finckenstein, his Min- 

ister of State, of War, andof the Cabinet, Knight of 


the orders of the Black Eagle and of the Red Eagle, | 


and Commander of St, John of Jerusalem; the 
Baron Philip Charles d’Alvensleben, his Minister 
of State, of War, and-of the Cabinet, Knight of the 
. orders of thè: Black Eagle and of the Red Eagle, 

andcof that of St. John of Jerusalem ; and the 
Count Christian Henry Curt de Haugwitz, his Min- 


ister of State, of War, and of the Cabinet, Knight 

of the orders of the Black Eagle and of the Red 

Eagle: and the President of the United States has 

furnished, with their full powers, John Quincy» 
Adams,a citizen of the United States, and his Min- 

ister Plenipotentiary at the Court of His Prussian 

Majesty ; which Plenipotentiaries, after having ex- 

changed their full powers, found in good-and due 

form, have. concluded, settled, and signed the fol- 

lowing articles: 

Art. 1. There shall be in future, as there has 
been hitherto, a firm, inviolable, and. universal 
peace, and sincere friendship between His Majes- 
ty the King of. Prussia, his heirs, successors, and 
subjects, on the one. part, and the United States of 
America, and their-citizens, on the other, without 
exception of persons or places. 

Arr. 2. The subjects of His Majesty the King 
of Prussia may frequent all the coasts and coun- 
tries of the United States of America, and reside 
and trade there in all sorts of produce, manufac- 
tures, and merchandise; and shall. pay. there no 
other or greater duties, charges, or fees whatsoever, 
than the most favored nations are orshall be obliged 
to. pay. They shallalso enjoy, in navigation and 
commerce, all the rights, privileges, and exemp- 
tions which the most favored nation does or shall 
enjoy, submitting themselves, nevertheless, to the 
established laws.and usages, to which are submit- 
ted the citizens of the United States and the most 
favored nations. 

ArT. 3. In like manner, the citizens of the Uni- 
ted States of America may frequent all the coasts 
and countries of His Majesty the King of Prussia, 
and reside and trade there in all sorts of produce, 
manufactures, and merchandise, and shall pay, in 
the dominions of His said Majesty, no other or 
greater duties, charges or fees, whatsoever, than 
the most favored nation is, or shall be, obliged to. 
pay; and. they shall enjoy all the rights, privileges, 
and exemptions in navigation and commerce, 


-which the most favored nation does, or shall, en- 


joy ; submitting themselves, nevertheless, to the 
established laws and usages. to which are submit- 
ted the subjects of His Majesty the King of Prus- 
sia, and the subjects and citizens of the most fa- 
vored nations. 

Art. 4. More especially, each party shall have 
a right to carry their own produce, manufactures, 
and merchandise, in their own or any other ves- 
sels, to any parts of the dominions. of the other, 
where it shall be lawful for all the subjects and 
citizens of that other freely to purchase them; and 
thence to take the produce, manufactures, and 
merchandise of the other, which all the said citi- 
zens or subjects shall in like manner be free to-sell 
them, paying in both cases such duties, charges, 
and fees only, as are or shall be paid by the most 
favored nation. Nevertheless, His Majesty the 
King of Prussia and the United States respectively 
reserve to themselves the right, where any nation 
restrains the transportation of merchandise to the 
vessels of the country of which it is the growth, or 
manufacture, to establish against such nations re- 
taliating regulations; and also the right to pro- 
hibit, in their respective countries, the importa- 
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tion and exportation of all merchandise whatso- 
ever, when reasons of State shall require it. In. 
this case the subjects or citizens of either of the 
contracting parties shall not import nor export 
the merchandise prohibited by the other. But if 
one of the contracting ‘parties permits any other 
nation to import or export the same merchandise, 
the citizens or subjects of the other shall immedi- 


ately enjoy the same liberty. 


Arr. 5. The merchants, commanders of vessels, 
or other subjects or citizens of either party, shall 
not, within™the ports or jurisdiction of the other, 
be forced to unload any sort of merchandise into 


any other vessels, nor to receive them into their 


own, nor to wait for their being loaded longer 


than they please. 


Arr. 6. That the vessels of either party, load- 


ing within the ports or jurisdiction of the other, 
may not be uselessly harassed or detained, it is 
agréed, that all examinations of goods, required 
by the laws, shall be made before they are laden 
on board the vessel, and that there shall be no 
examination after; nor shall the vessel be searched 
at any time, unless articles shall have been laden 
therein clandestinely and illegally; in which case, 
the person by whose order’ they were carried on 
board, or who carried ‘them ‘without order, shall 
be liable to the laws of the land in which he is; 
but no othe? person shall be molested, nor shall any 
‘other goods, nor'the vessel, be seized or detained 
for that cause. 

Art.: Each party shall endeavor, by-all the 
means‘in their power, to protect and defend ‘all 

-yessels and other effects belonging to the citizens 
or subjects of the other, which shall be within the 
extent of their jurisdiction, by'sea or by land; and 
shall use all their ‘efforts to recover, and ‘cause to 
be restored to the right owners, their vessels: and 
effects, which shall be taken from them within 
the extent of their said jurisdiction. 

Arr. 8. The vessels of the subjects or citizens 
of either party coming on any coast belonging 
to the other, but not willing to enter into port, or 
who, entering into port, are not willing to unload 
their cdtgoes or break bulk, shall have liberty to 
depart and to pursue their voyage, without mo- 
lestation, and without being obliged to render ac- 
count of their cargo, or to pay any duties, charges, 
or fees whatsoever, except those established for 
vessels entered into port, and appropriated to the 
maintenanée of the port itself, or of other estab- 
lishments, for the safety and convenience of navi- 
gators; which duties, charges, and fees, shall be 
the same, and shall be paid on the same footing as 
in the case of subjects or citizens of the country 
where they ate established. 

Ärt. 9. When any vessel of either party shall 
be wrecked, foundered, or otherwise damaged, on 
the coasts, or within the dominions of the other, 
their respective subjects, or citizens, shall receive, 
as well for themselves, as for their vessels and ef- 
fects, the same assistance which would be due to 
the inhabitants of the country where the damage 
happens, and shall pay the same charges and dues 
only as the said inhabitants would be subject to 
pay in a like case; and if the operations of repair 


shall require that the whole or any part of their 


‘cargo be unladed, they shall pay no duties, charges, 


or fees, on the part which they shall relade and 
carry away. The'ancient and barbarous right to 
wrecks of the sea shall be entirely abolished with 
respect to the subjects or citizens of the two con- 
tracting parties. 
Art. 10. The citizens or subjects of each party 
shall have power to dispose of their personal goods 
within the jurisdiction of the other, by testament, 
donation, or otherwise; and their representatives, 
being subjects or citizens of the other party, 
shall succeed to their said personal goods, whe- 
ther by testament, or ab intestato, and may take 
possession thereof, either by themselves or by 
others acting for them, and dispose of the same at 
their will, paying such dues only as the inhabitants 
of the country wherein the said goods are shall be 
subject to pay in like cases. And in case of the 
absence of the representative, such care shall be 
taken of the said goods, as would be taken of the 
goods of a native in like case, until the lawful 
owner may take measures for receiving them. 
And if question should arise among several claim- 
ants to which of them the said goods belong, the 
same shall be decided finally by the laws and 
judges of the land wherein the said goods are. 
‘And where, on the death of any person holding real 
estate within the territories of the one party, such 
real estate would, by the laws of the land, descend 
on a citizen or subject of the other, were he not 
disqualified by alienage, such subject shall be al- 
lowed a reasonable time to sell the same, and to 
withdraw the proceeds without molestation, and 
exempt from all rights of detraction on the part of 
the Government of the respective States. But 
this article shall not derogate in any manner from 
the force of the laws ‘already ‘published, or here- 
after to be published, by His Majesty the King of 
Prussia, to prevent the emigration of his subjects. 
Art. 11. The most perfect freedom of conscience 
and of worship is granted to the citizens or sub- 


jects of either party, within the jurisdiction of the 


other, and no person shall be molested in that re- 
spect, for any cause other than an insult on the 
religion of others.. Moreover, when the subjects 
or citizens of the one party shall die within the 
jurisdiction of the other, their bodies shall be 
buried in the usual burying grounds, or other de- 
cent and suitable places, and shall be protected 
from violation or disturbance. 

Arr. 12. Experience having proved, that the 
principle adopted in the 12th article of the treaty 
of 1785, according to which free ships make free 
goods, has not been sufficiently respected during 
the two last wars, and especially in that which still 
continues, the two contracting parties propose, af- 
ter the return of a general peace, to agree, either 
separately between themselves, or jointly with 
other Powers alike interested, to concert with the 
great maritime Powers of Europe such arrange- 
ments and such permanent principles as may serve 
to consolidate the liberty and the safety of the 
neutral navigation and commerce in future wars. 
And if, in the interval, either of the contracting 
parties should be engaged in war, to which the 


1211 


APPENDIX. 


1212 


Relations with Prussia. 


other should remain neutral, the ships of war and 
privateers of the belligerent Power shall conduct 
themselves towards the merchant vessels of the 
neutral Power as favorably as the course of the 
war then existing may permit, observing. the prin- 
ciples and rules of the law of nations, generally 
acknowledged. 

ART. 13. And in the same case of one of the 
contracting parties. being engaged in war with 
any other Power, to prevent all the difficulties and 
misunderstandings that usually arise respecting 
the merchandise of contraband, such as arms, am- 
tnunition, and military stores of every kind, no 
such articles carried in the vessels, or by the sub- 
jects or citizens of either party, to the enemies of 
the other, shall be deemed contraband, so as to 
induce confiscation or condemnation, and a loss 
of property to individuals. Nevertheless, it shall 
be lawful to stop such vessels and articles, and to 
detain them for such length of time as the captors 
may think necessary to prevent the inconvenience 
or damage that might ensue from their proceed- 
ing; paying, however, a reasonable compensation 
for the loss such arrest shall occasion to the pro- 
prietors: and it shall further be allowed to use, in 
the service of the captors, the whole or any part 
of the military stores so detained, paying the 
owners the full value of the same, to be ascertained 
by the current price at the place of its destination. 
But in the case supposed, of a vessel stopped for 
articles of contraband, if the master of the vessel 
stopped will deliver out the goods. supposed to be 
_of contraband nature, he shall be permitted to do 
it, and the vessel shall not in that case be carried 
into any port, nor further detained, but shall be 
allowed to proceed on her voyage. 

All cannons, mortars, fire arms, pistols, bombs 
grenades, bullets, balls, muskets, flints, matches, 
powder, saltpetre, sulphur, cuirasses, pikes, swords, 
belts, cartouch-boxes, saddles, and bridles, beyond 
the quantity necessary for the use of the ship, or 
beyond that which every man serving on board 
the vessel, or passenger, ought to have; and, in 
_ general, whatever is comprised under the denomi- 
nation of arms and military stores, of what des- 
cription soever, shall be deemed objects of con- 
traband. 

Arr. 14. To insure to the vessels of the two 
contracting parties the advantage of being readily 
and certainly known in time of war, it is agreed 
that they shall be provided with the sea-letters 
and documents hereafter specified. 

1. A passport, expressing the name, the proper- 
ty, and the burden of the vessel, as also the name 
and dwelling of the master, which passport shall 
be made out in good and due form, shall be renew- 
ed as often as the vessel shall return into port, and 
shall be exhibited whensoever required, as well in 
the open sea as in port. But if the vessel be un- 
der convoy of one or more vessels of war belong 
ing to the neutral party, the simple declaration of 
the officer commanding the convoy that the said 
vessel belongs to the party of which he is, shall be 
considered as establishing the fact, and shall re- 
lieve both parties from the trouble of further ex- 
“amination... 


2. A charter-party; that is to say, the contract 
passed for the freight of the whole vessel, or the 
bills of lading given for the cargo in detail. 

3. The list of ship’s company; containing an 
indication by name, and in detail, of the persons 
composing the crew of the vessel. These docu- 
ments shall always be authenticated, according to 
the forms established at the place from which the 
vessel shall have sailed. 

As their production ought to be exacted only 
when one of the contracting parties shall be at war, 
andas their exhibition ought to have no other object 
than to prove the neutrality of the vessel, its cargo, 
and company, they shall not be deemed absolutely 
necessary on board such vessels belonging to the 
neutral party as shall have sailed from its port be- 
fore or within three months after the Government 
shall have been informed of the state of war in 
which the belligerent party shall be engaged. In 
the interval, in default of these specific documents, 
the neutrality of the vessel may be established by 
such other evidence as tribunals authorized to 
judge of the case may deem sufficient. 

Arr. 15. And to prevent entirely all disorder 
and violence in such cases, it is stipulated, that, 
when thevessels of the neutral party, sailing with- 
out convoy, shall be met by any vessel of war, 
public or private, of the other party, such vessels 
of war shall not send more than two or three men 
in their boat on board the said neutral vessels, to ex- 
amine her passports and documents. And all per- 
sons belonging to any vessel of war, public or pri- 
vate, whoshall molest or insult in any manner what- 
ever the people, vessels, or effects of the other par- 
ty, shall be responsible in their persons and pro- 
perty for damagesand interest; sufficient security 
for which shall be given by all commanders of pri- 
vate armed vessels before they are commissioned. 

Art. 16. In times of war, or in cases of urgent 
necessity, when either of the contracting parties 
shall be obliged to lay a general embargo, either 
in all its ports, or in certain particular places, the 
vessels of the other party shall be subject to this 
measure, upon the same footing as. those of the 
most favored nations, but without having the right 
to claim the exemption in their favor stipulated 
in the 16th article of the former treaty of 1785, 
But, on the other hand, the proprietors of the ves- 
sels which shall have been detained, whether for 
some mititary expedition, or for what other use 
soever, shall obtain from the Government that 
shall have employed them an equitable indemnity, 
as well for the freight as for the loss occasioned 
by the delay. And furthermore, in all. cases of 
seizure, detention, or arrest, for. debts contracted, 
or offences committed by any citizen or subject 
of the one party, within the jurisdiction of the 
other, the same shall be made and prosecuted by or- 
der and authority of law only, and according to the 
regular course of proceedings usual in such cases. 

Art. 17. If any vessel or effects of the neutral 
Power be taken by an enemy of the other, or bya 
pirate, and retaken by the Power at war, they shall 
be restored to the first proprietor, upon the condi- 
tions hereafter stipulated, in the twenty-first arti- 
cle, for cases. of recapture. 
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Arr. 18. If the citizens or subjects of either 


party, in danger from tempests, pirates, enemies, 


or other accident, shall take refuge, with their ves- 
` sels or effects, within the harbors or jurisdiction 
of the other, they shall be received, protected, and 
treated with humanity and kindness, and shall be 
permitted to furnish themselves, at reasonable 
prices, with all refreshments, provisions, and other 
things necessary for their sustenance, health, and 
accommodation, and for the repair of their vessels. 

ART. 19. The vessels of war, public and private, 
of both parties, shall carry freely, wheresoever they 
please, the vessels and effects taken from their 
enemies, without being obliged to pay any duties, 
charges, or fees, to officers of admiralty, of the cus- 
‘toms, or any others; nor shall such prizes be ar- 
rested, searched, or put under legal process, when 
they come to and enter the ports of the other party, 
but may freely be carried out again at any time 
by their captors, to the places expressed in their 
commissions, which the commanding officer of 
such vessel shall be obliged to show. But, con- 
formably to treaties existing between the United 
States and Great Britain, no vessel that shall have 
made a prize upoti British subjects shall havea 
right to shelter in the ports of the United States; 
but, if forced therein by tempests, or any other 
danger, or accident of the sea, they shall be obliged 
to depart ‘as soon as ‘possible. 

Arr. 20. No citizen or subject of either of the 
contracting parties shall take from any Power with 
which the other may be at war, any commission 
or letter of marque for arming any vessel to actas 
a privateer against the other, on pain of being pun- 
ished as a pirate: nor shall either party hire, lend, 
or give any part of its naval or military force, to the 
enemy of the other, to aid them offensively or de- 
fensively against the other. 

Arr. 21. If the two contracting parties should 
be engaged in a war against a common enemy, the 
following points shall be observed between them: 

1. Ifa vessel of one of the parties, taken by the 
enemy, shall, before being carried into a neutral 
or enemy’s port, be retaken by a ship of war, or 
privateer of the other, it shall, with the cargo, be 
restored to the first owners, for a compensation 
of one-eighth part of the value of the said vessel and 


cargo, if the recapture be made by a public ship of 


war; and one-sixth part, if made by a privateer. 

2, The restitution in such cases shall be after 
due proof of property, and surety given for the part 
to which the recaptors are entitled. 

3. The vessels of war, public and private, of the 
two parties, shall reciprocally be admitted with 
their prizes into the respective ports of each: but 
the said prizes shall not be discharged or sold there, 
until their legality shall have been decided, accord- 
ing to thelawsand regulations of the Stateto which 
the captor belongs, but by the judicatories of the 
place into which the prize shall have been con- 
ducted. ` 

4. It shall be free to each party to make such 
regulations as they shall judge necessary for the 
conduct of their respective vessels of war, public 
and private, relative to the vessels which they 
shall take and carry into the ports of the two parties. 


Arr. 22. Where the contracting parties shall 


have a common enemy, or shall both be neutral, 
the vessels of war of éach shall, upon all occasions, 
take under their protection the vessels of the other 
going the same course, and shall defend such ves- 
sels, as long as'they hold the same course, against 
all force and violence, in the same manner as they 
ought to protect and defend vessels belonging to 
the party of which they are. : 


Art. 23. If war should arise between the two 
contracting parties, the merchants of either coun- 
try, then residing in the other, shall be allowed to 
remain nine months to collect their debts and set- 
tle their affairs, and may depart freely, carrying off 
all their effects, without molestation or hindrance ; 


and all women and children, scholars of every fac- 
ulty, cultivators of the earth, artizans, manufac- 


turers, and fishermen, unarmed, and inhabiting 


unfortified towns, villages, or places, and, in gener- 
al, all others whose occupations are for the com- 
mon subsistence and benefit of mankind, shall be 
allowed to continue their respective employments, 
and shall not be molested in their persons, nor shall 
their houses or goods be burnt, or otherwise de- 
stroyed, nor their fields wasted by the armed force 
of the enemy, into whose power, by the events of 


war, they may happen to fall; butif anything is 
necessary to be taken from them for the use of 
such armed force, the same shall be paid for ata 
reasonable price. 

ART. 24. And to prevent the destruction of pris- 
oners of war, by sending them into distant and in- 
clement countries, or by crowding them into close 
and noxious places, the two contracting parties sol- 
emnly pledge themselves to the world, and to each 
other, that they will not adopt any such practice ; 
that neither will send the prisoners whom they 
may take from the other into the Hast Indies, or 
any other parts of Asia or Africa; but they shall 


be placed in some part of their dominions in Eu- 


rope or America, in wholesome situations; that 
they shall not be confined in dungeons, prison ships, 
nor prisons, nor be put into irons,*nor bound, nor 
otherwise restrained in the use of their limbs; that 
the officers shall be enlarged on their paroles with- 
in convenient districts, and have comfortable quar- 
ters, and the common men be disposed in canton- 
ments open and extensive enough for air and ex- 
ercise, and lodged in barracks as roomy and good 
as are provided by the party in whose power they 
are for their own troops; that the officers shall 
also be daily furnished by the party in whose pow- 
er they are with as many rations, and of the same 
articles and quality, as are allowed by them, either 
in kind or hy commutation, to officers of equal 
rank in their own army; and all others shall be 
daily furnished by them with such rations as they 
allow to a common soldier in their own service; the 
value whereof shall be paid by the other party on 
a mutual adjustment of accounts for the subsist- 
ence of prisoners at the close of the war; and the 
said accounts shall not be mingled with, or set off 
against any others, nor the balances due on them 
be withheld as a satisfaction or reprisal for any 
other article, or for any other cause, real or pre- 
tended whatever; that each party shall be allowed 
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to:keep a commissary of prisoners, of their own 


appointment, with every separate cantonment of 
prisoners in possession of the other, which com- 
‘missary shall see the prisoners.as often as he pleas- 
es, shall be allowed to receive and distribute what- 
ever comforts. may be sent to them: by their friends, 
and shall be free to make his reports ‘in open let- 
ters to. those who employ him; but if any officer 
shall break his parole, or any other prisoner shall 
escape from the limits of his cantonment, after they 
shall have been designated to him, such individual 
officer, or other prisoner, shall forfeit so much of the 
benefit of this article as provides for his enlarge- 
ment on parole or cantonment. And it is declar- 
ed, that neither the pretence that war dissolves all 
treaties, nor any other whatever, shall be consid- 
ered as annulling or suspending this'and the next 
preceding article; but, on the contrary, that the 
-state of war is precisely that for which they are 
provided, and during which they are to be as sa- 
credly observed as the most acknowledged articles 
in the law of nature or nations. 

Arr. 25. The two contracting parties have 
granted to each other the liberty of having each, 
in the ports of the other, Consuls, Vice Consuls, 
"Agents, and Commissaries, of their own ap- 
pointment, who shall enjoy the same privileges 
and powers as those of the most favored nations. 
But if any such Consul shall exercise commerce, 
he shall be submitted to the same laws and usages 
‘to which the private individuals of their nation 
are submitted in the same place. 

Arvr.26. If either party shall hereafter grant to 
‘any other nation any particular favor in naviga- 
tion or commerce, it shall immediately become 
common to the other party, freely, where it is 
freely granted to such other nation, or on yielding 
the same compensation, when the grant is con- 
ditional. 

Arrt. 27. His Majesty the King of Prussia, and 
the United States of America, agree that this 
treaty shall be in force during the term of ten 
years from the exchange of the ratifications; and 
if the expiration of that term should happen dur- 
ing the course of a war between them, then the 
articles:before provided for the regulation of their 
conduct during such a war shall continue in force 
until the conclusion of the treaty which shall re- 
store peace. l 

This treaty shall be ratifiéd on both sides, and 
the ratifications exchanged within one year from 
the day of its signature, or sooner, if possible. 

In testimony whereof, the Plenipotentiaries be- 
fore mentioned have hereunto subscribed their 
names and affixed their seals. 

Done at Berlin, the ‘eleventh of July, in the 
year one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 


nine. 
JOHN QUINCY ADAMS, 
CHARLES GUILLAUME, 
Comte de Finckenstein. 
'P, CHAS. D’ALVENSLEBEN, 
‘Minister of State, §c. 
HENRI-CURCH, 
Comte de Haugwitz. 


-L CHRETIEN 


The following instructions and correspondence 
were communicated to the Senate by the Message 
of 17th February, 1799: 


Instructions from the Secretary of State to John Quincy 
Adams, Minister Plenipotentiary to Prussia. 
DEPARTMENT oF Stare, July 15, 1797. 

Sir: By inspecting the Treaty of Amity and 
Commerce, concluded in the year 1785, between 
the United States and the late Frederick the 
Second, King of Prussia, you will observe that it 
was to be in force during the term of ten years 
from the exchange of ratifications. This exchange 
took place about the month of September, in the 
year 1786, and, of course, the treaty has expired. 

You will receive herewith a commission con- 
taining full powers to renew this treaty in its 
present form, for another term of ten years, but 
with the following exceptions, if the same shall 
be assented to on the part of the King. 

1. It will be expedient- to omit that part of the 
sixteenth article which exempts the vessels of each 
party from embargo, and to render them liable to 
a general embargo. There is‘a like:clause of ex- 
emption in our treaty with Sweden, which ocea- 
sioned disagreeable comparisons and real in¢on- 
veniences, when, by a general embargo in 1794, 
the vessels of all other nations, and of our own 
citizens, were detained in port. 

2. The twenty-third article of our treaty with 
Prussia forbids the commissioning of privateers 
to take or destroy the trading vessels, or to inter- 
rupt the commerce of the contracting parties, in 
case a war should arise between them. And, 
considering the abuses too often committed by 
privateers, and the spirit in which privateering is 
commenced and prosecuted, it has sometimes ap- 
peared desitable to abolish the practice altogether. 
But the policy of this principle, as it respects. the 
United States, may well be doubted; we are 


weak, at present, in public vessels of war, and 


our actual revenues are not adequate to the equip- 
ping of powerful fleets; but we are strong.in the 
number of our seamen, in private wealth, and in 
the uncommon -enterprise of our citizens. Our 
chief means, therefore, of annoying and distress- 
ing a maritime enemy would be our privateers. 
For these reasons, you will propose, and endeavor 
to effect, an. alteration of the 23d article, and to 
leave commerce, in case of a war between us and 
Prussia, to the attacks of privateers. 

The principle that free ships make free goods, 
is also found in the treaty with Prussia, (article 
12.) It is a.principle that the United States have 
adopted in all their treaties, (except that with 
Great Britain,) and which they sincerely desire 
might become universal; but treaties formed for 
this object they find to be of little or no avail, 
because the principle is not universally admitted 
among the maritime nations. It has not been re- 
garded in respect to the United States when it 
would operate to their benefit, and:may be insist- 
ed-on only when it will prove injurious to their 
interest. You will, therefore, propose to abandon 
it in the new treaty which you are empowered to 
renew and negotiate with Prussia. 
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On the like ground, you are to. propose to admit 
of articles contraband of war ; and, among them, 
to enumerate timber for ship building, tar, pitch, 
turpentine, and rosin, copper in sheets, sails, hemp, 
and cordage, and, generally, whatever may serve 
directly to the equipment of vessels, unwrought 
iron and fir-planks only excepted. ` : 

But, although these alterations appear desirable, 
yet if the state of things shall, in your judgment, 
render it expedient notto propose them, or, if pro- 
posed, not to insist on them, you will act accord- 
ingly. In another period of ten years, it will pro- 
bably not occasion any ateral embarrassment 
between the United States and Prussia, to renew 
the treaty precisely in its present form. And, at 
this time, it is peculiarly interesting to us to con- 
ciliate the good will of that and other European 
nations. © >” ` 

Another, and the principal design of the Presi- 
dent in this appointment was, to place at Berlin 
a Minister of your abilities and. knowledge in di- 
plomatic affairs, from whom, in the existing situ- 
ation of Europe, correct intelligence and informa- 
tion highly interesting to the United States might 
be derived; and who, by his vigilance and saga- 
city, might find and:embrace opportunities to pro- 
mote their security and welfare. 

A third object will be to renew the Treaty of 
Amity and Commerce between the United States 
and Sweden; for which, also, fall powers are here- 
with transmitted. By the Swedish Minister at 
Berlin, or otherwise, you will make known to the 
Court of Sweden that you are invested with such 
powers. s 

The ratifications of the Swedish treaty, it is 
supposed, were exchanged in the beginning of the 
year 1784; as, on the 9th of March of that year, 
Dr. Franklin wrote from Paris to the Secretary 
of Foreign Affairs that he had made the exchange. 
In like manner, Mr. Adams wrote from London, 
on the 27th of. October, 1786, that he had been in 
Holland, and exchanged the ratifications of the 
Prussian treaty. No documents are found to show 
the day when the exchange took place. 

For the reasons above assigned, in respect to the 
Prussian treaty, that with Sweden should be al- 
tered, in the 17th article, so as to subject the ves- 
sels of Sweden, as well as those of other nations, 
to the effects of a general embargo: enemies’ 
property found on board them to capture and con- 
fiscation, as good prize; and ship timber and na- 
val stores (as before enumerated) to be deemed 
contraband of war. . The right of privateering is 
to remain as already fixed in the treaty with 
Sweden. I have the honor to be, &c., 

TIMOTHY PICKERING, 
Secretary of State. 


From the Secretary of State to John Quincy Adams. 
DEPARTMENT or Stare, July 17, 1797. 
Sir: In the instructions, dated the 15th in- 
stant, relative to your renewing our treaties with 
Sweden, you see expressed the earnest wishes of 
the United States that the principle that free ships 
should make free goods should become universal. 
6th Con.—-39 


This principle is peculiarly interesting to us, be- 
cause our nayal concerns are mercantile, and not 
warlike; and you will readily perceive that the 
abandonment of that principle was suggested by 
the measures of the belligerent Powers during the 
present war, in which we have found that neither 
its obligations by the pretended modern law. of 
nations, nor the solemn stipulations of treaties, 
secured its observation; on the contrary, it has 
been made the sport of events. Under such cir- 
cumstances, it appeared to the President desira- 
ble to avoid renewing an obligation which would 
probably be enforced when our interest should re- 
quire its dissolution; and be contemned when 
we could derive some advantage from its observ- 
ance. 

But it is possible that, in the pending negotia- 
tions for peace, this principle of free ships making 
free goods may beadopted by all the great maritime 
Powers; in which case, the United States will be 
among the first of the other Powers to accede to 
it, and to observe it as a universal rule. 

In like manner, if the rigid rule of the law of. 
nations respecting contraband, should be relaxed, 
and ship timber and naval stores be declared free, 
we shall eagerly embrace this liberal rule. 

The issue of the negotiations for peace, which 
we suppose to be now pending, will probably be 
known to you before it will be necessary to finish 
the renewal of the treaties between us and Prussia 
and Sweden; and you will conform our stipula- 
tions with those two Powers on the points above 
mentioned, to the result of those negotiations. 

Bat if the negotiations for peace should be 
broken up, and the war continue, and more espe- 
cially if, as you have conjectured, the United 
States should be forced to become a party in it, 
then it would be extremely impolitic to confine 
the enterprises and exertions of our armed vessels 
within narrower limits than the law of nations 
prescribes. If, for instance, France should pro- 
ceed from her predatory attacks on our commerce 
to open war, the mischievous consequences of any 
other limitations will be apparent. All her com- 
merce will be sheltered under neutral flags, while 
ours would remain exposed, as at present, to the 
havoc of her numerous cruisers. 

These remarks, added to your instructions, will 
possess you fully of the principles by which the 
President desires you may be influenced in re- 
newing the treaties with Prussia and Sweden. 

Tam, sir, with perfect esteem, &c., 
í TIMOTHY PICKERING. 


From the Secretary of State to John Quincy Adams. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Philadelphia, March 17, 1798. 
Sm: As the war continges, and as it now seems 
scarcely possible for the United States to avoid 
becoming a party in it, you will doubtless be de- 
termined, by your instructions of the 15th and 
17th July last, in renewing our treaties with Prus- 
sia and Sweden, and to reject the article in each 
which stipulates that free ships shall make free 
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erations occur which should induce its admission. 
But the reasons suggested in those instructions are 
now strongly enforced by the law of the French 
Republic before cited,* if, as Mr. Fenwick UE. 
poses, though general in its expressions, it is really 
and exclusively intended to operate against the 
Americans. In this case,a renewal of that stipu- 
lation is positively to be refused. The Swedish 
and Prussian commerce will then be only on the 
footing of the commerce of Denmark, with whom 
we have no treaty; and if we must be involved in 
the war, it will be desirable that the commerce of 
those three Powers, in relation to the United 
States, should rest on one and the same principle. 
But if this iniquitous French law exists (and we 
have no room to doubt it) will all the Northern 
Powers submit to it? We hope not. We hope 
that the inordinateambition of France, and avowed 
design to subjugate all Europe (of which she al- 
ready calls herself “the great nation” and “the 
conqueror,”) will excite the resistance of all the 
Powers whom her arms have not reached, and 
rouse anew those whom the course of events have 
induced to submit. At present Britain appears to 
be the only bulwark against the universal domi- 
nation of Pranie, by sea as well as by land. It 
is plain that those Powers who have avoided be- 
coming parties in the present war, and haye con- 
gratulated themselves on their superior policy and 
good fortune, will finally haye no reason to re- 
Joice: they were only reserved for future plunder 
and ‘oppression. This is now strikingly verified 
in respect to the United States. Her exactions 
are as unexpected as her victories have been un- 
exampled. Instead of stipulating for even future 
compensation for the many millions of which she 
has authorized her cruisers to rob us, she demands 
immediate contributions to the enormous amount 
of her depredations; making them the measure, 
not of rendering justice, but of increasing her 
oppression! A full knowledge of her treatment 
of our Envoys, and of the propositions made to 
them, would confound her partisans among us, 
convince our citizens in general of the impossi- 
bility of preserving their property and independ- 
ence but by resistance, and produce general una- 
nimity in the measures requisite for that end: or, 
if I am mistaken in this opinion, we are already 
under the yoke of foreign domination. 
I have the honor to be, &c. 
TIMOTHY PICKERING. 
Jonn Q. ADAMS, 
Minister, §c., Berlin. 


*The following is the law referred to: 


1. The character of a vessel, as neuter or enemy, is 
determined by her cargo. Therefore, all vessels laden 
with merchandise which has come from England, or 
her colonies, shall be declared good prize, whoever may 
be.the owner. 

; 2: Every vessel which, in the course of her voyage, 
-shall -have entered an English port, shall not enter the 
-ports of the French Republic, except in case of distress, 
„and when that cause shall have ceased, she shall imme- 
-s diately depart. °°. 0 <= : 


List of Letters and Extracts from Letters of John Q. 
Adams to the Secretary of State, relative to his nego- 
tiation of the Treaty with Prussia. 


No. 108. Extract, October 31, 1797. 

No. 121. Extracts, May 17, 1798. 

No. 122. Extracts, May 25, 1798, 

No. 128. Extract, July 16, 1798, in which is 


‘enclosed a note from John Q. Adams to the Prus- 


sian Ministers, dated Berlin, July 11, 1798. 

No. 136. Extracts, October 1, 1798, in which is 
enclosed a note to the Prussian Ministers, dated 
September 25, 1798. 

No. 138. Original letter, October 30, 1798, in 
which is enclosed a note from Mr. Adams to the 
Ministers of the King of- Prussia. 

No. 141. Original letter, December 31, 1798, in 
which are enclosed two-notes, one from the Prus- 
sian Minister to Mr. Adams, dated November 29, 
1798; the other from Mr. Adams to the Prussian 
Minister, dated December 24, 1798. 

No. 144. Original letter, April 4, 1798, enclos- 
sing a note from the Prussian Ministers, dated 
February 19, 1799, to Mr. Adams, with a copy of 
theirfull powers, and Mr. Adams’s answer to them, 
dated March 16, 1799. l 

No. 147. Extract, May 10, 1799, enclosing a 
note from the Prussian Ministers, dated A pri! 30, 
1799, and the answer of Mr. Adams to them, 
dated May 4, 1799. 

No. 150. Original letter, July 13,1799, with the 
treaty perfected. 


— i. 


No. 108. 


Extract of a letter from John Quincy Adams, Minister, 
&c., to Berlin, to the Secretary of State, dated 


OCTOBER 31, 1797. 


“ A few days after I had the honor of writing to 
you last from London, I received a duplicate of 
your instructions, dated July 15th, together with 
a copy of those bearing date the 17th. I shall 
pay all the attention to them which their import- 
ance requires, and the circumstances will admit. 
It is, however, to my mind very questionable: 
whether it will be expedient to propose the altera- 
tions suggested in your letters, except that relative 
to the embargo. The principle of making free 
ships protect enemy’s property has always been 
cherished by the maritime Powers who have not 
had large navies, though stipulations to thateffect 
have been more or less violated. In the present 
war, indeed, they have been less respected than 
usual, because Great Britain has held more un- 
controlled the command of the sea, and has been 
less disposed than ever to concede the principle; 
and because France has disclaimed most of the 
received and established ideas upon the laws of 
nations, and considered herself as liberated from 
all the obligations towards other States which in- 
terfered with her present objects, or the interests 
ot the moment. Yet, even during this war, sev- 
eral decrees of the French Convention, passed at 
times when the force of solemn national engage- 
meats was felt, have recognised the promise in 
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the Treaty of 1778; and at times it has been ina 
great degree observed. . France is still attached to 
the principles of the Armed Neutrality, and yet 
more attached to the idea of compelling Great 
Britain to assent to them. Indeed, every naval 
“State is interested in the maintenance of liberal 
maxims in maritime affairs against the domineer- 
ing policy of Britain. Every instance, therefore, 
in which these principles are abandoned by neu- 
tral Powers, which favor the rights of neutrality, 
is to be regretted as furnishing argument, or at 
least example, to support the British doctrines. 
These observations apply with more weight with 
regard to the Swedish Treaty than to the other, 
as I believe Sweden is peculiarly attached to the 
liberal system, and entertains hopes that it may 
finally prevail by the concurrence of all the mari- 
time Powers, excepting only Britain.” 


No. 121. 


Extract of a letter from John Quincy Adams to the 
Secretary of State, dated 
, : c Berrin, May 17, 1798. 

“T deem it highly inexpedient to propose any 
alteration:in the principle agreed upon in our pre- 
sent treaty neutralizing enemy’s property on board 
of neutral vessels.- It isindeed true, that this stip- 
ulation has not, in the course of the present war, 
been observed by France. But she has uniformly 
professed her attachment to the principle, and at- 
tributed her violation of it to the example and 
previous practice of her enemy. There is cer- 
tainly a great inconvenience, when two maritime 
States are at war, for a neutral nation to be bound 
by one principle to one of the parties, and by its 
opposite to the other; and in such casesit is never 
to be expected that an engagement favorable to 
the rights of neutrality will be scrupulously ob- 
served by either of the warring States. It ap- 
pears to me, therefore, that the stipulation ought 
properly to be made contingent, and the contract- 
ing parties.to a Commercial Treaty should agree 
that, in all cases when one of the parties should 
be at war and the other neutral. the bottom should 
cover the property, provided the enemy of the war- 
ring Power admitted the same principle, and prac- 
tised upon it in their Courts of Admiralty; but, 
if not, that the rigorous rule of the ordinary law 
of nations should be observed: 

“In truth, I am fully convinced that there is only 
one Power in Europe averse to the general estab- 
lishment of the. principle favorable to neutrality ; 
a Power which does not even disguise the preten- 
sion of domineering upon the ocean, and whose 
naval force is almost equal to that of all the world 
besides. It must be admitted, that, so long as she 
rejects the liberal principle, every agreement of 
other nations between themselves admitting it, 
excepting contingently, as above stated, must, if 
it have any operation, operate altogether in her 
favor, and to her advantage; for while it gives 
her the benefit of a safe and protected neutral con- 
veyance of her goods, it refuses the same to her 
enemy.” 


No..122.: . 


Extracts from a letter of John Quincy Adams to the 
Secretary of State, dated 


Berrin, May 25, 1798. 


“I shall be guided by your instructions relative 
to the stipulations upon the subject of neutral 
commerce, though I have very recently written 
that, in my own opinion, the proposal of an alter- 
ation would be inexpedient. The reasons for my 
opinion are given in my last letter. Sweden and 
Prussia are both strongly attached to the princi- 
ple of making the ship protect the cargo. They 
have more than once contended that such is the 
rule even by the ordinary laws of nations. A 
Danish author of some reputation, in a treatise 
upon the commerce of neutrals in time of war, lays 
it down as a rile, and argués formally, that, by 
the law of nature, free ships make free goods. 
Lampredi, a recent Florentine author, upon the 
same topic, has discussed the question at length, 
and contends that, by the natural law in this case, 
there is a collision of two rights equally valid; 
that the belligerent has a right to detain, but the 
neutral an equal right to refuse to be detained. 
This reduces the thing to a mere question of force, 
in which the belligerent, being ready armed, natu- 
rally enjoys the best advantage. I confess the 
reasoning of Lampredi has, in my mind, great 
weight, and he appears to have stated the question 
in its true light.” 

“T intend to propose a conditional article, put- 
ting. the principle upon a footing of reciprocity, 
and agreeing that the rineiyle, with regard to 
bottom and cargo, shali depend upon the principle 
guiding the Admiralty courts of the enemy. This 
will at once discover our own inclination and at- 
tachment to the liberal rule, and yet not make us 
the victims of our adherence to it, while violated 
by our adversaries. Whether the other party will, 
in either instance, accede to this, I cannot under- 
take to say; but you may be assured that, after 
your last instructions, I shall not accede to the 
renewal of the articles under their form in the 
previous treaties.” 


No. 122. 


To their Excellencies the Ministers of State and of the 

} Cabinet of the King. 

The subscriber, Minister Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America, upon his arrival at 
Berlin, had the honor to deliver to their Excellen- 
cies a copy of the full power with which he is 
charged, on the part of the United States, to re- 
new the Treaty of Amity and Commerce between 
His Majesty and the United States, with such 
alterations as may be agreeable to both parties 
mutually. ; 

He has now that of communicating to their 
Excellencies the alterations which he is ordered 
to propose, on the part of his Government, and to 
add some observations upon the motives which 
gave occasion to those propositions. 

The twelfth article of the former treaty de- 
clares, that in case either of the high contracting 
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parties should be at war with another Power, ene” 
mý’s property, on board of the neutral vessel, shall 
not be subject to be made prize. Itis proposed to 
substitute, instead of this rule, that of the ordinary 
law of nations, which subjects to seizure enemy’s 
property on board of neutral vessels. 

The Government of the United States is not 
unaware, that the principle which communicates 
to the cargo the character of the vessel, would be 
conformable to the interests of the United States, 
as they are persuaded it would be to those of Prus- 
sia, and all the Powers preserving neutrality in 
maritime wars, if it could be universally acknowl- 
edged and respected by the belligerent Powers. 
But it is known that the Powers most frequently 
engaged in naval wars do not recognise, or do not 
respect, the principle. The United States have 
had, during the present war, the experience that, 
even the most formal treaty did not suffice to se- 
cure to them the advantage of this principle; but, 
on the contrary, only contributed to accumulate 
the losses of their citizens, by encouraging them 
to load their vessels with merchandise declared 
free; which they have, notwithstanding, seen taken 
and confiscated, as if no engagement had promised 
them all security. 

At the present moment neither of the Powers at 
war admits the freedom of enemy’s property on 
board of neutral vessels. If,in the course of events, 
either of the contracting parties should be involved 
in war with one or the other of those Powers, she 
would be obliged to behold hér enemy poses the 
advantage of a free conveyance for her goods, 
without possessing the advantage herself, or to 
violate her own engagements, by treating the neu- 
tral party as the enemy should treat her. 

It is for the same reason proposed, instead of 
the thirteenth article of the former treaty, to ad- 
mit a list of contraband of war, and to comprise 
in it ship-timber, tar, pitch, turpentine, and rosin, 
copper, (in sheets,) sails, hemp, cordage, and gen- 
erally everything serving for the equipment of 
vessels, unwrought iron and fir planks excepted. 
These two changes indicate several additional 
articles, naturally proceeding from them: as, for 
instance, a designation of the papers which shall 
be necessary to ascertain the neutrality of vessels 
and their cargo; and, likewise, the restrictions 
proper to prevent the armed vessels of the bellige- 
rent Power from abusing the privilege of arrest- 
ing neutral vessels, and seizing the enemy’s prop- 
erty found on board. 

By the sixteenth article of the former treaty, 
the vessels of the subjects or citizens of each of 
the high contracting parties, in the ports of the 
other, are declared exempt from all embargo. It 
is proposed, in the treaty, to subject them to every 
general embargo, which the respective Govern- 
ments may judge necessary. This proposal is 
founded upon the necessity under which both 

Governments are supposed alike liable to find 
themselves, of imposing, from time to time,a gen- 
eral embargo upon all the vessels either in all its 

„ports, or in certain particular ports; exceptions, 
then, might defeat the advantages which might 
be'expected from this measure, and may, besides, 

ok 3 


give occasion to comparisons, which one would 
wish to avoid, on the part of other nations, whose 


vessels would: be detained with those belonging: 


$ the nation itself where the embargo shou!d be 
aid. ; 

The nineteenth article will require some altera- 
tion. By the present engagements of the United 
States, no vessel that shall have made either Eng- 
lish or French prizes can obtain an asylum in the 
ports or harbors of the United States. 

A modification of the twentieth article may de- 
clare that it shall not be. understood to invalidate 
the guaranty of the French possessions in America, 
stipulated by the United States in their Treaty of 
Alliance with France, bearing date 6th February, 
1778. : 

It is proposed to omit the last clauses of the 
twenty-third article; which declare, that, in case 
of war between the high contracting parties, the 
merchant and trading vessels shall not be subject 
to capture. This stipulation, being of little im- 
portance as to the high contracting parties, be- 
tween whom no probability of war, no: opposing 


interests which might lead to it, appear to exist; ` 


it is, therefore, in regard of other nations, who 
may require similar conditions when they might 
import very different consequences, that this ‘en- 
gagement is desired to be omitted. : 
The twenty-fifth article of the former treaty 


grants mutually the faculty of keeping Consuls: 


and Vice Consuls, agents and commissaries, in 


the respective ports: it adds, that their functions: 


shall be determined by a particular agreement, 
when either of the parties shall appoint to such 
office. It would, perhaps, be well to stipulate that 
they shall enjoy the same privileges and powers 
as those of the most favored nations. 

The duration of the new treaty may, like that 
of the old one, be limited: to ten years, reckoning 
from the day of exchanging the ratifications, with 
the same faculty of renewing it again at the ex- 
piration of that period. 

In submitting these observations and propositions 
to their Excellencies, the subscriber requests them 
to accept the assurance of his respect and high 


consideration. 
JOHN Q. ADAMS. 
Berwin, July 11, 1798. 


No. 128. 


Extracts of a letter from John Q. Adams, Esq., dated 
Berlin, 16th July, 1798, to the Secretary. of State. 


“On the 11th I delivered to Count Finckenstein, 
first Minister in the Department of Foreign Af- 
fairs, a memorial of which I herewith enclose a 
translation. I would send, at the same time, a 
copy of the original French, but I do not think it 
would be prudent to send it unciphered, and T 
have no French cipher with you: I presume you 
will not judge it material. I hope you will find 
it exactly conformable to your instructions and in- 
tentions. The proposal for abandoning the prin- 
ciple of making free ships cover enemy’s property, 
I have ‘repeatedly informed you will not be ac- 
ceptable: still less will that of a large list of còn- 
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traband, especially comprehending many of the 
most material articles of Prussian exports. Ihave 
said, however, all that occurred to me as calcula- 
ted to show that these would be: but equitable al- 
terations. If these proposals should be accepted, 
I have mentioned the necessity of some additional 
articles designating the papers that'shall be deemed 
necessary to prove the neutrality of vessels and 
their cargoes, and to abuses by the armed vessels 
of the warring Power... The former treaty men- 
tions the necessity of passports, but leaves their 
forms unsettled.” 

“J proposed an alteration of the nineteenth ar- 
ticle, which appeared to me necessary to render 
it conformable to the twenty-fifth article of our 
treaty with Great Britain; and a modification of 
the twentieth, which might otherwise be liable to 
a collision with the guaranty in our treaty with 
France; although this treaty has, in numberless 
‘instances, been violated by the French Govern- 
ment, as it has not been declared by our Govern- 
ment formally dissolved, but:as they have, on the 
contrary, invariably respected it, I thought the 
stipulation deserved attention.” 

“The twenty-fifth ‘article referred to a future 
arrangement at thë time when Consuls should be 
named. ‘As'thisnomination had taken place, and 

‘mo arrangement was made, an alteration of the 
article became necessary. I found, in our treaty 
with Spain, a precedent for what E proposed; and 
I believe itis what on our part is conceded alike 
to-all:foreignConsuls by law.” 

No. 136. 
Extracts of-a letter from John Q. Adams, Esq. to the 
Secretary of State, dated Berlin, Oct. 1, 1798. 

«I have the honor to enclose herewith a copy 
ofa note from the Department of Foreign Affairs 
here, in answer to mine of 11th July, with th 
roposals for the renewal of the treaty, which has 

‘heretofore been forwarded to you.” 

“The objections to the changes which, conform- 
ably to your instructions, I proposed, are those 
which I have constantly expected, and repeatedly 
announced.” 

«I shall reply to this note as soon as possible; 
but if you do not think it advisable to renew the 
stipulation for making the bottom cover the pro- 
perty, and for excepting at least ship timber from 
the list of contraband, I have no sort of expecta- 
tion that either treaty will be renewed. At pres- 
ent; I consider myself as expressly forbidden from 
acceding to their proposal for renewing the twelfth 
article as it is,and have no idea that they will 

-consent to leave it out.” 


[Referred to in Mr. Adams’s despatch of Oct. 1, 1798.] 


Messrs. Finckenstein, Alvensleben, and Haugwitz, 
to Mr. Adams. 
Berun, 25th September, 1798. 
We have considered with great attention the 
official note which Mr. Adams, Minister Plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States of America, has 
transmited to us the 11th of July of the present 


year; and, after having discussed the objects of 
that note with the departments to which they re- 
late, we now reply to it in detail. 

The King could not but receive with due sensi- 
bility the desire manifested by the United States 
to cultivate with him the relations of friendship 
and good will; which have, until this time, sub- 
sisted between Prussia and the American Repub- 
lic, and his Majesty is therefore well disposed to 
renew the Treaty of Commerce concluded at the 
Hague, the 10th of September, 1785; and to adopt 
in it the changes and modifications which the 
actual circumstances and the respective interests 
of the two contracting Powers may render ne- 
cessary. 

With this view, we have examined the proposi- 
tions just made by the Minister Plenipotentiary of 
tha United States, and we have the honor to com- 
municate the observations to which they have 
given rise. 

The first alteration proposed in his note relates 
tothe 12th article of the ancient treaty, where it 
is said, “that, in case one or the other of the con- 
tracting parties shall be at war with any other 
Power, the vessels of the neutral Power may navi- 
gate in perfect safety in the ports and upon the 


coasts of the belligerent Powers; free ships mak- 


ing the merchandise free.” 

For this rule, the United States desire to sub- 
stitute the following: “That all the property of 
enemies on board neutral vessels ought to be sub- 
ject to seizure; and that neutral property on board 
enemies’ vessels should remain free.” 

It cannot be denied that the ancient principle 
of the freedom of neutral navigation has been lit- 
tle regarded in the two last.wars, and especially 
in that now carried on; but-it is not the less true, 
that it served until the present time as a founda- 
tion and guide to the commerce of all neutral 
nations; and that, in consequence, it has been, and 
still is, followed and maintained. If, in the midst 
of the war now waging, its sudden abandonment 
and destruction should be advised, the following 
results might be expected: 

1. Inevitable confusion would arise in all the 
commercial speculations of neutral nations, and 
the finishing blow would be given to the remon- 
strances and proceedings which are still urged, in 
numerous instances, both in England and France, 
for illegal captures. 

2. We should directly oppose the Northern 
Powers, who maintain, to this very time, the 
ancient principle of armed convoys. Ae 

3. Nothing would be gained by establishing at 
the present period, the principle that neutral prop- 
erty on board -enemies vessels should be free. 
Neutral Powers would admit this principle with 
as much reluctance as the belligerent; and this 
would constitute an additional reason to authorize 
the judicial condemnation of the prizes made in 
contravention of the ancient rule. 

4. Finally, supposing for an instant that the 
great maritime Powers of Europe should wish 
to acknowledge hereafter the principle substituted 
by the United States, it would only multiply the 
embarrassments in the proceedings against the 
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privateers ; for while, formerly, the character of 
the vessel decided at the same time that of the 
cargo, it would be necessary in future, to distin- 
guish the one from the other, and provide sepa- 
rately the proofs of each. 

All these difficulties combined prevent us from 
acceding to the alteration proposed by Mr. Adams ; 
and we submit to his consideration, whether it 
would not suit the reciprocal interests of the two 
high contracting parties, as well as the interests 
of their commercial citizens and subjects, to. suf- 
fer the twelfth article to remain provisionally as 
it is, in conformity with the system which they 
have maintained to the present time; and to add 
the eventual stipulation, “that, experience having 
unfortunately shown, in the course of the existing 
war, that the ancient principle of free neutral 
navigation has not been sufficiently respected by 
the belligerent Powers, the two high contracting 
parties, upon the return of a general peace, reserve 
the right of deciding definitely on this subject, 
either separately between themselves, or con- 
jointly with other interested Powers, in order to 
concert, with the great maritime Powers of Eu- 
rope, such arrangements as might serve to estab- 
lish, in subsequent wars, upon fixed and perma- 
nent rules, the liberty and safety of neutral navi- 
gation.” Mr. Adams proposes, also, to insert, in 
the thirteenth article, a specific list of the objects 
which shall be considered contraband in time of 
war, and to comprehend in it “ship timber, tar, 
pitch, turpentine, and rosin, copper in sheets, sails, 

emp, cordage, and generally all that serves to 
the equipment of vessels, unwrought iron and fir 
planks excepted.” 

If an attempt should be made to specify, in the 
new treaty, the articles of contraband, we are 
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f order to establish the neutrality of the vessel and 

i cargò. . This should be done according to -the 
usages admitted in our maritime tribunals. 

| 1. The. document showing the construction of 
the vessel, (building letter) or, in its absence, the 

| contract of purchase. The original, or a certifi- 

| cate copy of either the one or the other. 

2. The sea-letter, which, within the dominions. 
of the King, is generally issued, for the term of 
one year, by the provincial officers appointed to 
inspect the affairs of the maritime commerce. It 
may be ordered, also, that the sea-letter ought to 
be renewed every time the vessel shall return to 
the port from whence she sailed. 
| 3. The register of the crew. 
| 4. The charter-party, or the contract, passed in 
| bulk, for the freight of every vessel; or, where 
| this is deficient, the proof in detail of what the 
| cargo contains. 

The change proposed in the fourteenth article 
| is predicated on the suppression of the clause 
which, in case of a general embargo, would es- 
tablish an exemption in favor of vessels belonging 
| to the subjects or citizens of each of the two-con- 
tracting parties. If the interests of the United 
States, and particular considerations, require in 
reality, a similar modification, the King will, on 
his part, accede to it. lt will be just, however, to 
add a stipulation that, in these cases, the ships of 
the two nations, respectively, shall be treated 
equally with those of the most favored nation ; 
and that an equitable indemnity should be granted 
| to them as well for the freight as for the losses 
| occasioned by detention. 
| Nor do we perceiveany objection to the altera- 


| tions proposed by articles XIX and XX, in order 


| 


‘to adapt them to the relations subsisting between 


obliged to adhere to those which have been con- | France and the United States. Itmay be declared, 
sidered and adopted as such in the maritime con- | also, in article XIX, for the greater clearness and 
vention concluded with Prussia and Russia, thed safety, that, among the prizes that may be carried 
8th of May 1781, after the example of the Treaty | into the ports and harbors of the United States, 


of Commerce and Navigation formed between 
Russia and Great Britain, the 20th of June, 1766. 
The eleventh article of this last mentioned treaty 
declares contraband, “cannon, mortars, fire-arms, 
pistols, bombs, grenades, bullets, balls, fusils, flints, 


matches, saltpetre, sulphur, hauberks, pikes, | 


swords, sword belts, cartridge boxes, saddles 
and bridles, or whatever each man, serving on 
board a vessel, should be furnished,” &c. 

This list has been the foundation of those rules 
of maritime commerce which we have always 
followed, as well in former wars as in the war 
now carried on; and it appears to us to embrace 
all the articles which appertain in reality to con- 
traband property, so called. If this list is suscep- 
tible of additional extension at all, we can never 
consent to its comprehending ship timber, one 
of the principal productions of the Kingdom of 
Prussia, and always regarded, in all maritime 
wars, as an object of unrestricted commerce. 

“ On the other hand, we willingly agree with 
`“ Mr. Adams, that it will be useful and necessary 
to ‘designate with precision, in the fourteenth 
“the papers and documents with which the 
-of every vessel should be furnished, in 


EE f 
master 


no neutral vessel or cargo shall be found among 
them, and still less when the property of Prussian 
subjects. The twenty-third article, which pro- 
tected the merchant vessels from every species of 
capture, has, no doubt, been dictated solely by 
considerations of humanity and benevolence, and 
jit will not be expunged without regret ; but, in- 

asmuch as this pleasing theory can with difficulty 
be enforced, it only remains to renonunce it, when- 
ever it can be done consistently with the political 
interests of the United States. 

We acquiesce in the proposed addition to the 
twenty-fifth article, by which the Consuls of the 
two Powers, respectively, shall enjoy the same 
rights and privileges with those of the most fa- 
vored nation; and we adopt again, for the dura- 
tion of the treaty, the term of ten years, reckon- 
ing from the exchange of ratifications, and pro- 
viding for its renewal at the expiration of that 
time. 

We believe that, in the present note, we have 
replied fully to all the propositions which Mr. 
Adams has been charged to make; and we leave 
to him the care of transmitting to the United 
States the counter propositions and observations. 
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herein contained. We shall. be ready, at any 
time thereafter, to resume the negotiation, and 
also to conclude the treaty whenever he may de- 


sire it, 
FINCKENSTEIN, 
l ALVENSLEBEN, 
HAUGWITZ. 
To Mr. Apams, Minister, $c. of the U.S. 


No. 138. 
Berrin, Oct. 30, 1798. 


Sir: Ihave the honor to enclose a copy of the 
note, which I this day. delivered to Count Finck- 
enstein, in reply to the answer of the Cabinet 
Ministry to my former note of 11th July.. Before 
I delivered it, I had two conferences with Count 
Haugwitz, concerning the subject matter of it. 
He professed himself highly satisfied with the 
within note, and assured me that there would not 
be the least objection made to expediting the 
business without waiting for further instructions 
to me from America. - The. proposal, to say 
nothing in the treaty relative to the property of 
enemies on. board. of neutral vessels appeared to 
have his assent. altogether. I hope the answer to 
this note will not be delayed quite so long as that 
of the last;.but.as‘to what its tenor will be, I beg 
leave to refer you to my former letters, (No. 136, 
and..those ‘preceding it,) relative to this business. 
I have had no reason to alter my opinions therein 
expressed. 

‘icf have the honor to be, very respectfully, sir, 
your very humble and obedient servant, 
JOHN Q. ADAMS. 

The SECRETARY oF State. ` 


[Enclosed in No. 138.] 


From Mr. Adams to Messrs. Finckenstein, Alvensleben, 
and, Haugwitz. 


Berin, October 29, 1798. 


The undersigned, Minister Plenipotentiary of 
_ the United States of America, considers it his 
duty to submit to the consideration of their Excel- 
lencies, the following observations on the subject 
of the objections presented, in the reply of their 
Excellencies to the note which he had the honor 
to transmit to them, dated the 11th of July of the 
present year, proposing certain alterations in the 
treaty about to be renewed between His Majesty 
the King of Prussia and the United States. 

The principle on which is founded the proposed 
change respecting the security of enemy’s prop- 
erty on board of neutral vessels, is, that, by the 
law of nations, in times of maritime war, the prop- 
erty of. enemies on hoard of neutral vessels is sub- 
ject to capture, and that the property of neutrals 
on board of enemies’ vessels is free; that this rule 
cannot be changed, except by the general consent 
of all the maritime Powers, or by separate treaties, 
the stipulations of which cannot extend beyond 
the contracting parties; that the opposite princi- 
ple, the establishment of which ought to be one of 
the principal objects of the Armed Neutrality, was 


not universally acknowledged even during the pe- 
riod of the American war; and, during the exist- 
ing war, has not been maintained by any of those 
Powers. which, at that time, acceded to this. sys- 
tem; that Prussia, herself, while one of the bel- 
ligerents in the last war, did not admit it; and 
that, to the present moment, the ancient principle 
of the law of nations subsists in all its force among: 
all the Powers, except in the case where the op- 
posite rule is stipulated by the engagements of pos~ 
itive treaty. 

In proposing, then, to acknowledge the freedom. 
of neutral property on board the vessels of ene- 
mies, and to acknowledge as subject to capture the 
property of enemies on board neutral vessels, it is. 
only desired to confirm, by treaty, the principles 
which exist,even at the present moment, inde- 
pendently of all treaties: it is intended, not to 
make a change in the existing state of things, but. 
to avoid one. 

Far from wishing to prescribe on this point to 
the belligerent Powers, it is not supposed that an 
agreement between Prussia and the United States 
could, in any manner, serve as a-rule for other 
Powers, not being parties to the treaty, in-order to 
legalize prizes; and, as the effect of this conven- 
tion, even between the high contracting parties, 
could only extend to the future, without being re- 
troactive, it is still less imagined that the reclama- 
tions and proceedings of the subjects of neutral 
Powers, whether in England or in France, would 
be at all regarded. 

Nor has*the idea ever occurred that this meas- 
ure could come in conflict with the Powers of the 
North, who could not be bound by a treaty to 
which they would not be the contracting parties ; 
besides, this opposition could not extend to Rus- 
sia, since, far from sustaining the principle that 
the flag ought to protect the property, she has. en- 
gaged, by her convention with Great Britain, 
dated the 25th of March, 1793, to employ all her 
efforts to prevent its being carried into effect during 
the existing war. 

Sweden and Denmark reciprocally engaged, in 
the view of all Europe, by their convention dated 
the 27th of March, 1794, to lay no claim, in cases 
not provided for in treaties, to any advantage 
which shall not be supported by the universal law 
of nations, “recognised and respected to the pres- 
‘ent time, by all the Powers and all the Sovereigns 
‘of Europe.” It is not conceived possible to com- 
prehend, under this description, the principle that 
the property should follow the destiny of the flag 
under which it sails; and, it may be added, that 
constant experience has demonstrated the insuffi- 
ciency of the protection afforded by armed con- 
voys to this principle, since we have seen them 
follow their convoys regularly, without resistance, 
into the ports of the belligerent Powers, there to 
be adjudged according to principles established in 
their tribunals entirely opposed to the one which 
makes the vessel neutralize the cargo. 

According to the settled usage of the tribunals 
of all the maritime Powers, the proofs of the char- 
acter of the cargo ought to be distinct from those 
which concern the vessel. Even in the treaties 
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which adopt the principle that the flag protects 
the property, it is common to stipulate for papers 
which designate the cargo, for the. purpose of 
proving that it is not contraband. The charter- 
party, or the bill of lading, is among the papers 
: required by the Prussian maritime tribunals, and 
“which it is proposed to designate as necessary in 
‘the new treaty. It seems, then, that the adoption 
of the principle in question would not exact a sin- 
‘gle additional paper, and, consequently, would add 
nothing to the embarrassment of the proceedings 
‘against the armed vessels; or, at least, so little as 
to be considered a slight inconvenience in com- 
parison with the losses and sufferings occasioned 
‘by the recognition of a principle which has been 
abandoned by all the maritime Powers, and which 
not one of them has effectually maintained; of a 
principle by which the high contracting party who 
might be at war would be disadvantageously 
bound, whilst her enemy would disregard it alto- 
gether, and the neutral would present to her citi- 
zens or subjects the allurement of a free com- 
merce, only to see it interrupted, intercepted, and 
destroyed. 
But, as the opinions entertained by this Gov- 
ernment appear to differ from those of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States on the subject of 
the principles prescribed by the law of nations, 
‘and, as it appears to their Excellencies that many 
inconveniences may result from the substitution 
of a principle opposed to the one contained in the 
ancient treaty, the undersigned has the honor to 
“'prdpose to omit ‘entirely this part of the article, 
and on this point to enter into no engagement 
‘whatever; this will leave it in the state in which 
it formerly stood, without requiring of either of 
the high contracting parties any stipulation on the 
‘subject. And as the establishment of a stable and 
permanent principle, with the hope of seeing it 
respected and maintained in future wars, is an ob- 
ject important to commerce in general, and espe- 
‘cially to that of the high contracting parties, the 
undersigned will readily consent to an eventual 
stipulation similar to that which their Excellen- 
’ cies propose, which, without implying, on the one 
part or the other, the admission’of a contested 
‘principle, will defer a decision upon the subject 
to the period which will follow a general peace, 
either by an agreement between the high contract- 
ing parties, or in concert with the Powers who are 
interested in its adjustment. At the same time, 
the United States will be always disposed to adopt 
the most extended principles which can he desired 
in favor of the freedom of neutral commerce in 
time of war, from the moment that they can flat- 
‘ter themselves with seeing it adopted and recog- 
nised in a manner to insure its execution. 
As to the list of contraband, the undersigned is 
“persuaded that his Government has only been de- 
‘sirous to specify the articles enumerated: in his 
last: note, bécause they have been considered in 
¿the class ‘of contraband articles by the laws of 
ions,‘independently of treaties. But, inasmuch 
nber constitutes an object so important 
ce.of Prussia, he is persuaded that 


Am consenting to'exclude it from the proposed list, 


and thus furnishing the evidence of a desire to 
conform to the wishes ‘of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, he will not fail to receive the entire appro- 
val of his own. 

By the laws and usage of the United States, 
their vessels ought to be provided with the papers 
and documents designated by their Excellencies as 
required by the maritime tribunals of Prussia, such 
as the sea-letter, the charter-party, or the bill of 
lading ; and, instead of the beil-brief, a certificate 
of the registration, signed by a public officer, and 
which proves the ownership of the vessel, as well 
as the time of her‘construction. Not one of the 
commercial treaties which have been formed by 
the United States, to the present time, requires 
the muster-roll. A great proportion of the re- 
monstrances now made in France, by citizens of 
the United States, against the depredations of 
French privateers, are founded on the seizure of 
their vessels, with their cargoes, for not having 
been furnished with the muster-roll,a document 
not required by the treaty with France. If it were 
possible that foreign tribunals could avail.them- 
selves of a convention between Prussia’ and the 
United States only, as the pretext of their decis- 
ions upon prizes previously made, and concerning 
which another treaty prescribed the rule, some 
reason would exist for hesitation in admitting the 
‘muster-ro]l among the papers which it is proposed 
to specify in the treaty. No difficulty, however, 
will arise on this point. But, in order to avoid the 
multiplication of papers, he submits to the con- 
sideration of their Excellencies, whether it will 
not suffice to designate, in addition to the charter- 
party, or the bill of lading, and the muster-roll, 
the sea-letter, adding to it the namie, the owner- 
ship, and the port of the vessel, with the name 
and residence of the captain, without at the same 
time requiring the “document of construction,” 
which could only serve to repeat the sane proofs. 

The condition, that,in the event of an embargo, 
the ships of the high contracting parties shall re- 
ceive the same treatment with those of the most 
favored nation, (with the exception of those ex- 
empted by a reciprocal engagement from all em- 
bargoes,) and shall receive an equitableindemnity 
on account of the freight, and for the losses occa- 
sioned by detention, is in itself too just to occasion 
any difficulty. f l , i 

A reciprocal stipulation not to admit in the 
ports of one of the high contracting parties the 
prizes taken from the other, will be equally ac- 
quiesced in, as far as is compatible with the prior 
engagements of the United States, who, by sev- 
eral treaties, have agreed with other Powers for 
the reciprocal admission of prizes in the ports of 
each other. 

_ In submitting these observations to the judg- 
ment of their Excellencies, the undersigned can- 
not refrain from tendering his own acknowledg- 
ments, as well as the satisfaction which he has no 
doubt will be felt by his Government, for the read- 
iness with which they have acceded to the other 
alterations it became his duty to propose. The 
United States‘will see in this an unequivocal proof 
of the good will and friendship of His Majesty 
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‘which they cannot ‘estimate too highly. If the. 
present observations and propositions shall have 
the good. fortune to receive the assent of their 
‘Excellencies, he hopes that they will be willing to 
pursue this object,and to put their last hand to 
‘the work, without waiting the return of a corres- 
pondérice so remote as that with the United States. 
Without wishing to“hasten their decision, or to 
manifest impatience upon a subject which ap- 
pears to his Government important, he has to re- 
gret the delays which have been already caused 
by events in the course of the negotiation with 
which he has the honor to be charged. He con- 
siders it, therefore, a duty which he owes to his 
Government and country, to solicit the consent of 
their Excellencies to permit no further delay to 
the termination of this business, which may not 
be required by urgent and indispensable consider- 


ations. 
JOHN Q. ADAMS. 
To the Ministers or STATE, &c. 


No. 141. 
Bertin, December 31, 1799. 


Sir: I have sow the honor to enclose copies of 

the answer'of the Cabinet Ministry to my note of 
‘the 29th ‘of October, concerning the renewal of 

the commercial treaty between the United States 
and Prussia, and of my reply, which I presented 
to Count Finckenstein on the 25th instant. Du- 
ring tlie interval from the time when I received 
the answer, I had repeated conversations with 
‘Count Haugwitz upon the subject, and the sub- 
stance of my reply was founded upon the result 
of those conversations. i 

You will observe, by these papers, how tena- 
ciously this Government adheres to the principle 
‘of making neutral bottoms cover enemy’s prop- 
‘erty in time of war, and to the very limited list of 
contraband contained in the treaty of 1766 be- 

‘tween. Russia and Great Britain. At the time 
when Frederic II. acceded to the Armed Neutral- 
ity, having no commercial treaty with any of the 
‘then belligerent Powers, he adopted this list as 
“that'which was most favorable to neutral inter- 
‘ests, and it has ever since been considered here as 
the criterion of contraband. After having given 
up, in my last note, the article of timber for ship- 
building, I should most ‘probably have abandoned 
the other naval stores in the present, had not your 
‘lettér of September 24, expressed so, much indif- 
ference whether the treaty should be renewed at 
all. I shall'yet abandon them if this Government 
‘should persist in rejecting them. 

Upon the other point, the stipulation proposed 
‘instead of the twelfth article of the old treaty, ex- 
pressly holds out the question concerning neutral 
bottoms and goods ‘as a contested point, and it is 
preceded by a labored argument to prove that, by 
‘the present law of nations, the‘principle of the old 
treaty is prescribed. But, in conformity to your 
instructions, I did not think myself authorized 
even to admit, by any implication, that the prin- 
ciple prescribed by the law of nations can bea 
subject of controversy, and hence, in objecting to 


the words which present it as such, it was neces- 
sary to answer the arguments in maintenance of 
the position. , 

_ I have, in my reply, offered two alternatives for 
avoiding, in the new treaty, any mention of the 
point; and, if a positive inference could be drawn 
from what Count Haugwitz assured me was his 
opinion, I might conclude that one or the other of 
them might beaccepted. I shall ‘not be surprised, 
however, if the difficulty in this case should still 
recur; for I judge, from what has hitherto passed, 
that they are apprehensive an alteration of the 
express agreement in the treaty of 1785 might ‘be 
construed into an abandonment of the principle, 
unless the substituted article should contain some 
expression which should evidently reserve it; and 
it is perfectly clear that they are extremely averse 
to abandon the principle. Their own convention 
with Great Britain, in 1793, is, to be sure, an argu- 
ment against therm, so strong in itself, that I have 
not thought it necessary to dwell much upon it, 
and therefore barely alluded to it in my second 
note. You will see how they explain it in the 
enclosed answer, and consider it as compatible 
with the system which, at other times, Prussia has 
maintained, and now again wishes to support. 

In the discussion concerning the papers to be 
specified for the purpose of ascertaining the neu- 
trality of merchant vessels and their cargoes in 
time of war, as I had not the benefit of your in- 
structions, I was obliged to proceed upon such 
principles as occurred to my mind as best calcu- 
lated to answer the object. proposed by those pa- 
pers. The séa-letter, the muster roll, and the in- 
voices, appeared indispensable in ‘a treaty which 
does not adopt the principle of allowing the bot- 
tom to protect ‘both persons arid- goods; but the 
other paper, for which they so strenuously con- 
tend, seemed to me unnecessary, as tending to 


‘prove nothing but what the sea-letter alone suffi- 


ces to show, and as binding the parties to certain 
forms of documents which their internal com- 
mercial regulations might require to be altered. 
In my last conversation with Count Haugwitz, 


‘he concurred with me fully in the opinion; and I 


hope, therefore, that the additional paper will not 
be insisted upon. I have felt more embarrassment 
upon this subject, because I have not with me the 
latest laws of the United States prescribing the 
papers with which vessels of the United States 
must be provided. 

The case of the Wilmington packet, upon which 
so many fruitless applications were made to the 
Government in Holland for indemnity, suggested 
to me the idea of allowing time, after the break- 
ing out of war, for the neutral nation to furnish 
its vessels with the proper papers. 

Since receiving your letter of the 25th of Sep- 
tember, I have felt much less anxious about the 
speedy conclusion of the treaty than I was before. 
In one of my last conversations with Count Haug- 
witz, I told him that, if the Prussian Government 
had the smallest scruple or hesitation about the re- 
newal of the treaty, on account of the situation of 
ouraffairs with France; 1 knéw enough of the senti- 
ments of my Government to assure him that they 
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were by no means desirous that -Prussia should 
take any step at which she should feel the small- 
est reluctance, and, if she thought it most expe- 
dient, would postpone the conclusion of the treaty 
until a time which should be perfectly suitable to 
both parties. He said he was very glad I had 
given him an opportunity to assure me, in the 
most positive and unequivocal manner, that the 
situation of our affairs with France had never 
entered into the consideration of His Majesty’s 
Government, in regard to the renewal of the treaty, 
and that it certainly never would. That the friend- 
ly sentiments of the King towards the United 
States rested upon grounds which could not be 
affected by the changes in the political views 
of other European Powers, and that the transac- 
tions between the American and French Govern- 
ments were of a nature which could not induce 
any impartial and honest third party to favor the 
latter. He then expressed [himself] with great 
bitterness and severity concerning the conduct of 
the French Government in general, and especi- 
ally upon its present treatment of the King of 
Sardinia. 

Since beginning this letter, I have received your 
favor of the 7th of November, No. 11, with dupli- 
cates of the Nos. 6, 7, 8, 9,and 10; a copy of your 
letter to Mr. Gerry, of the 25th of June; of your 
despatch to Mr. King, of the 17th of September, 
1796; and extracts of his letters of the 13th of 
April, and the 3d of June, 1797. I have the honor 
to be, very respectfully, sir, your very humble and 


obedient servant, 
JOHN Q. ADAMS. 
The SECRETARY or STATE. 


The Prussian Minister to Mr. Adams. 
Beruin, 29th November, 1798. 


We have received the last note which Mr. Ad- 
ams, Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States 
of America, has done us the honor to transmit, 
dated the 29th of October; and we hasten to 
reply to it, in order to show how greatly it is de- 
sired, on our part, to expedite the negotiation with 
which we are now entrusted, by every means in 
our power. 

Whatever may be the reciprocal dispositions of 
Mr. Adams, in this respect, it appears, nevertheless, 
that he finds some difficulty in acknowledging the 
force of the reasons which have prevented us 
from agreeing to the proposed alterations relating 
to the twelfth article of the Treaty of 1785. He 
objects that, by the ordinary law of nations, the 
property of neutrals, on board the vessels of ene- 
mies in times of war, is free. This rule, it is true, 
has heretofore been followed by most of the Pow- 
ers of Europe, and it is to be found in many treaties 
which have been concluded during the fifteenth 
and fourteenth centuries; but itis also known that 
it has been since abandoned: the inconveniences 
to which. it was liable having determined the 
maritime and commercial nations to depart from 
sit: In the year 1646, the two treaties concluded 
: the States General of the United Provinces 
with France and England, have stipulated. “ that 


the vessels of friends and neutrals shall render their 
cargoes free:” and this principle, thus laid down, 
has been ‘re-affirmed and preserved in almost all 
the treaties concluded since that epoch among 
the commercial nations of Europe. The conven- 
tion formed between Russia and England, in the 
years 1798, which Mr. Adams cites in his note, is 
directed against France exclusively, and is, there-~ 
fore, only an exception to the rule; and if it be 
true that, in the beginning of the present war, the 
combined Powers have thought proper to depart 
from the received principle, this momentary devi- 
ation can only be attributed to particular circum- 
stances; and itis not, on that account, the less true, 
that Prussia had but one permanent system in re- 
lation to commerce and neutral navigation. It is 
founded on the maxim declared in the twelfth ar- 
ticle of her ancient treaty with the United States 
of America; and this rule is better adapted than 
any other to the convenience of commercial na- 
tions: it has restricted the formalities of the re- 
quired proofs concerning the ownership of the 
different cargoes of the same vessel; it protects 
navigation against vexatious searches; and, in a 
word, arrests the abuses and shackles of every 
kind to which it is exposed. D 

We are, moreover, convinced that, in the exist- 
ing war, in which the commerce and navigation 
of neutrals are subjected to so many interruptions, 
purely arbitary, the principle proposed by Mr. Ad- 
ams would not be more respected than the former; 
many examples having occurred which show that 
even neutral vessels laden only with neutral mer- 
chandise are liable to be seized and confiscated 
under all sorts of pretexts, however frivolous. 

But it would be useless to extend this discus- 
sion; Mr. Adams being convinced, with us, that, 
instead of hazarding a new stipulation, both event- 
ual and uncertain, it would be better to leave itin 
suspense until the epoch of a general peace ; and 
then to consider with earnestness the means of in- 
suring the freedom of neutral. commerce, and 
placing it, in future wars, upon a solid basis. No- 
thing, therefore, remains to be done at present ex- 
cept to suppress, provisionally, the twelfth article 
of the ancient treaty, and to substitute the follow- 
ing stipulation, to which we suppose that no ob- 
jection can be made: i 

“Experience having shown that the principle 
adopted in the twelfth article of the Treaty of 1785, 
according to which free ships make the merchan- 
dise free, has not been sufficiently respected du- 
ting the twò last wars, and especially in that which 
is now carried on; and that contradictory dispo- 
isitions of the principal belligerent Powers not per- 
mitting, at the present time, a satisfactory adjust- 
ment of the litigated question; the two high con- 
tracting parties reserve to themselves the right, 
after the restoration of a general peace, to resume 
this subject, either separately between themselves, 
or conjointly with other Powers whom it also con- 
cerns, in order to concert with the great maritime 
Powers of Europe such arrangements and such 
permanent principles as may serve to confirm, in 
‘ature wars, the freedom and safety of neutral navi- 
gation and commerce.” . 
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Mr. Adams having, in his last note, replied to 
the reasons which prevent the Prussian Govern- 
ment from including ship timber in the class of 
contraband articles, we propose to-him the alterna- 
tive either to retain the thirteenth article of the 
ancient treaty as it is, or to insert in it, specifically, 
the list of contraband articles extracted from the 
eleventh article of the Treaty of Commerce and 
Navigation concluded between Russia and Great 
Britain, the 20th of June, 1766.. If the precaution 
shall appear necessary, it will suffice to add to the 
end of the thirteenth article of the new treaty the 
following passage: 

“ Shall be considered objects of contraband, can- 
non, mortars, fire-arms, pistols, bombs, grenades, 
bullets, balls, fusils, flints, matches, powder, salt- 
petre, sulphur, cuirasses, pikes, swords, sword-belts, 
cartouch-boxes, saddles ‘and bridles, beyond. the 
quantity which may be necessary for. the use of 
the vessel, and beyond that which each man serv- 
ing on board the vessel, or each passenger, oughtio 
possess ; and, in general, all that can be comprised 
under the denomination of arms,. provisions, and 
munitions of war, of whatever kind they may be.” 

We only desire to simplify the formalities and 
the proofs. which are required of the owners of ves- 
sels, in order to verify the neutrality of the vessel 
and of the cargo; in this respect, however, we are 
obliged. to consult the rules established by our 
laws, and the usages received in our maritime tri- 
bunals. ‘The document of construction (called 
beil-brief,) being precisely the one which proves 

the. neutral quality of the ship, it appears impossi- 
ble to erase it from the list of papers with which 
the Prussian navigators should be provided. But 
as this document is not used in the same form in 
the American Republic, nothing, in our opinion, 
would prevent the substitution, by American navi- 
gators, of the certificate of registry, which is the 
equivalent for it, and set forth this difference in 
the new treaty. 

In return, we willingly consent to dispense with 
the muster-roll, which, it appears, the Constitution 
of the United States does not allow; butit will 
be preserved, notwithstanding, among the number 
of documents prescribed by our laws to the Prus- 
sian navigators, and this difference will be also de- 
clared in the new treaty. 

We entirely concur with Mr. Adams in the 
other modifications proposed by him, respecting 
the articles 16, 19, 20 23, and 25; and as we pre- 
sume that he will readily accede to the equitable 
observations submitted to his consideration in the 
present note, we shall expect his assent, in order 
to reduce the new treaty into proper form, and 
close. as soon as possible, a negotiation, the prompt 
and happy termination of which is alike desired 
by us and him. FINCKENSTHSIN, 

ALVENSLEBEN, 
HAUGWITZ. 


Mr. Adams to the Prussian Ministers. 


Berin, 24th December, 1798. 
The undersigned, Minister Plenipotentiary o 
the United States of America, has seen, with plea- 


sure, in the reply of their Excellencies, in their 
last note, that almost all the points relating to the 
renewal of the Treaty of Commerce between His 
Majesty and the United States, which required 
discussion, are adjusted; and that, with regard to 
those upon which some further explanation is still 
necessary, no difficulty will arise sufficiently se- 
rious to retard the conclusion of the negotiation 
to the entire satisfaction of the two Governments. 

He would not hesitate to subscribe to the stipu- 
lation proposed by their Excellencies, as a substi- 
tute for the 12th article of the ancient treaty, if he 
could omit the following words: “And the oppo- 
sing dispositions of the belligerent Powers not per- 
mitting the satisfactory adjustment, at the present 
moment, of the contested question.” It is possible 
that the belligerent Powers may find in these ex- 
pressions a kind of sanction to their dispositions, 
which would not accord with the intentions of 
the high contracting parties; and besides, the un- 
dersigned would desire to omit entirely an allusion 
to a point, of which it is the desire of the two 
Governments to defer the consideration, rather 
than to announce it formally as a contested ques- 
tion. : 

In order to justify the opinion of his Govern- 
ment, on the subject of the principle in question, 
he believes it his duty to observe that itis not 
founded on the treaties of the fourteenth and fif- 
teenth centuries. He considers the principle of 
the law of nations as absolutely distinct from the 
engagements stipulated by particular treaties. 
These cannot establish a fixed principle on this 
point; because such stipulations bind only the 
parties by whom they are made, and the persons 
on whom they operate; and. because, too, in the 
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, as well as 
in the fourteenth and fifteenth, different treaties 
have adopted differeut rules for each particular 
case, according to convenience and agreement of 
the contracting parties. 

Rejecting, therefore, all positive engagements 
stipulated in treaties, it may be well doubted whe- 
ther, antecedently to the American war, a single 
example can be found of a maritime belligerent 
Power who has adopted the principle that enemy’s 
property is protected by a neutral flag. For, with- 
out speaking of England, whose system in this 
respect is known, France by the ordinance of 1744, 
renewing the provisions of that of 1781, declares 
enemies? property on board neutral vessels subject 
to seizure and confiscation. It excepts from this 
rule the ships of Denmark and the United Pro- 
vinces, conformably to the treaties then existing 
between these Powers and France. This ordi- 
nance has continued to have its effect, in the tri- 
bunals of France, to the epoch of the ordinance of 
the 26th July, 1778. By the first article of this 
last, the freedom of enemies’ property on board of 
neutral ships is eee to neutrals as a favor, but 
not as a principle of the laws of nations, since the 
power is reserved to withdraw it at the expiration 
of six months, if a reciprocal stipulation should 
not be conceded by the enemy. Spain by the 
ordinances of the Ist of July, 1779, and 13th of 
March, 1780, ordered, in like manner, the seizure 
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and confiscation of enemies’ property found in 
neutral vessels. Pa 

It will only be added, that a celebrated publicist, 
a Prussian subject, who, in the latter part of the 
present century, wrote a highly esteemed work 
upon the laws of nations, Vattel, says expressly, 
(book 3, section 115,) that “ when effects belong- 
ing to an enemy are found on board a neutral 
vessel, they may be seized by the laws of war.” 
He cited no example where the opposite princi- 
ple has been practised or insisted on, 

‘When the system of armed neutrality, however, 
was announced, the United States, although a bel- 
ligerent Power, hastened to adopt its principles; 
and during the period succeeding this epoch in 
which they were engaged in war, they scrupu- 
lously conformed to them. But, on the first occa- 
sion, when, asa neutral Power, they might have en- 

_joyed the advantages attached to this system, they 
saw themselves deprived of these advantages, not 
only by the Powers who had never acceded to 
these principles, but also by even the founders of 
the system. The intentions of the combined Pow- 
ers, it is true, were exclusively directed against 

* France, but the operation of their measures did 
not extend the less to all neutrals, and especially 

‘to the United States. However peculiar may 
‘have been the circumstances of the war, the rights 
of neutrality could not be thereby affected. The 


United States have regretted the abandonment of 


pone favorable to the interests of neutrality, 

but they ‘have perceived their inability to prevent 
it; and they are persuaded that equity cannot re- 
quire of them to be the victims, at the same time, 
both of the rule and of the exception; to be bound, 
as a belligerent party, by laws, of the advantages 
of which, as a neutral Power, they are wholly 
deprived. 

It is the wish, however, of the Government of 
the United States, to prove that it has no desire 
to depart from the principles adopted by the Treaty 
of 1785, except upon occasions when an adherence 
to those principles would be an act of injustice to 
the nation whose interests are confided to it. In 
consequence of the instruction he has received, 
the undersigned has the honor to propose, in adopt- 
‘ing, (with the omision of the words already cited,) 
the stipulation contained in the note of their Ex- 

~céllenciés, as a substitute for the twelfth article, 
the insertion ofa clause to the following effect: 

“And if, during this interval, one of the high 
contracting parties shall be engaged in a war to 
which the other is neutral, the belligerent Power 
will respect all the property of enemies laden on 
‘board the vessels of the neutral party, provided 
that the belligerent Power shall acknowledge the 
‘same principle with regard to every neutral ves- 
sel, and the decision of his maritime tribunals 
shall conform to it.” a 
_ If this proposition has not the good fortune to be 
accepted by their Excellencies, the undersigned 
“takes ‘the’ liberty to make another; it is to adopt 
“nearly the formula of the Treaty of 1766, between 

. Russia: and Great Britain, and to say that, “as to 
“the search of merchant vessels, in time of war, the 
“vessels of -war ‘and the private armed vessels of 


the belligerent Power will conduct themselves as 
favorably as the object of the then existing war 
will permit; observing, as much as possible, the 
principles and rules of the laws of nations, as gen- 
erally recognised.” 

He cites this Treaty between Russia and Great 
Britain, because their Excellencies propose to take 
it as authority in defining the articles of contra- 
band, and because this article is renewed by the 
Treaty of Commerce- concluded between the same 
two Powers the 10th (21st) February, 1797. 

The undersigned had flattered himself, after their 
Excellencies’ reply to his first note, that ship tim- 
ber would be the only article of those which he 
had specified which they would have any difficulty 
in admitting in the list of contraband. In adopt- 
ing the proposition to preserve the principles, with 
regard to contraband, contained in the 13th arti- 
cle of the ancient treaty, he still hopes that they 
will consent to add the articles cited in his first 
note, with the exception of ship timber, ‘to the list 
contained in the Treaty of 1766, between Russia 
and Great Britain. He had supposed that the stip- 
ulation that even contraband articles should not 
be subject to confiscation would have the'tendency 
to faciliate this arrangement. 

It would also, perhaps, be proper to omit ‘the 
term provisions, which appears synonymous with 
that of munitions of wat, and which is susceptible 
of being interpreted in a broader sense than that 
intended by the high contracting parties. 

As to what regards the papers to be produced, 
im order to prove the neutrality of the vessels and 
their cargoes, the undersigned has the honor to-ob- 
serve, that, in designating certain documents, which 
the armed vessels of one of the high contracting 
parties should have the right to demand in time 
of war of the merchant vessels of the other, the 
respective Governments do not interid to resist the 
reciprocal power of ordering, for the municipal 
regulation of their commerce, whatever document 
or paper they may think ‘proper to prescribe to 
their citizens or subjects; that, consequently, the 
Government of his Majesty may, at all times, re- 
quire his commercial subjects to have the beil-brief 
on board their vessels; and, in like manner, the 
Government of the United States may order their 
seamen to be provided with a certificate of registry, 
although neither of these papers may be prescribed 
by the treaty. But, on the part of both, the nature 
of this document appears to be rather to prove the 
ownership of the vessel, on a question concerning 
the individual and his Government than the neu- 
trality of the vessels, before the officers or tribu- 
nals of a foreign Power. It-is the very document, 
on the credit of which the Government relies in 
granting its protection to the vessels which may 
be provided with it; but, as it regards foreigners 
it becomes a superfluous document, when the sea- 
letter, supported by the signature of public officers, 
gives still greater authenticity to all that it can 
attest. 

When the armed vessel of a belligerent Power 
and the merchant vessel of'a neutral Power meet 
together at sea, three objects are presented, to 
which the first will naturally look in order‘to-as- 
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certain the neutrality of the second—the vessel, 
the cargo, and the crew, Each of these objects 
has itsown document. The sea-letter is that which 
particularly concerns the vessel; and, when it is 
found perfectly regular, it seems unnecessary to 
confer the right to exact others, the only effect of 
which would be to confirm what that alone ought 
sufficiently to prove. 

The undersigned has taken the liberty to make 
these observations, because he has thought that 
the interests of the two high contracting parties 
would be equally consulted by: not stipulating in 
a treaty for documents which seem more properly 
to appertain to the interior administration, and 
which each Government would probably desire to 
continue or to change, as its own policy might dic- 
tate, without embarrasment or control. A clause 
to that effect may even be added to this article, 
where a question may arise respecting the papers. 
However, if their Excellencies shall continue to 
think it necessary. the undersigned will not- hesi- 
tate to specify the beil-brief for the Prussian ves- 
sels, and the certificate of registry for those of the 
United States, among.the papers designated in the 
treaty. cy 

He will also admit the muster-roll for the ves- 
sels of the two nations.’° This paper is not exclu- 
ded by the Constitution of the United States. It 
is true, that it isnot required by any of their for- 
mer treaties; but the usage of having it is recently 
established, in consequence of the inconveniences 
which have been felt from not possessing it; and the 
Government will find no difficulty in expressly 
naming it in the new treaty, so as to prevent the 
possibility of any misunderstanding on this subject. 

As all these papers ought to be stipulated only 
for the case when one of the high contracting par- 
ties shall be at war, and as their sole’ object is to 
prove the neutrality of the vessels and their car- 
goes, it would seem proper to give a delay (of three 
months, for example.) after the declaration of war, 
or notification of hostilities, before the expiration 
of which, these documents shall not be considered 
absolutely necessary. The justice of a similar ar- 
rangement will be evident, when it is considered 
that some time must be requisite to furnish the 
vessels of the neutral party with papers, the use of 
which will naturally cease in time of peace. 

The undersigned has-also the honor to apprize 
their Excellencies that, subsequently to the last 
note he has had the honor to transmit to them, he 
has received official information of a law of the 
United States, approved by the President of the 
United States, the 7th of last July, by which all the 
Treaties between the United States and France 
are declared to be no longer obligatory upon the 
Government: and. citizens of the United States. 
The reasons upon which this law is founded are 
declared in the preamble: “Because the engage- 
ments contained in these treaties have been mani- 
festly violated on the part of the Government of 
France; because the just demands of the United 
States, for the reparation of these injuries, have 
been rejected, and their efforts to negotiate an am- 
icable arrangement, upon all the differences exist- 
ing between the two nations, rejected with indig- 


nity; and because, under the authority of the Gov- 
ernment of France,a system of predatory violence 
has been continued, opposed alike to the aforesaid’ 
treaties, and to the rights of a free and indepen- 
dent nation.” In consequence of this law, it will 
not be necessary to stipulate, on the part of. the: 
United States, in the new treaty, the exceptions 
in favor of France, proposed in the first note of the 
undersigned ; nor to renew that which is contained 
in the 19th article of the Treaty of 1785. 

The undersigned concludes, by observing, that 
he only awaits the time which will be convenient 
to their Excellencies, either to receive the formal 
project of a treaty which they shall have prepared, 
or to present one himself, as shall be most accept- 


able to them. 
JOHN Q. ADAMS. 
The Ministers OF STATE, &c. 


No. 144, 
Berin, 4th April, 1799. 

Sir: Since I had the honor of writing to you 
last, I have received from the department of For- 
eign Affairs here a note, with a copy of the full 
powers given by the King to the three Ministers 
at the head of that department, to renew the Treaty 
of Commerce between the two Powers, and they 
sent me, at the same time, the project of a treaty, 
in the French language. I have replied, by a note 
containing my observations upon such parts of the 
projected plan as appeared to me to require them, 
and have returned the plan, with such alterations 
noted in the margin as I thought would be neces- 
sary or proper, and with a copy of the same plan, 
as verified by the marginal alterations, in our own 
language, for the consideration of the Cabinet. I 
enclose herewith copies of these papers, excepting 
of the projects for a treaty, which I shall reserve 
until we shall have agreed upon the tenor of the 
instrument; and, in the notes themselves, you will 
see in what respect they differ from the former 
treaty. 

It is more than a fortnight since I delivered to 
CountFinkenstein my reply, with the two projects ; 
and Count Haugwitz had before had them a fort- 
night in his possession. He told me that there 
would be few objections, perhaps none at all, to 
the alterations I proposed; and I do not apprehend 
that any further essential difficulty will occur to 
impede an agreement and the conclusion of the 
treaty. 

I did not think it expedient to insist any further 
upon comprising naval stores among the articles 
of contraband, because they had given up the point 
of making free ships free goods; and, as it was 
evidently with reluctance on their part, I consid- 
ered myself fuily authorized by your instructions 
to show a disposition to comply with their wishes 
inthe other particular. These articles have, indeed 
never been allowed by this country to be contra- 
band, and even Great Britain has generally con- 
sidered them as free, so far as Prussia is concerned. 
In the general Prussian code of laws, they are ex- 
pressly named as not contraband, and they could 
not have been admitted under the opposite denom- 
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ination, without repealing a law which has refer- 
ence to all other nations as well as to the United 
States. 

Thealteration in the twenty-first article I agreed, 
without hesitation, to adopt, as it appeared much 
more equitable than the former arrangement, and 
as the salvage allowed to ships of war is the 
same which the British Courts of Admiralty have 
allowed in cases of recapture of American vessels 
from French cruisers, though without any stipula- 
tion upon the subject by treaty. And I have not 
understood that any complaint has been made 
against this disposition. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, 
your very humble and obedient servant, 

JOHN Q. ADAMS. 

The SECRETARY OE STATE. 


Mr. Adams will, therefore, be willing, after our 
example, to adhere to the ancient list, which has, 
to the present time, served as a rule for all the 
maritime Powers.. We have in this article omit- 
ted the word provisions, which seemed to him 
liable to objections. 

To manifest to this Minister how much we 
are disposed to enter into his views, as well as to 
abridge superfiuous formalities, we consent to 
suppress the document showing the building of 
the vessel, and we have, therefore, passed it over 
in silence to the 14th article; so that, in time of 
war, neutral vessels will have occasion for no 
other papers, except the sea-letter, muster roll, 
and charter party. Agreeably to the proposition 
of Mr. Adams, a delay of three months, after a 
declaration of war,is granted to the respective 
navigators to provide themselves with the requi- 
red documents. : , 

Finally, we have expunged from the nineteenth 
and twentieth articles the exceptions in favor of 
France, which have been revoked: by the law of 
the United States of the 7th of last July. 

After having thus yielded to the propositions 
of Mr. Adams, and to the views of his Govern- 
ment all that depended upon us, it remains- fór us 
to invite his attention to anarticle of the ancient 
treaty, which has not yet been noticed in the 
course of the negotiation, and which seems, nev- 
ertheless, to require revision. We refer to the 
twenty-first article, which has established, in 1785, 
exorbitant insurances, at the expense of the mer- 
cbant vessels, which, in time of war, may be re- 
taken from the enemy by vessels of. war, or private 
armed vessels of either nation. The promised 
remuneration to private armed vessels has been 
fixed at one-third of the value of the vessel and 
cargo, when the vessel shall not have been in the 
power of the enemy morethan twenty-four hours, 
and the owner would be condemned to lose the 
whole should the vessel be retaken after twenty- 
four hours. 

As to the vessels of war,a thirtieth of the value 
is adjudged them, in the first case, and a tenth in 
the second. Atthe time the ancient treaty was 
concluded, these were the customary rates; but a 
new code of laws, subsequently introduced into the 
Prussian monarchy, has adopted on this subject 
the following regulation— Title 9, § 208-10: 

“That if a Prussian privateer, or vessel of war, 
should retake a ship or merchandise belonging to 
the subjects of the King, or to those of a friendly 
neutral Power, the captor ought not to retain his 
booty, except where the vessel shall have been 
earried, before the recapture, into a neutral or 
enemy’s port. But if the recapture has taken 
place before the vessel, or cargo, shall have been 
carried into an enemy’s or neutral port, they shall 
be restored to the first owner upon a recompence 
being made; this recompense, in the case of pri- 
vate armed vessels, is fixed at one-third of the 
value; and, where vessels of war are concerned, 
it shall be determined, in each particular case, by 
the maritime tribunals.” 

This regulation, which has been sanctioned‘by 
ia royal ordinance, published and dated the 24th 


The Prussian Ministers to Mr. Adams. 


Berzin, 19th February, 1799. 


The note, dated the 24th December last, which 
- Mr, Adams, Minister Plenipotentiary of the 
United States, has done us the honor to trans- 
mit, brings us to the close of the interesting nego- 
tiation with which we have been occupied with 
him during his residence at Berlin; and we now 
find ourselves prepared to communicate the sub- 
joined projet of a new treaty, upon which it will 
be necessary to make a few observations. 

We had proposed to him, in our note of the 
29th November, to omit entirely the discussion 
which has arisen on the subject of the twelfth 
article, relating to neutral navigation ; and weare 
now governed by the same desire in adopting, 
without variation, the stipulation which ought to 
be substituted for the one contained in the ancient 
treaty. Agreeably to the desire expressed by Mr. 
Adams, we have expunged the passage which 
refers to “the contradictory dispositions of the 
present belligerent Powers ;” and following the 
analogy of the treaty concluded in 1766 between 
Russia and Great Britain, we have added an addi- 
tional clause, which relates to the search of mer- 
chant vessels in time of war; by means of which 
this article will be found perfectly regular. 

It is different with the thirteenth article, which 
concerns objects of contraband. We have de- 
clared to Mr. Adams, in our first note of the 25th 
of September, 1798, “that if it should be neces- 
sary to specify them in detail in the new treaty, 
we shall be obliged to restrict them to those 
which have been stipulated and adopted as such 
in the maritime convention concluded between 
Prussia and Russia, the 8th of May, 1781, after 
the example of the Treaty of Commerce and 
Navigation concluded between Russia and Great 
Britain, the 20th of June 1766.” 

According to this principle, we have declined 
to place ship timber on the list of articles of con- 
traband; and we have also tacitly omitted the 
other exceptions which Mr. Adams has proposed 
to us. These are, also, the productions of the 

, soil, or of the industry of Prussia, which have 
been considered in every war as lawful merchan- 
< disé; and-which we have no power to prohibit. 
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of September, 1798, has, in many respects, mode- 
rated the stipulations of the Treaty of 1785, and 
especially has abolished the short and unjust delay 
of twenty-four hours, which formerly, to. the in- 
juryof the legitimate owner, sufficed to determine 
the fate of a vessel captured by the enemy. 

A short time, however, after this law had been 
introduced into the dominions of the King, the 
Court of Madrid invited His Majesty, last Novem- 
ber, “to observe, reciprocally, in future, between 
the two Powers, the usages established by the 
maritime ordinances of Spain, declaring that 
every national vessel, friend or neutral, captured 
from the enemy, shall be restored to the owner, 
for a remuneration of one-eighth of the value, in 
the case of a vessel of war, and one-sixth to pri- 
vateers only.” 

The King hastened to adopt the principle of 
humanity, thus proposed for his imitation by His 
Catholic Majesty; and the two Courts have ac- 
cordingly agreed to conform to it. 

It is to be presumed that the United States of 
America, who, in their first“ treaty with Prussia, 
have so clearly manifested. their generous inten- 
tion to withdraw, as muchas possible, navigation 
and commerce ‘from the effects of war, will not, 
on this occasion; evince a disposition less liberal 
than others; and we therefore believe that we 
can appeal with confidence to their Minister. He 
will himself perceive that we could not be at 
liberty to agree to the stipulations which would 
impair the sanctions of an existing law, and that, 
therefore, in any event, we shall be obliged to 
conform the twenty-first article to the first modi- 
fications herein announced. We would submit it 
to his option, whether in the treaty to be conclu- 
ded he will adopt these modifications, or prefer, 
as a substitute, the still more moderate regulations 
derived from the maritime ordinances of Spain. 
In this respect, we will do whatever he may think 
proper to suggest; and we only expect his reply, 
to supply the article which remains in blank. 

‘As soon as this shall be done, supposing that we 
are now agreed on all the other stipulations of 
our projet, we will cause two draughts of the 
treaty to be prepared, and will not fail to inform 
him of the day when we may assemble, for the 
purpose of proceeding to the signature and to the 
exchange of the full powers. In anticipation of 
which, we have the honor to communicate here- 
with a copy of that with which we are provided. 

i FINCKENSTEIN, 
ALVENSLEBEN, 

HAUGWITZ. 
To Mr. Apams, Minister, ¢c. of the U.S. 


Full powers to the Ministers of State and of the Cabi- 
net, Count of Finckenstein, Baron of Alvensleben, 
and Count of Haugwitz, having for its object the re- 
newal of the Treaty of Commerce and Friendship 
with the United States of America. 

We, Freperick Wituam the Third, by the 
grace of God, King of Prussia, make known to 
whomsoever it may concern: 

The United States of America having proposed 


to us the renewal of the Treaty of Commerce 
and Friendship which our august predecessor, 
‘King Frederick the Second of glorious memory, 
concluded with them the 10th September, 1785 ; 
and it being equally our intention to establish on 
a solid basis the ties of commerce and good intel- 
ligence which, to the present time, have so happily 
subsisted between Prussia and the American Re- 
public: we have nominated, constituted, and de- 
puted, and do nominate, constitute, and depute 
our Ministers Plenipotentiary— 

Charles William, Count of Finckenstein, our 
Minister of State, of War, and of the Cabinet ; 
Knight of the Orders of the Black and Red Eagle, 
and Commander of that of St. John of Jerusalem ; 

Philip Charles, Baron of Alvensleben, our 
Minister of State, of War, and of the Cabinet ; 
Knight of the Orders of the Black and Red Eagle, 
and of that of St. John of Jerusalem ; 

And Christian Henri-Curce, Count of Haug- 
witz, our Minister of State, of War, and of the 
Cabinet, Knight of the Orders of the Black and 
Red Eagle: 

To negotiate with John Quincy Adams, Minis- 
ter Plenipotentiary of the United States of Ame- 
rica near our Court, the Treaty of Commerce and 
Friendship which ought to be substituted for the 
former; giving them, by these presents, jointly 
and separately, full and absolute power to confer 
and deliberate on the objects relating thereto, to 
conclude the stipulations which a change of cir- 
cumstances has rendered necessary, and thereafter 
to sign a new treaty; and such other conventions, 
declarations, or acts, as they may judge suitable, 
in order to consummate their negotiation: promi- 
sing, upon the faith and word of a King, to con- 
sider as right, to hold firm and stable, forever, and 
to aecdmplish and execute punctually all that our 
said Ministers shall have stipulated, concluded, 
and signed. in virtue of the present full powers, 
without either contravening it, or permilting its 
contravention by others, from any cause, or on 
any pretext whatsoever; as also to cause our let- 
ters of ratification, in proper form, to be issued 
and delivered, in order to be exchanged within 
the time which may be agreed upon. 

In faith of which, we have signed these pres- 
ents, and have caused our royal seal to be affixed 
thereto. 

Given at Berlin the 10th of December, in the 
year of our Lord 1798, and of our reign the 


second. 
FREDERICK WILLIAM. [1. s.] 


Mr. Adams to the Ministers of Prussia. 


Berrin, March 16, 1799. 


The Minister Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America has received the note of their 
Excellencies, dated the 19th February, accompa- 
nied by a copy of their full power, and the project 
which they have been pleased to transmit. He 
hastens to make some observations in reply, for 
which he solicits the indulgence they have been 
kind enough to extend to his previous representa- 
tions on the same subject. 
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The ancient treaty of 1785. was concluded and 


signed, as an original, in two languages, the | 


French and English ; and the undersigned hopes 
that the new treaty will be executed in the same 
manner. Relying on this expectation, he has now 
the honor to transmit the project in the English 
language; in which he has repeated the terms of 
the ancient treaty, in every article where the pro- 
ject of their Excellencies has preserved the French 
terms, with the exception of two inconsiderable 
changes, rendered necessary by the alterations in 
the Constitution of the United States: the one in 
the preamble, the other in the fourth article. 

As to the new articles, a translation has gene- 
rally been made by the undersigned, in the project 
which their Excellencies have communicated. 
He would, in his opinion, very ill return the 
courtesy which he has received in the course of 
this negotiation, and not less imperfectly exhibit 
the deference which his Government has desired 
him to manifest towards His Prussian Majesty, if 
he insisted further on the article of contraband. 
He has, therefore, in this respect, adopted entirely 
the provisions contained in the project of their 
Excellencies. 

Upon the same principle, he has not hesitated 


to adopt, in relation to maritime recaptures, the’ 


alternative of those proposed by their Eixcellen- 
cies, which he finds has been sanctioned by the 
approbation and preference of His Majesty the 
King of Prussia; being persuaded that his Gov- 
ernment will do itself the honor of participating 
in those sentiments of humanity which have dic- 
tated that preference. 

The term “high,” applied to the contracting 
parties, is not found in the articles copied from the 
ancient treaty. It is proposed to erase it from the 
new articles, not only for the sake of uniformity, 
but because the United States, having declined 
the adoption of any title of distinction, have never 
applied this epithet in any of their treaties. 

In the thirteenth article, the terms “ heretofore 
called’? do not appear to apply appropriately to the 
articles of contraband ; since the article itself con- 
tains a list of what is contraband. On that ac- 
count it is proposed to expunge them. 

In the fourteenth article, it is wished to add, 
that the charter-party, or bill of lading, as well as 
the muster-roll, shall be accompanied by the cer- 
tificates of the public officers who are accustomed 
to issue them, in order to give to these papers a 
degree of authenticity, without which no docu- 
ments would be entitled to credit, even in the pri- 
vate transactions of individuals. The undersigned 
believes that these documents are in use within 
the Prussian dominions, and that their Excellen- 
cies have intended to comprise them within the 
words * bills of lading,” and “ muster-roll.” But 
as these certificates are not an essential part of 
these papers, and as these papers themselves are 
only necessary in a time of maritime war, it would 
perhaps be better to name them expressly. An- 
other consideration appears to render these certifi- 


` cates necessary ; the bills of lading, on board of 


a American: vessels, very frequently designate only 
- the: bales and boxes, with their marks and num- 


bers, without specifying their contents, as is re- 
quired of Prussian navigators by the laws of this 
country. ei 

The project of the undersigned has slightly va- 
ried the clause which gives to the navigators a 
delay of three months, in order to procure the doc- 
uments necessary in time of war. It only exacts 
these documents from vessels which shall. have 
sailed from the ports of the neutral Power more 
than three months after the neutral Government 
has knowledge of the war; because, on the one 
hand, the vessel may be at sea more than three 
months after a declaration of war, without pos- 
sessing these documents, if it shall have sailed 
from a neutral port before, or a little after this de- 
claration ; and, on the other, the intention of the 
contracting parties is not to exempt neutral ves- 
sels from the production of every document that 
can prove their neutrality; (an exemption which 
the enemies of the belligerent party may abuse, 
by demanding it without right,) but to allow the 
vessels necessarily unprovided with these specified 
documents every other reasonable and equivalent 

roof. 
j In the fifteenth article it may be proper. to, omit 
the stipulation that ships of war shall.not ap- 
proach. neutral vessels within cannon shot. Al- 
though this engagement is frequently to be found 
among. modern. treaties, it has been seldom or 
never observed. It would be always difficult, and 
sometimes impossible, to observe. In tempestuous 
weather a boat could be rarely sent the distance 
which would be necessary, if the vessel should rẹ- 
main out of cannon’s reach. In moderate weather, 
the two vessels must stop while a boat is passing 
between them, and this would occasion a useless 
waste of time, both to the neutral and belligerent 
vessels; besides, in binding one’s self by this stipu- 
lution towards a neutral, an obligation is also, 
created in favor of an enemy, since nothing is 
more usual with belligerent vessels than attempts 
to escape an enemy under the mask of a neutral 
flag. But, if this lanes were observed, an armed 
ship would be arrested in the pursuit of every ves- 
sel that could raise a neutral flag; and, if a pre- 
tended neutral were at liberty to remain out of the 
reach of cannon while a boat could be sent for the 
examination of papers, facilities would be given 
to fraud. : 

In the same article, the words “passports and 
documents” seem more proper than “sea-letters 
and passports,” which have been borrowed from 
the ancient treaty, which does not require the 
documents designated in the new one. 

In the sixteenth article, to avoid the possible 
construction that the ships of one of the parties in 
the ports of the other might be subjected to an 
embargo, for the purpose of being employed on 
some special occasion, it is proposed to substitute 
for the words “ public or private” the word “ what- 
soever.? — 

To the nineteenth article a clause has been 
added, to make it conform to the subsisting treaties 
between the United States and Great Britain, to 
which the undersigned referred in his note to their 
‘Excellencies, dated the 11th July. of the last year. 


1249 


APPENDIX. 


1250 


Relations with Prussia. 


In submitting these remarks. to.the considera- 
tion of their Excellencies, he has only to add, that, 
whenever they shall have decided whether it will 
be their pleasure to sign the treaty in the two 
languages, he will cause two copies of the original 
to be prepared in English, that he may be ready, 
at the time it may suit their convenience, to pro- 
ceed to the exchange of the full powers and to the 


signature. 
JOHN Q. ADAMS. 
To the Ministers or STATE, &c. 


No. 147. 


_Extract of a letter from John Quincy Adams, Minister; 
&c. at Berlin, to the Secretary of State, dated 


“May 10, 1799. 


“I received a few days since a note from the 
Cabinet Ministers, with a new project for a treaty, 
in which they have complied with all the altera- 
tions I had proposed in my last note, excepting in 
one particular, and for :that they offer an expe- 
dient, which, I think, will answer perfectly well 
the purpose. I have’ therefore replied, and sent 
them a draught in our‘language entirely conform- 
able to their plan; so that, at present, we are fully 
agreed upon the tenor of the treaty, the several 
copies of which only remain to be drawn up and 
signed, which'I hope will be done in the course of 
a month.” 


' The Prussian Ministers to Mr. Adams. 
$ Beruin, April 30, 1799. 


In the reply we have now to make to the note 
of Mr. Adams,.Minister Plenipotentiary of the 
United States, dated the 16th of March, but few 
observations will be necessary. 

The greater part of the alterations which he has 
recently suggested present no essential difficulty. 
We have, therefore, unhesitatingly adopted them, 
in conformity with his desire. The only excep- 
tion is in the fourteenth article, in which he pro- 
poses to stipulate “that, in times of war, the char 
ter-parties, bills of lading, and lists of the ship’s 
company; shall- be issued by the magistrates or 

` public officers of the place from whence the ship 
shall have: sailed.” . We are informed, from the 
statements with which we have-been furnished on 
this. subject, that, in some of our provinces, the 
practice has prevailed for a long time, to issue the 
above named sea-papers judicially; but that, in 
others, our merchants and owners of vessels are 
content with making their contracts before a no- 
tary or a commissary of justice, and sometimes 
even under. a private seal; and they are, in this 
respect, the more enabled to follow the established 
usages and consult their own convenience, inas- 
much as there-is-no law enacted by the Sovereign, 
or recognised by the maritime tribunals, which 
has required of them more rigorous formalities. 
It.is not, therefore, within our competency to im- 
pose. on the subjects of the King a new restraint, 
whieh would conflict with their rights and privi- 
leges; and the nearest approximation which we 
can make to the views of Mr. Adams is, to add to 


6th Con. —40 


the fourteenth article “that the documents shall 
always be issued in the form established at the 
place from whence the ship shall have sailed.” 
He will be. the first to acknowledge that it is not 
in our power to go beyond this; and, in justifica- 
tion of our decision, we rely upon that equity of 
which he has given, in the course of the negotia- 
tion, so many satisfactory proofs. 

All the residue of the treaty is in conformity 
with his desires; and we can anticipate no objec- 
tion to the second project we herewith communi- 
cate. We pray him, however, to collate once more 
the English translation, herewith also transmitted, 
and to change the latter, in the passage redrawn in 
the 14th article, according to the alteration in the 
French text. 

Perhaps, also, it will be necessary to retrench 
the last period of the same article, as well as the 
7th, 19th, and 21st articles, to assimilate them still 
more to the expressions and phraseology which 
we have adopted in the original. 

After Mr. Adams shall have had the goodness 
to return these two copies, we will not delay the 
conclusion of the treaty in duplicates, each in the 
two languages; and nothing will afterwards pre- 
vent our proceeding with him to the signature. 

FINCKENSTEIN, 
ALVENSLEBEN, 
HAUGWITZ, 

Mr. Avams, Minister, $c., of the U. S. 


Mr. Adams to the Ministers of Prussia. 
Beruin, May 4, 1799. 

The Minister Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America has the honor to return to their 
Excellencies the new project of the treaty which 
they have been pleased to transmit to him, with 
the copy in English, which has been:made to con- 
form to it throughout. 

In adopting, without hesitation, all the changes 
which their Excellencies have thought necessary, 
as well in relation to the papers stipulated by the 
14th article, as to the phraseology of the 17th, 
19th, and 2ist articles, he will confine himself to 
the single remark that, in his project, in order to 
designate the modification at the close of the 19th 
article, he has used the precise expressions of the 
treaty between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain; and as it is the extent of the engagement 
formed by a previous treaty, which ought to serve 
as the measure of its actual modification, he un- 
derstands that the change of phraseology, in this 
article, will occasion no difference in its meaning. 

He will be ready to sign the treaty as soon as 
the copies shall be prepared, and at whatever mo- 
ment their Excellencies may signify their wishes. 

JOHN Q. ADAMS, 


No. 150. 
Berun, July 13, 1799. 
Sır: I have the honor to send with this the 
two originals, in the French language and our 
own, of the Treaty of Amity and Commerce be- 
tween His Majesty the King of Prussia, and the 
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United States, signed on the 11th instant. I am, | American Government, the duties on all the goods 


with great respect, sir, your very humble and 


obedient servant, 
i JOHN Q. ADAMS. 
- The SECRETARY OF STATE. 


TUNIS. 


[Communicated to the Senate, December. 13, 1799.] 


Gentlemen of the Senate : 

In conformity with your recommendation, ex- 
pressed in your resolution of March 6, 1798, I have 
entered into a friendly negotiation with the Bey 
and Government of Tunis on the subject of the 
fourteenth article ofthe Treaty of Peace and Friend- 
ship between the United States and that Power. 
The result of that negotiation I now lay before the 
Senate, for their consideration. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unirep Srates, Dec. 18, 1799. 


Extract from the instructions of Richard O’Brien, Wil- 
liam Eaton, and James Leander Cathcart, appointed 
to negotiate alterations of the Treaty with Tunis. 
By the powers herewith delivered to you, from 

the President of the United States of America, 

you are authorized to confer, negotiate, and con- 
clude, with the. Bey and Regency of Tunis, on 
the alterations to be made in the treaty between 
the United States and that Power, as arranged in 
the month of August, 1797, by the agency of 

Joseph Etienne Famin, who was employed by 

Joel Barlow, Esq., Agent and Consul General of 

the United States at Algiers. 

The important object of discussion arises out of 
the fourteenth article of that treaty, of which the 
following is a translation: 

“ ArTICLE 14, The citizens of the United States 
of America who shall transport into the Kingdom 
of Tunis the merchandise of their country, in the 
vessels of their nation, shall pay three per cent, 
duty. Such as may be laden by such citizens, 
under a foreign flag, coming from the United 
States or elsewhere, shall pay ten per cent. duty. 
Such as may be laden by foreigners on board of 
American vessels, coming from any place what- 
ever, shall also pay ten per cent. duty. If any 
Tunisian merchant wishes to carry merchandise 
of his country, under any flag whatever, into the 
United States of America, and on his own account, 
he shall pay three per cent. duty.” 

This article is subversive of our great revenue 
system: it is, besides, without reciprocity. It can- 
not be important to the Bey and Regency, though 
ruinous to us. 

The revenues of the United States arise chiefly 
from duties on goods imported. These duties 
generally exceed ten per cent. They are imposed 
on our own merchants, and increased on the mer- 
chants of foreign nations. Our treaties with those 
¿y Rations stipulesé that no higher duties shall be 
z paniy their.subjects than by those of the most 


avored nation. Consequently, if this article: in- 


the treaty with Tunis should be ratified by the | to a vessel of war of the United States, then it 


4 


imported into the United States by the subjects 
of those foreign nations must be reduced to three 
per cent... This would necessarily involve the re- 
duction of the duties on goods imported in our 
own vessels, or our whole navigation would sink 
under the unequal burden. This sacrifice, then, 
it is impossible to make. We should thereby de- 
prive ourselves of the means of supporting our 
own Government, of paying our public debts, and 
even of fulfilling our engagement with the Bey 
and other Barbary Powers, While no advantage 
would arise to the Bey and his proper subjects, 
probably a few European and Jewish merchants, 
settled at Tunis, would alone be benefited. 

For these reasons, the President cannot appre- 
hend any difficulty in your obtaining the Bey’s 
consent to abolish the fourteenth article before 
mentioned. In its place may be substituted a stip- 
ulation that the commerce of the United States 
with Tunis, and of Tunis with the United States, 
should be on the footing of the commerce of the 
most favored nations, for the time being, respec- 
tively, At all events, the fourteenth article must 
be rejected, if war should be the consequence... 

This evil, however, by every soothing and per- 
suasive measure, you will endeavor to prevent. 
Should, it nevertheless, be insisted on, it will evi- 
dently be for the purpose of extorting further stip- 
ulations for the delivery of money or stores; but 
the demand must be resisted. As the article is 
destitute of any reasonable foundation, without a 
precedent in any treaty with any other Barbary 
Power, and strikingly wanting reciprocity, a sub- 
mission to it would be dishonorable to the United 
States. If, to prevent a war, anything should be 
added to the very burdensome contract already 
made, that addition should not have any reference 
to the fourteenth article, but be stipulated at large, 
on the conclusion of the new article or articles 
which you may negotiate. 

The Senate have revised the ratification of the ` 
treaty, with the exception of the fourteenth article 
alone; but the eleventh and twelfth articles are 
objectionable. In firing salutes in the ports of the 
two Powers reciprocally, to return gun for gun 
will be proper; but, as the Tunisian vessels of 
war would probably never enter the ports of the 
United States, while the vessels of war of the lat- 
ter were likely often to enter the ports. of Tunis, 
to stipulate for the donation of a barrel of powder 
for every gun which shall be required for the sa- 
lute, was to authorize the levying of a contribu- 
tion in a way not very honorable on either side. 
It will, iherelore, be desirable to expunge this stip- 
ulation,and to confine this article to mutual salutes, 
gun for gun; and it will be very well to limit the 
number to fifleen, the federal salute. The twen- 
tieth article of the treaty with Algiers requires a 
mutual salute. of twenty-one guns; and, if there 
be any motive to induce the Bey of Tunis to re- 
quire a salute of more than fifteen guns, the num- 
ber may be increased to twenty-one. If,.neverthe- 
less, the Bey should persist in claiming a barrel of 
powder for every gun fired in his ports, for a salute 
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will be of more consequence to limit the number 
of guns to at least fifteen, and at most to twenty- 
one. 

In the twelfth article it is stipulated that “the 
subjects or citizens of the two nations shal! be pro- 
tected by the government or commandants of the 
places where they may be, and not by the other 
authorities of the country.” This is not very in- 
telligible: possibly it may mean that the officers 
on the spot shall furnish such protection, without 
obliging the citizens of the United States in the 
Tunisian dominions, or the subjects of Tunis in 
the United States, to seek it ata distance, if the 
seat of Government be distant; but, if such protec- 
tion be withheld by subordinate officers, the persons 
needing protection ought not to be forbidden to re- 
sort for justice to the chief authority in each nation. 
But the clause most objectionable in this article is 
that which permits the Government of Tunis to 
compel an American captain to put his vessel into 
its service at such freight as the Government itself 
shall prescribe. This will put it into the power 
of any merchant resident at Tunis, who has the 
ear of the Bey or of one of his chief officers, to 
command the service of American vessels for com- 
peusations wholly inadequate and unreasonable. 

he fourteenth article of the treaty with Algiers 
is proper and honorable: “Should the Dey want 
to freight any American vessel in the Regency or 
Turkey, said vessel not being engaged, in conse- 
quence of the friendship subsisting between the 
two nations, he expects to have the preference 
given him, on his paying the same freight offered 
‘by any other nation.” 

The three articles in question may be changed 
into the following forms: 

“ ARTICLE 11, When a vessel of war of one of 
the parties shall enter a port of the cther in which 
there is a fortification, he shall be saluted with fif- 
teen guns, which salute the vessel of war shall re- 
turn, gun for gun.” 

ARTICLE 12, The first part may stand as it is as 
far as the words (in the Engish translation,) 
“which may extend to merchant vessels, but not 
to those of war3;” after which the article may be 
thus continued: “The subjects and citizens of the 
two nations, respectively, shall be protected, in 
the places where they may be, by the officers of 
the Government there existing; but, on failure of 
such protection, and for redress of every injury, 
the party may resort to the chief authority in 
each country, by whom adequate protection and 
complete justice shall be rendered.” 

“Yn case the Government of Tunis shail have 
need of an American vessel for its service, such 
vessel being within the Regency, [and not pre- 
viously engaged,] the Government shall have the 
preference, on its paying the same freight as the 
Tunisian merchants usually pay for the same ser- 
vice, or at the like rate, if the service be without 
a customary precedent.” The words, in brackets, 
[and not previously engaged] if objected to, may 

e omitted. 

“ ARTICLE 14. All vessels belonging to the citi- 
zens and inhabitants of the United States shall be 
permitted to enter the different ports of the king- 


dom of Tunis, and freely trade with the subjects 
and inhabitants thereof, on paying the usual duties 
that are paid by all other nations at peace with 
the Regency. In like manner, all vessels belong- 
ing to the subjects and inhabitants of the kingdom 
of Tunis shall be permitted to enter the different 
ports of the United States, and freely trade with 
the citizens and inhabitanis thereof, on paying the 
usual duties that are paid by all other nations at 
peace with the United States.” 

Or, if preferred, the fourteenth article may be in 
the following form: 

“The commerce of the citizens and inhabitants 
of the United States with the kingdom of Tunis, 
and of the subjects and inhabitants of the king- 
dom of Tunis with the United States, shall be on 
the footing of the most favored nations, for the 
time being, respectively.” 

Some such form is indispensable: it is impos- 
sible to place the commerce of the Tunisian sub- 
jects on a better footing than that of the most fa- 
vored nation ; and there must be an exact recipro- 
city in the stipulation. 

A copy of the act of the Senate on this subject 
isannexed. By that you will see that an altera- 
tion in the fourteenth article only is essential ; but 
you will aim at the proposed alterations in the 

; eleventh and twelfth articles. 


SINKING FUND. 


[Communicated to the Senate, December 11, 1799.] 


The Commissioners of the Sinking Fund re- 
spectfully report to Congress as follows: That the 
measures which have been authorized by the 
Board, subsequent to their report of the 15th of 
December, 1798, so far as the same has been com- 
pleted, are fully detailed in the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to this Board, dated the 
10th of December, 1799, and in the proceedings of 
the officers of the Treasury therein referred to, 
which are herewith transmitted, and prayed to be 
received as part of this report. 

SAMUEL LIVERMORE, 
President of the Senate, pro tem, 
Decemeer 11, 1799. 


The Secretary of the Treasury respectfully re- 
ports to the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund: 
That no purchases of the public debt of the Uni- 
ted States have been made, since the date of the 
last report to Congress, on the 15th day of De- 
cember, 1798; and that the sums of capital stock 
heretofore purchased and transferred, prior to the 
present year, in trust for the United States, the 
interest whereon is appropriated by law towards 
the reduction of the public debt, amount to two 
millions seven hundred and thirty-four thousand 
four hundred and seventy-nine dollars and forty- 
four cents, as will more particularly appear from 
the document hereto annexed, marked A. 

That the following sums have been applied to- 
| wards the discharge of the principal debt of the 
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United States, since the date of the last report to] making further provision for the 


Congress, of the 15th of December, 1798: support of public credit, and for 
1. To the fourth instalment of the six per cent.| theredemption of the public debt,” 
stock, bearing a present interest, which, pursu- and agreeably to a resolution of 


ant to the act, éntitled “ An act making further; the Board of Commissioners of 

provision for the support of publie credit, andj the Sinking Fund, of the 15th 

for the redemption of the public debt,” passed December, 1798, approved by the 7 
_on the 3d day of March, 1795, and the actin ad-| _ President of the United States, 200,000 00 
dition thereto, passed on the 28th day of April, | 6- The proceeds of the duties on 


1796, became payable on the first day of Janu-| goods, wares, and merchandise, 
ary, 1799, the sum of - - $674,938 02| imported; on the tonnage of ships 
2. To the payment of the seventh or vessels, and on spirits distilled 
instalment of thesubscription loan within the United States, and 
for bank stock, due on the first stills, appropriated by the 8th sec- 
day of December, 1798, - - 200,000 00} tion of the act of March 3, 1795, 
3. To the payment of the second entitled “An act making further 
instalment of a loan of one mil- provision for the support of pub- 
lion of guilders, obtained in Hol- lic credit, and for the redemption 
land, and which fell due the pres- of the public debt,” being for the 
ent year, pursuant to a contract, period, and 1n reference to the 
dated the 1st of June, 1787, esti- objects, mentioned in this report, `- 581 999 43 
mated at 40 cents per guilder, - 80,000 00 eae REET 


4, To the payment of the first in- 


$1,034,938 02 
stalment of a loan of one million 


of guilders, obtained in Holland, : Making in the whole an equal amount to the 
and which fell due in the present i reimbursement before mentioned. 

year, pursuant to a contract, dated There remained in the hands of the Treasurer 
the 13th of March, 1788, estimated of the United States, as agent of the Board of 
at 40 cents per guilder. - = - 80,000 00 | stant, the sum of five hundred thousand seven hun- 


Commissioners, on the first day of December in- 
Amounting in the whole to - $1,034,938 02{| dred and eighteen dollars and fifty-five cents, 
== | which, w the bbe o o appre 
. : riated funds, will be sufficient for the reimburse- 
eaeee Vie en fonds rated have been | ent at the close of the present year, of the fifth 
A Sopanes: | instalment of the six per cent. stock, bearing a 
1. The interest on the sums which accrued upon | present interest, and the eighth instalment of the 
the stock purchased, and vested in the Com- | subscription loan for stock of the Bank of the 
missioners of the Sinking Fund, in trust for the | United States, which reimbursements are re- 
United States, as particularly stated in the doc- | quired to be made by the 11th section of the act 
ument hereto annexed, marked B, $89,375 72 | of Congress, passed on the 3d of March, 1795, 
2. The fund arising from the pay- hereinbefore mentioned. 
ment of debts, which originated All which is most respectfully submitted, by 
prior to the present Constitution OLIVER WOLCOTT, 
of the United States, as particu- Secretary of the Treasury. 
larly stated in the document Treasury Department, Dec. 10, 1799. 


marked C, a oe - =- 6,710 68 : ; 
3. The fund arising from the sales [The tables of details are omitted. ] 


of lands in the Northwestern 
Territory, as particularly stated a 
in the document hereto annexed, THE MINT. 
marked D, - - - - 11,963 11 a 

4, The fund arising from dividends 
on the capital stock belonging to 


[Communicated to Congress, January 8, 1800.] 


the United States, in the Bank of To the President of the United States : 
the United States, from the 3d of The Director of the Mint respectfully reports; 
March, 1795, to the 30th of June, that there has been coined and issued from the 
1798, after deducting the interest Mint, from the first day of January, to the thirty- 
paid on the subscription loan for first day of December, 1799, inclusive, the quan- 
the same period, as particularly . tity of 213,285 dollars, in gold coin; 423,515 dol- 
“stated in the document hereto an- lars, in silver coin; and 9,106 dollars and 68 cents, 
< nexed, matked E,  - - - 144,889 08 | in copper cents; amounting to 645,906 dollars and 
_ Se Thé fund arising from a loan ob- 68 cents, or 1,365,681 pieces of coin; which,added 
ained of the Bank of the United to the former returns, makes the whole of the coin- 
States, pursuant to the 6th sec- aga, since the establishment of the Mint, 696,530 
tion of the act passed on the 3d ‘dollars in gold, 1,210,158 dollars and 75 cents in 


: of M a rch, 1795, entitled “An act silver, and 50,1114 dollars and 42 cents in copper 
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cents; making the amount of the whole coinage 
of the Mint, 1,962,800 dollars and 17 cents; all 
which will more fully appear by the enclosed re- 
turns from the Treasurer of the Mint; as also, 
that the coinage of the last year has exceeded that 
of any former year, by 100,208 doilars 68 cents. 

It is almost needless to observe, that the 50,000 
dollars in copper coin, required by the second sec- 
tion of the act of Congress, passed on the 8th of 
May, 1792, being now completed, it becomes ne- 
cessary for the Treasurer of the United States to 
comply with the provision of the said section, by 
giving the public notice therein mentioned. 

The Mint has been regularly supplied with bul- 
lion, both gold and silver, so as to keep it in con- 
stant operation, on the present establishment, dur- 
ing the year past, excepting two months, in 
which the works were totally stopped, on account 
of the then prevailing fever; and there is.a ra- 
tional prospect that the supply will be continued 
for the present year. 

From the late arrangements with regard to sup- 
plies of copper planchettes, for the coinage of 
cents, there is no doubt but that one press, equal 
to the coining of 1,400 per. day, may be kept in 
constant operation. 

It becomes necessary for the Director to draw 
the attention of the President to the act of Con- 
gress for the establishment of the temporary and 
permanent seat of the Government of the United 
States. By the original institution of the Mint, it 
was established at the seat of Government. By 
the sixth section of the act of Congress, above re- 
ferred to, it is enacted “that all offices attached to 
the seat of Government, shall be. removed. to the 
permanent seat of the Government of the United 
States, by their respective holders, on the Ist day 
of December next.” A question has arisen under 
this act, whether the Department of the Mint is 
included therein or-not. If it is, without further 
provision by law, the Mint must be removed, with 
the other Departments, agreeably to the directions 
of that act; and if it is not, many necessary pro- 
visions must be made by law, applicable to the 
Mint being carried on at a distance from the seat 
of Government. The doubtful consequences of a 
removal must.strike every person acquainted with 
the business of the Mint, as it is in a great meas- 
ure supported by the bullion passing through the 
different banks of this.city, and for want of which, 
it would frequently be without the means of coin- 
age, while the expense would be nearly the same 
to the Government. The Director, therefore, 
thinks it is his duty respectfully to submit to the 
President the -propriety of bringing this subject 
before Congress, in the early part of the session ; 
this step is rendered more obviously necessary, 
from the present state of the machinery of the 
Mint. The works ought to be kept in perfect re- 
pair, unless they are so soon to be removed; in 
which case some parts, not worth the transporta- 
tion to so great a distance, might be suffered to re- 
main as they are, or barely kept in such repair as 
to answer for immediate use. 

The Director is sorry to observe, that the prac- 
tice of melting down the coin of the United States, 


by workmen in gold and. silver, is, he fears, be- 
coming too common, to the manifest loss of the 
United States. Asthere are not any laws prohib- 
iting it, every one is left to his own discretion, 
which, fram the certainty of the standard, be- 
comes so great a convenience, if not a pecuniary 
advantage, as to render the prevalence of the prac- 
ticealmost beyond a doubt, if not prohibited by law. 
__All which is respectfully submitted to the Pres- 
ident. ELIAS BOUDINOT, Director. 
January 1st, 1800. 


Mint oF THe Unirep STATES, 
Treasurer's Office, Jan. 1st, 1800. 
A statement of the denomination and value of 
gold coins issued from the Mint of the United 
States, from the 1st of January to the 3lst.of De- 
cember, 1799, inclusive, viz: 


17,483 eagles - - - $174,830 00 
7,451 half-eagles - =- 37,255 00 
480 quarter-eagles -  - 1,200 00 


$213.285 00 


BENJAMIN RUSH. 
The DIRECTOR or THE MINT. 


Mint or tHe Uniten States, 
Treasurer's Office, Jan. 1st, 1800. 
A statement of the denomination and value of 
silver coins issued from the Mint of the United 
States, from the Ist of January to the 31st of De- 
cember, 1799, inclusive, viz: 
423,515 dollars - = - $423,515 00 
BENJAMIN RUSH. 
The Dirrecror or tue MinT. 


Mint or THE UNITED STATES, 
Treasurer’s Office, Jan. 1st, 1800. 
A statement of the denomination and value of 
copper, coined at the Mint of the United States, 
from the ist of January, to the 31st of December, 
1799, inclusive, viz: 


904,585 cents -> -= - $9,045 85 
12,167 half-cents- - - 60 83 
$9,106 68 


BENJAMIN RUSH. 
The DIRECTOR or THE Minv. 


MINT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Treasurer’s Office, Jan. 1st, 1800. 
I certify there has been coined at the Mint of 
the United States, from the commencement of the 
establishment, to the date hereof, as follows, viz : 


Gold - - - -  - $696,530 00 
Silver - - - - - 1,216,158 75 
Copper - - - = = 50,111 42 


$1,962,800 17 


BENJAMIN RUSH. 
The DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 
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[Communicated to the Senate, March 14, 1800.] 

Mr. Hittaouse, from the Committee to whom 
was referred the Message of the President of the 
United States, of the 8th day of January, 1800, 
together with the Report of the Director of the 
Mint, of the first of January last, made the fol- 
lowing report: 

That the existing law requires the removal of 
the Mint to the permanent seat of Government; 
that such removal would, in many respects, be in- 
convenient; but the policy of keeping up that 
establishment, in a situation where its operations 
will not be under the immediate superintendency 
and direction of the principal officers of Govern- 
ment, is questionable. 


It appears by official reports, that, on the 31st of | 


December, 1799, there had been coined and issued 
from the Mint, since its first establishment, in 
gold, $696,530; in silver, $1,216,158 75; and in 
copper, $50,111 42; amounting, in the whole, to 
$1,962,800 17. That the expense, during the same 
period, has been $213,336 02, of which sum there 
has been reimbursed by the payment of cents and 
half cents into the Treasury, $48,041 42; leaving 
a balance of $175,254 60; an expense, in the 
opinion of the committee, disproportionate to the 
advantage which has been derived from a circu- 
lation of the coins of the United States, which 
have been very limited, and mostly confined to 
places in the vicinity of the Mint. 

T'o furnish coin sufficient for a circulating me- 
dium throughout the United States would be im- 

racticable, unless the powers of the Mint should 
fe greatly increased, and the practice of melting 
down the coin, and the exportation to foreign 
countries, prevented; which may be done by de- 
basing the coin—a measure which the committee 
cannot recommend. 

The providing a fixed and permanent standard, 
by which the value of pro 5 
money, and foreign coins, shall be regulated, is an 
object of great importance. This may be effect- 
ually done without the aid of a permanent Mint 
establishment: for it is not an indispensable requi- 
site, that the whole circulating medium should be 
of the coins of the United States. Wholly to ex- 
clude foreign coins from circulation, if not im- 
practicable, would be attended with great incon- 
venience, especially in the extreme parts of the 
Union. 

The banks afford the most effectual guard 
against the circulation of base coin; a regard to 
their own interest will induce caution, and such 
coin will not be there received for more than its 
intrinsic value; which will fix the rate at which 
it will have a currency. An authority might be, 
by law, vested in the bank, for ascertaining the 
_ intrinsic value of coins of a new impression, by 

assaying themat the expense of the United States: 
for these purposes the present Mint establishment 
cannot be necessary. 

Causes, in their nature temporary, have hitherto 
furnished a great proportion of the bullion which 
has-been coined at the Mint, and the committee 
donot discover any mode which can in future be 
relied on; for furnishing a regular and certain sup- 


erty, contracts for | 


ply, but that of prohibiting the circulation of for- 
eign coins, and converting them into bullion, 
which seems to have been the mode contempla- 
ted. In addition to the inconvenience attending 
this measure, the committee are strongly im- 
pressed with an apprehension, that it will be inef- 
fectual, unless the transporting bullion to the 
Mint, and the replacing the value in coin, is to be 
at the risk and expense of the United States: for 
the difference in value between bullion and coin 
will be so small, that no individual would be in- 
duced to take upon himself the risk and expense : 
and the vast extent of the territory of the United 
States, the foreign commerce which is carried on 
from the various ports, almost wholly discon- 
nected from, and independent of each other, and 
there being no place where the trade of this coun- 
try is, or can be concentrated, will always make 
that risk and expense an object of no small im- 
portance. 

The furnishing a supply of cents and half cents 
sufficient for circulation, would, in the opinion of 
the committee, be a desirable object, but they are 
well satisfied that the Mint, upon its present estab- 
lishment, will not furnish such supply. . The ef- 
forts of almost seven years have done very little 
towards it. Perhaps a more economical, and the 
most effectual, mode would be by contract. 

Though the coining of gold and silver may, at 
times, be deemed expedient, there will aril re- 
main a doubt as to the propriety of keeping up 
the present Mint establishment: and the commit- 
tee have no hesitation in declaring it as their 
opinion that a plan may be devised, which will be 
more eligible, and better comport with economy, 
and the interest of the United States, for securing 
every object of importance in relation to a na- 
tional coin. 

As the removal of the Mint must be attended 
with expense,and probably a derangement of many 
of the officers, if a change of the system is to take 
place, the present is beyond a doubt the most con- 
venient time for effecting it. 

The committee, therefore, recommend the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
bring in a bill for repealing the first section 
of the act, entitled “ An act establishing a Mint, 
and regulating the coins of the United States,” 
and such other sections, and parts of sections, 
of said act, and other acts, as relate to the estab- 
lishment of a Mint, and to provide for taking care 
of the materials and property appertaining to the 
Mint, and which belong to the United States. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to report a plan for furnishing the 
United States with cents and half cents, and such 
other coins as shall be deemed necessary or expe- 
dient. 


A general statement of the expense of the Mint estab- 
Ekman from its institution to the 31st of Decem- 
ber, 1799. 

Incidental and contingent expenses and repairs. of 
the Mint, including purchase of ground and buildings. 
thereon, in Seventh street, Philadelphia : 
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From the institution of the Mint to the 31st December, 


1797 - -= - $73,773 96 
From Ist January to 31st De- 
cember, 1798 - - 10,836 57 
——_———. $84,610 53 


Copper purchased for coinage. 
From the institution of the Mint 
to the 3lst December, 1797, 


_ 185,4983 Ibs. - 34,427 48 
From ist January to Ist Decem- 
per, 1798, 22,829 Ibs. - 7,110 22 
41,537 70 


Salaries of the officers. 
From the institution of the Mint 

the 31st December, 1797 46,494 15 
From 1st Jan. to 31st Dec., 1798 10,600 00 


Do. Do., 1799 10,600 00 
—— 67,694 15 
Wastage in the coinage of silver. 
For this sum, applied to make good. the 
wastage, as settled at the Treasury - 2,820 71 


Amount of warrants drawn on the Trea- 
surer of the United States, for the Mint 
establishment, including purchase of cop- 
per for coinage, in the year 1799, and ex- 
clusive of the salaries of the officers, the 
account of the expenditure thereof not 
fully settled - - - - 16,672 93 


213,336 02 


The payments of cents and half cents into 
the Treasury, from the institution of the 
Mint to the 31st December, 1799, have 
been - - - - $48,041 42 


JOSEPH NOURSE, Register. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Register’s Office, February 20, 1800. 


ADDITIONAL REVENUES. 


[Communicated to the House of Reps., April 30, 1800.] 
Mr. Harrer made the following report: The 


Committee of Ways and Means having, in a for- 
mer report, wherein they recommended a ioan of 
three millions and a half for the: service of the 
present year, adverted to the propriety of provid- 
ing permanent revenues, equal to the interest of 
the debt to be incurred, and to the gradual and 
timely extinguishment of the principal, now. beg 
leave to call the attention of the House again to 
that important subject; on which they submit the 
following report: À 

The first point which presented itself for the 
consideration of the committee, in examining this 
subject, was “the amount for which it would be 
proper to establish additional revenue at this time.” 
This must depend on the present and future 1n- 
crease of permanent expenditure, compared with 


the probable amount of permanent revenue from |. 


existing taxes. 
When Congress, 


in the year 1798, was compell- 
ed, by the continued aggressions of a foreign Pow- 
er, to commence active and extensive preparations 


for defence, by sea and land, the ordinary expen- 
diture of the Government, including the interest 
of the public debt, the payment on account of the 
principal, and an adequate allowance for occa- 
sional grants and incidental expenses, was some- 
thing less than seven millions of dollars. No in- 
crease, of any consequence, has been made in this 
expenditure, since that time, except what was oc- 
casioned by the interest of the debt, which the 
measures necessary for the defence of the country 
forced Congress to contract. As this deht amounts 
to five millions, at eight per cent., the increase, on 
that account is $400,000. 

The continuation of those measures, for some 
time longer, having rendered it necessary, in the 
opinion of the House, to contract a further debt of 
three millions and a half, for the present year, 
that measure, if ultimately adopted, and carried 
into effeet on the same terms with the former, 
which may perhaps be found unavoidable, will 
induce a further increase of $280,000 in the ordi- 
nary expenditure of the Government, making, in 
the whole, an increase of $680,000 for the interest 
of new loans. 

It is known that, at the beginning of next year, 
a further addition of about $1,200,000 must be 
made to the ordinary expenditure, for the interest 
and extinguishing annuity of the deferred debt: 
and that, in 1802, the payments on the foreign 
debt will be larger, by one million, than in the 
present year. In 1803 and 1804 those payments 
will be increased to two millions beyond their 
present amount; but, after that period, they will 
gradually diminish, and, in 1809, they will finally 
cease, by the extinguishment of the debt. 

The ‘committee, however, though they have 
thought it useful to extend their view to this more 
remote increase of expenditure, are of opinion that 
it is not necessary for Congress to make provision, 
now, on that subject. No part of this increase 
will take place till two years hence; and before 
that period arrives, Congress will have a better 
view of the political and financial situation of the 
country than at present, and will be better able to 
judge respecting the means of meeting the exi- 
gency. But yet, the certainty of this future in- 
crease proves the necessity of providing, as far as 
can be conveniently done, for that which has al- 
ready taken place, or must soon happen; so that 
the burden may be divided between different peri- 
ods, and as little as possible may be left to be done 
hereafter. 

Neither do the committee think it necessary to 
make provision, during the present session, for the 
deferred debt. The political situation of the coun- 
try is now far more uncertain, than, in all proba- 
bility, it will be at the next meeting of Congress. 
Should it change for the better, as there is reason 
to hope, the augmentations now to be made, to- 
gether with the increase of revenue which we may 
reasonably expect, from our present system, may 
be sufficient, with some small aids, for defraying 
this additional expense. If, on the contrary, our 
situation should remain the same, still we shall 
have more experience than we now possess of the 
operation of our present system, and of the effect 
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of the war on our commerce and our revenue. 
The preparatory arrangements, moreover, for an 
amelioration and enlargement of our system, will 
then be completed, or in a much more advanced 
state than at present. Wesshall, consequently, be 
then in a better situation than we now are for 
judging whether a further augmentation will be 
‘necessary, to what extent it must be carried, and 
how it may best be made. 

-Itis only for the interest of the loans of the 
present and last years, therefore, and for a sum 
equal to the reimbursement of the principal, within 
a convenient time, that the committee would pro- 
pose to make provision, during the present session 
of Congress. 

That interest, at the highest calculation, will 
amount to $680,000. It is known that an extin- 
guishing annuity, or a sinking fund, equal to two 
per cent. on the principal of a debt, will, if steadily 
applied, extinguish it in about twenty-four years. 
This is the plan heretofore adopted by Congress 
for the extinguishment of the six per cent. stock ; 
and the committee conceive that it may be safely 
adhered to, in all arrangements for a similar pur- 
pose: it appearing certain that, while adequate 
provision is made for the punctual discharge, 
within so short a period, of every new engage- 
ment, there can be but little reason to appre- 
hend a dangerous or inconvenient accumulation 
of debt. 

This annuity of two’ per cent. on the loans of 
the last and present years, admitting the latter to 
be fixed at $3,500,000. will amount to $170,000; 
and, added to the amount of interest, will produce 
an aggregate expenditure of $850,000, annually, 
for twenty-four years. As this annuity, however, 
by the terms of the former loan, which are likely 
to be found necessary in the present, also, cannot, 
until the end of ten years, be applied to the dis- 
charge of this particular debt, it must be employ- 
ed, should Congress think fit to raise‘it, in the pur- 
chase of the ‘public debt in general, by way of 
sinking fund. The committee are of opinion that 
every consideration of sound policy, and the best 
established principles of financial economy, are in 
favor of raising It. 

At the period above referred to, the Summer of 
1798, the Government possessed a revenue of 
something more than eight millions of dollars, de- 
rived from the duties on imports and tonnage ; the 
tax on domestic distilled spirits and stills, on re- 
tailers licenses, on refined sugar, on carriages, and 
on sales at auction; the postage of letters; divi- 
dends of bank stock belonging to the United 
States ; and some other less considerable branches 
of revenue. As the ordinary expenditure, at that 
time, was less than seven millions, there was a 
balance of a million and upwards in favor of the 
Treasury. 

“Had the revenue continued equally productive 
in:the subsequent year, 1799, there would have 
been-no need of further provision at this time; 
since the above mentioned balance would have 
been mote than sufficient to cover the increase of 

: permManent-expenditare. But this was not the 
‘The duties-on-imports and tonnage, which, 


in 1798, produced $7,405,420, fell, in 1799, to g6,- 
437,886—a diminution of very nearly one mil- 
lion ; and although the stamp duties, and perhaps 
the other branches of the infernal revenue, were 
more productive in that year than in the former, 
yet that increase, amounting to only $200,000, was 
far from sufficient to counterbalance the diminu- 
tion in the imports and tonnage. 

It is not, however, to be apprehended, in the 
opinion of the committee, that the diminution in 
question. will be permanent. On the contrary, 
they suppose it to have resulted from two causes, 
of a temporary nature: first, the extensive depre- 
dations on our commerce, which took place in 
1796, 1797, and 1798, especially the. two former, 
the full effect whereof was not felt in the revenue, 
till 1799, because it was in that year that the du- 
ties on the imports of 1798 became payable; and 
secondly, the great re-exportation of foreign com- 
modities in 1799, which amounted to $45,523,335, 
exceeding, by $12,000,000, those of any former 
year, and which drew from the. Treasury very 
great sumsin drawbacks. As this branch of. the 
revenue is bottomed on the consumption of the 
country, which, notwithstanding occasional. fluc- 
tuations, has a constant progressive increase with 
the increase of population and wealth, the com- 
mittee conceive that it may be expected soon to 
regain its former level, and gradually toaugment. 
In proof of which they remark, that the first 
quarter of the present revenue year, the returns of 
which are before the House, exceeds in product 
the first quarter of the last year, or of 1797, and 
very nearly equals that of 1798. 

This event, however, though highly probable, as 
it seems to them, being still uncertain, and the rev- 
enue, in its present state, being unequal to the in- 
creased scale of expenditure, resulting from the 
interest of this and the last year’s loans, and to a 
reasonable provision for deficiencies, and for the 
extinguishment of the principal; the committee 
conceive it proper, and even indispensable, to pro- 
vide, at present, for the additional sum of $850,000, 
at the least.. More, they think, will not now be 
necessary. 

Having come to this conclusion, as to the 
amount of the sum which it would be expedient 
to provide for at this time, they next turned their 
attention to the ways and means of making the 
provision. 

As the official situation of the Secretary. of the 
Treasury gives him more exact and extensive in- 
formation, on the subject of revenue, than any 
other person can be supposed to possess, and ena- 
bles him to form the most correct opinions respect- 
ing the probable operation, and comparative mer- 
its, of different schemes of taxation, the committee 
thought it proper to address their inquiries, in the 
first instance, to him, and wait for the result of his 
deliberations, before they should decide. For this 
purpose was written the letter, of which a copy, 
No. 1, is subjoined to this report. 

In his answer, which, together with the state- 
ments therein referred to, No. 2, is also hereto an- 
nexed, the Secretary proposes to augment the du- 
ties on several: kinds of wine; to raise those arti- 
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cles which now pay a duty of ten per centum ad- 
valorem, to 124 per centum; and to make a new 
arrangement respecting drawbacks on goods re- 
exported, the effect of which would be, to impose 
a tax from about 15 to 18 per centum of their 
whole amount, on the drawbacks now allowed. 
This effect would be produced, by refusing, alto- 
gether, the drawback on certain articles, which 
are enumerated in the paper C, accompanying the 
Secretary’s letter, and by withholding a greater or 
less part of it on a variety of other articles,in the 
manner stated in the paper B, referred to in the 
same letter. 

The Secretary has informed the committee that 
he expects, from these three measures, should they 
be adopted, an addition to the revenue of about 
$900,000 annually. But he has. not stated what 
part of this addition he expects from each meas- 
ure separately. The two first he proposes to make 
perpetual. The third, the tax on drawbacks, he 
would continue no longer than during the present 
war in Europe. 

When they proceeded to the examination of this 
plan, they found no. difficulty as to that part of it 
which relates to the augmentation of duties. 

Wines, indeed, are now highly taxed ; but, being 
a mere luxury, which is consumed solely by people 
in affluent or easy circumstances, they appear to 
be a very proper object of revenue; and itis not 
apprehended that a moderate increase of the duty 
would diminish the consumption, or endanger 
smuggling. This reasoning, as the committee 
conceive, will be confirmed ‘by a statement of the 
amount of duties on wines, which is annexed to 
this report, (No. 3,) and from which it appears 
that, from 1794 to 1797, inclusive, the net product | 
of those duties has increased from $457,308 to | 
$524,135, although no additional duty has been 
laid during that period. The returns for 1798 are 
too incomplete to be taken into the calculation. 
During the latter part of that period, indeed, there 
has been a fall in this product, as that of many 
other branches of the revenue; but it appears from 
the average, that this fall is more than counter- 
balanced by the rise in the former part, and the 
committee conceive that such fluctuations, arising 
from accidental and transient causes, are always 
to be expected, and that the average of a number 
of years can alone afford a safe criterion whereby 
to judge on subjects of this kind. 

It is, moreover, to be observed, that the duties 
on wines have, hitherto, been injudiciously laid, 
so as to produce a strong temptation to enter high 
priced wines, which pay a very high duty, under 
the names of those of a low price, whereon the 
duty is comparatively low. There is reason to 
believe, as the committee are informed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, that much loss to the rev- 
enue has already been experienced from this cause. 
The plan contained in his new tariff, the paper B, 
proposes to remove this cause, by a different ad- 
justment of the duties in question. 

As the average product of the duties on wines 
appears, by the statement No. 3, to be upwards of 
$600,000, an addition of twenty per cent. on the’ 
amount of the present duty would produce $120,-1 


000. This addition, it is conceived, might be safely 
made, in the manner proposed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

As to the articles paying a duty of ten per cent. 
ad valorem, which are very numerous, and of great 
value, including all woollen goods, white cottons, 
and nankeens, with other articles of less imnport- 
ance, the committee are of opinion, with the See- 
retary of the Treasury, that an additional duty of 
two anda half per centum on the value of the 
article may be safely laid on them. The present 
duties on all articles paying a rate per centum, ad 
valorem, of which the ten per cent. constitute a 
great proportion, probably two-thirds, were fixed 
in 1792, except a few, which were raised from 10 
to 124 per cent. in 1797; and they produced their 
full effect in 1793: from the end of which latter 
year, until the end of 1798, the net product of 
those duties rose from $2,319,817 to $2,717,657, as 
appears by a statement, No. 4, which is subjoined 
to this report.. ‘The increase, indeed, must proba- 
bly have been greater, as the returns for the last 
mentioned year, 1798, are very incomplete—two 
quarters being wanting from Philadelphia, as many 
from Charleston, and four from Savannah ; which 
deficiencies will, probably, be found to have pro- 
duced a greater deduction from the product in 
1798, than can have been made up for by the ad- 
ditional duties laid in 1797. This progressive in- 
crease, notwithstanding the intermediate fluctua- 
tion, appears to the committee to prove, satisfac- 
torily; that the importation of the articles in ques- 
tion is not injuriously affected by the present duty ; 
which may, therefore, be safely augmented to the 
amount proposed. 

There is another consideration on this head, 
which is conceived to be of great weight. These 
articles are all imported from distant places. on 
general freight, and in ships of great value ; which 
circumstances so much increase the difficulty and 
hazard of smuggling, as to leave little danger of 
its being attempted, under the operation of any 
duties that the consumption will bear. They are, 
moreover, in the same situation with many other 
articles, such as muslins, muslinets, and colored 
cottons, which now pay the proposed duty of 124 
per cent. 

The average net product of the ad valorem du- 
ties, from 1794 to 1798, inclusive, a period of five 
years, being $3,181,173, as appears from the state- 
ment above mentioned, No. 4, it follows that, if 
the ten per cents be supposed to constitute two- 
thirds of the whole mass, which is probably the 
ease, the additional 24 per cent. proposed to be laid 
on them would produce $600,000. 

As to the third proposition of the Secretary, the 
tax on drawbacks, it appeared liable to more 
doubt. 

In support of the plan, it was urged, that the 
great mass of our re-exportation consists in com- 
modities, chiefly sugar and coffee, which we bring 
from the East and West Indies, and afterwards 
carry to Europe, for the consumption of France, 
Holland, and Germany; and in East India and 
China goods, wherewith we supply the people of 
the West Indies and of South America. That 
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the commerce of France, Holland, and Spain, be- 
ing annihilated by the events of the war, and that 
of Sweden and Denmark very inconsiderable, the 
carrying trade may be considered as almost ex- 
clusively possessed by the English and ourselves. 
That the English, being at war with France, 
Spain, and Holland, and thereby excluded from 
the ports of those nations in Europe, Asia, and 
America, cannot enter into competition with us, 
in the business of supplying their possessions, es- 
pecially those in South America and the West In- 
dies, with East India and China goods; and that 
we, consequently having the exclusive possession 
of this traffic, may lay what price we please on 
the goods re-exported ; and, of course, may com- 
pel the consumers to repay to us the tax laid on 
those goods here, by the refusal of part of the 
drawback. That the same reasoning will apply, 
in agreat degree, to the supply of Europe withsugar, 
coffee, and other East and West India commodities, 
because France, Holland, and Spain, being shut 
against the English, by the war, they cannot be- 
come our competitors for the direct supply of 
those countries. That, as to the indirect supply, 
through the ports of Germany and Portugal, espe- 
cially the former, which are by far the most con- 
siderable, we can furnish it on better terms than 
they ; because they are excluded from many of the 
countries where the commodities are produced, 
and because their trade with the north of Germa- 
ny is exposed to great danger and interruption 
from the French and Dutch privateers. And, 
finally, that the English are less liable to enter 
into a competition which we ought to dread, inas- 
much as the monopoly of their East India trade, 
by a particular company, prevents individual en- 
terprise and ingenuity from being excited in car- 
rying it on, upon the best terms; and as the Eng- 
lish Government itself has laid a duty on exports, 
during the war, equal to that proposed by the 
plan under consideration: so that her merchants 
and ours being on an equal footing, in that respect, 
they could not underbid us in the foreign markets 
to which both resort. 

From hence, it was concluded that, while the 
war in Europe, and the present state of things re- 
sulting from it, shall continue, a tax on drawbacks, 
such as that proposed, would be a tax, not on our 
own commerce or our own merchants, but on for- 
eign nations, who, being the consumers of the re- 
exported commodities, whereon the tax would 
fall in the first instance, and being compelled, dur- 
ing the war, at least, to purchase those commodi- 
ties from us alone, would be under the necessity 
of repaying to us the tax, in addition to the price 
which we should otherwise demand. 

To this it was answered, that the whole argu- 
ment rests on the supposition of our being able to 
effect two things, both of which are of a very un- 
certain nature, namely to monopolize the business 
of. supplying the countries in question with East 
vând West India and China commodities, and to 
compel those commodities to touch first. at our 
‘own ports, before they are carried to the places 
where they are consumed: it being clear that if, 
by raising the price of the commodities, we should 


raise up competitors, who would underbid us in 
foreign markets; or should, by taxing them on 
their arrival in our ports, render it the interest of 
our merchants to carry them directly from the 
places of their production, to the places where 
they areto be consumed, without landing them in 
this country; we should, in either case, lose the 
duty: 
Giron it-must depend; and, in the second, by 
turning the trade away from our own ports, where 
alone the duty can be collected. 


in the first, by ruining altogether the trade, 


Whether we should be able to monopolize the 


business in question, to such an extent as to have 
it in our power to lay our own price on the com- 


modities which compose it, was said to be very 
uncertain, for various reasons: First, because the 
English possess very far the greater part of those 
places, in the East and West Indies, where the 


valuable commodities consumed in Europe are 
produced, and their merchants can carry them di- 
rectly from thence to the ports of Germany, 


or of 
Denmark and Sweden, from whence they would 


easily find their way into Holland and France. 


Secondly, becaase the duty on exports laid in Eng- 
land, may easily be avoided by her merchants, by 
means of going directly to the foreign markets, 
instead of first touching at home; and the danger 
of privateers is greatly lessened, by the convoy 
which she gives to her trade, and the great num- 
ber,of her squadrons and cruising frigates in those 
seas—circumstances whereby her trade is, proba- 
bly, rendered more secure than ours. And, third- 
ly, because, although her merchants cannot carry 
the East India and China goods, directly, to the 
French, Spanish, and Dutch possessions, in the 
West Indies and South America, they can and 
do carry those goods, in immense quantities, to 
their own islands; from whence they are known 
to find their way, by means of an illicit trade, per- 
haps connived at by those employed to prevent it, 
into the places of which we suppose ourselves to 
possess the exclusive supply. 

As to the example of England, which is said to 
have laid our export duty analogous to the tax or 
drawbacks. now proposed, it was observed, in the 
first place, that the experiment in England has 
not been long enough made to enable us to judge 
of its success; secondly, that so far as time has 
furnished information on that head, the experience 
of England is against the plan, her exports hav- 
ing diminished since the period when that tax 
was laid; and thirdly, that what is called a tax 
on exports in England;is,in fact, a premium paid 
for convoy, which the Government, in considera- 
tion of this premium, engages to furnish, and does 
furnish, to every ship sailing from her ports; an 
arrangement which enables shippers to obtain 
their insurance at a lower rate; so that the duty 
on exports, instead of being a tax on the trade of 
England, is merely a part of the premium of in- 
surance, which the merchants pay to the Govern- 
ment, instead of paying to the underwriters: 
whereas, in our case, as we give noconvoy,it would 
be a mere tax on our trade, which our merchants 
must pay in the first instance,and might or might 
not be able to get back from the consumers. 
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If they should prove unable to get it back from 
the consumers, by reason of the competition, 
which the augmentation of price, consequent to 
the duty, might create or increase, the trade must, 
in the end, be ruined; and with it must perish, | 
not only a great portion of our revenue, and of | 
our navigation, the basis of our future maririme 
strength, but also of the industry of our seaport 
towns, which is nourished and sustained by our 
navigation. 

If, on the other hand, they should prove able to | 
levy this tax ultimately on the consumers, still it 
was urged, would the question remain, whether 
the tax would be sufficient to induce the mer- 
chants to avoid our own ports, and either to go 
directly to the consumers, from the places where 
the commodities are produced, or where that can- 
not be done, to touch at some ports where no such 
duty is laid; in either of which cases, we should 
not only lose the revenue expected from: this duty, 
but also affect, toa degree not easily foreseen, all 
those branches of industry, in our country, which 
are connected with the landing, storage, and re- 
shipment of goods, and the arrival, repair, and 
supply of ships. 

The duty of two and a half per cent. on the 
amount of ‘a valuable cargo, it was observed, is a 
premium ‘sufficient to afford a very strong temp- 
tation to avoid our own ports. Men of small cap- 
ital, who could only import parcels of goods on 
freight, might not be able to do this, and therefore 
must pay the duty; while large capitalists, who 
import entire cargoes, in their own or in chartered 
ships, might be able to do it, and thus avoid the 
duty ; whereby a monopoly would be created, to 
the very great detriment of our commercial inter- 
est, the prosperity of which depends far more on 
the mass of small capitalists than on the small 
number of great ones. 

It was further urged, that this measure, so haz- 
ardous in itself,and the mischiefs whereof, should 
it prove unsuccessful, must always take place, and 
may have become irremediable before they can be 
perceived, is by no means necessary, since the two 
first parts of the Secretary’s plan, the additional 
duties on wines and the ten per cent. articles, will 
afford an additional revenue of from six to seven | 
hundred thousand dollars; to which might be 
added $200,000 by a half cent per pound addi- 
tional on brown sugar; and $50,000 by a like ad- 
dition, per pound, on coffee—making, in the whole, į 
an additional revenue of at least $900,000 ; which 
is more by $50,000 than the sum proposed to be 
raised. 

It was shown, by a statement of the duties on 
brown sugar, for six successive years, which is 
annexed to this report, No. 5, that the net pro- 
duct of that article, ata duty of one and a half 
cents per pound, from the beginning of 1793 to 
the end of 1797, a period of five years, inereased 
from $646,715 to $735,671; and that the average 
net product, for a period of six years, from 1793 
to 1798, inclusive, was $586,292. It was con- 
tended that, although an addition of half a cent 
was made to that duty in 1797, and the product 
in 1798, nevertheless, appeared to be less than in 


former years, being only $630,791, as stated from 
the returns, yet no conclusion unfavorable to the 
duty could be drawn from thence; because the 
returns for that year were very deficient; two 
quarters being wanting from Philadelphia and 
Charleston, and four from Savannah; which, 
probably, had reduced the apparent amount much 
more than the actual receipt had been augmented 
by the additional duty. 

Hence, it was inferred, that the consumption 
and importation of brown sugar had not yet been 
injuriously affected by the former duty; and that 
the average net product being at the rate of 
$200,000 for every half cent of duty, that sum 
might be expected from the proposed augmenta- 
tion. 

On the subject of coffee, it was shown, by a 
statement of the duties on that article, for six suc- 
cessive years, from 1793 to 1798, inclusive, which 
is also annexed hereunto, No. 6, that the average 
net product of those duties, during the period in 
question, was $498,762, although the returns for 
the last year in the period were incomplete, as 
has been already stated, and no addition has been 
made to the duty since 1792. Hence, it was in- 
ferred that an additional half cent might safely 
be laid on that article also; which, as the present 
duty is five cents per pound, would produce the 
sum of $50,000. 

Such were the arguments for and against the 
proposed tax on drawbacks; and such the objects 
of revenue, which it was thought might, with 
more safety and propriety, be adopted in its stead. 
The committee did not deem it their province to 
pronounce any decision on these points, but solely 
to bring them into the view of the House, and 
submit them to its consideration. There was, 
however, one proposal made. which does not ap- 
pear to them to be of a doubtful nature, and which 
they have, therefore, thought it proper to recom- 
mend. 

In the act allowing drawbacks, there is a pro- 
vision, that one per cent. on the whole amount of 
them shall be retained, in order to defray the ex- 
pense of management. Afterwards, one quarter 
per cent. was added to this first deduction, in lieu 
of stamp duties on debentures. It has been sug- 
gested by the Secretary of the Treasury, that the 
sum thus retained is found insufficient to defray 
the expenses incident to the allowance of draw- 
backs; and the committee are of opinion that it 
will be proper to double it. In that case, the re- 
duction made by the Government for the expense 
of management, and in lieu of stamp duties on 
debentures, will amount to about $100,000 annu- 
ally, which, as the present amount does not ex- 
ceed $50,000, will be a further addition to the rev- 
enue of $50,000. 

Having thus brought the whole subject into 
view, as fully as seemed to them to be proper, the 
committee beg leave, in order to take the sense of 
the House on the various matters stated in their 
report, to submit to its consideration the following 
resolutions. 

lst. Resolved, That it is expedient to lay an 
additional duty of —— per centum on the amount 
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of the present duty upon wines imported into the 
United States. 

Əd. Resolved, That it is expedient to lay an ad- 
ditional duty of —— per.centum ad valorem on 
such goods, wares, and merchandises, imported 
into the United States, as are now subject toa 
duty of ten per cent. ad valorem. 

3d. Resolved, That it is expedient to lay a tax 
on drawbacks allowed by law, for goods re-ex- 
ported from the United States, according to the 
plan proposed in the letter of April the 10th, 1800, 
from the Secretary of the Treasury to the Com- 
mittee of Ways.and Means. 

4th. Resolved, That it is expedient to lay an 
additional duty of —— per pound on brown sugar 
and coffee imported into the United States. 

5th. Resolved, That it is expedient to retain 
—— per centum on all drawbacks allowed for 
goods re-exported from the United States, for the 
expenses incident to the allowance thereof, and in 
lieu of the stamp duties on debentures, in addition 
to the sums heretofore directed, by law, to be so 
retained for the aforesaid purposes. 


No. 1. 
Commirrer Room, Feb. 14, 1800. 


Sir: The Committee of Ways and Means, 
conceiving it proper for Congress to establish, 
during the present session, permanent revenues 
equal to the interest of the loan which may be 
necessary to make this year, and perhaps, to that 
of last year also, the amount of which two charges 
will, probably, not fall short of six hundred and 
eighty thousand dollars, annually, have directed 
their attention to the inquiry, “from what sources 
this additional revenue may be drawn, with the 
least difficulty to the Government, and the great- 
est ease to the public.” Before, however, they 
come to any final resolution on so important and 
difficult a subject, they wish to obtain your opin- 
ion on the following points : 

Ist. Admitting the necessity of providing for 
both loans, can the requisite sum, or any consid- 
erable part of it, be raised by an addition to the 
duties on certain articles imported? What are 
those articles, and to what amount may new du- 
ties be laid on them ? The committee have thought 
of wines, spirits, brown sugars, and woollen cloths. 
Salt, also, has been suggested. as an article on 
which a further duty might perhaps be laid. 

2d. Admitting a further duty to be laid on 
wines and spirits imported, will it not be neces- 
sary to make a corresponding augmentation. on 
the tax on stills, and domestic distilled spirits? 
And can such augmentation be made with due 
regard to the situation of remote parts of the 
country ? 

3d. What would be the policy of abandoning 
altogether the idea of augmenting the. imposts, 
and resorting to an internal tax, by way of excise, 
on wines, spirits, coffee, teas, and sugars?. Or, 
would it be better to adopt both modes, in part? 
> ath. Asa change will, probably, be made this 
year, in the mode of stamping, which will render 
-dt-proper‘to callin and. change the stamps, migh 


not those duties be safely augmented, so as to 
raise a further sum of one hundred thousand dol- 
lars? 


5th. Might nota national lottery be established, 


so as to raise from one hundred. thousand to one 


hundred and fifty thousand dollars annually? And 


how far would such a mode of taxation be advi- 


sable? 

In addition to your opinion on these several 
points, sir, the committee would be much obliged 
by the communication of any ideas which may 
have occurred to you on the subject in general. 
And as the interest and extinguishing annuity of 
the deferred debt will commence next year, they. 
beg you to take into view the means of providing 
for those objects likewise. 

With the highest respect, I have the honor to 


be, sir, &c. 
ROBERT G. HARPER. 
Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, April 10, 1800. 


Sin: I have, with the aid of the best informa- 
tion which I could obtain, deliberately considered 
the important questions, upon which, on behalf of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, you have 
been pleased to request my opinion. 

Although, according to my view of the subject, 
the public debts. have not hitherto considerably 
increased, since the establishment of the existing 
Government; yet,as the expenditure, at the pre- 
sent time, considerably exceeds the stated income 
from duties and taxes, an augmentation of the 
revenue appears to be advisable. 

The sources from which this revenue may be 
expected, with the greatest ease to the communi- 
ty, are believed to be the following: 

Ist. From an increase of duties on the import- 
ation, and a new arrangement of drawbacks, pay- 
able on the exportation of certain articles of for- 
eign growth or manufacture. 

2d. From a new modification of the duties on 
stills employed in the distillation of spirits from 
domestic materials. 

3d. From a duty on the transfer of real prop- 
erty, to be collected by stamps. 

The first mentioned subject being the most 
complex, and of great importance, considered both 
in relation to the interests of commerce and the 
revenue, is separately presented to the considera- 
tion of the committee. 

The paper herewith transmitted, marked A, ex- 
hibits a view of the rates of duties at present lev- 
ied on imports; that marked B is respectfully. of- 
fered as a substitute. 

It is proposed to increase the duties on several ` 
kinds of wines, and generally to impose a duty of 
twelve and a half per centum,.ad valorem, on the 
merchandise at present subject to duties at ten 
per centum; a few articles only, of no great im- 
portance, are placed in the list of goods subject to 
the rate of fifteen per centum. i 

It is known to the committee, that the quanti- 
ties of articles of foreign growth or manufacture, 
which are imported into the United States for the 
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purpose of being exported, have greatly increased, 
and are still increasing; the sum of one and one 
quarter per centum upon the duties at present re- 
tained, is found, on calculation, to be hardly suffi- 
cient to defray the custoum-house expenses, occa- 
sioned by this branch of business. After a very 
close examination of the subject, it is my opinion 
that the revenue may be increased, and the man- 
ufactures of the country encouraged, by reducing 
the drawback in the mode proposed, without in- 
jury to commerce. 

This opinion will, it is believed, receive a con- 
firmation, from an examination of the commercial 
and financial systems, and actual situation of the 
countries with which our commerce of importa- 
tion and exportation is, at present, prosecuted ; to 
guard, however, against the consequences of any 
mistake, it is respectfully proposed’ that the pre- 
sent rates of drawback shall be allowed after the 
termination of the present war in Europe. 

I have the honor to be, with the greatest respect, 


sir, &e. 
_ , OLIVER WOLCOTT. 
Hon. Rosert G. Harper, Chairman, §c. 


Treasury Department, April 12, 1800. 


Sir: In compliance with your request, I have’ 


the honor to inform you that, if the tariff of du- 
ties and drawbacks, which accompanied my com- 
munication of yesterday, shall be established, the 
revenue will probably receive an addition of about 
nine hundred thousand dollars per annum. 

I have added, at your request, a particular list 
of the articles upon which the duties are proposed 
to be increased or varied. 

I have the honor to be, with respect, sir. &c., 

OLIVER WOLCOTT. 

Hon. Ropert G. Harper, Esq. 


` [The tabular statements, being voluminous, are ne- 
cessarily omitted in this work.] 


PUBLIC DEBT. 


[Communicated to the House of Reps., May 18, 1800.] 


Mr. Griswotp, from the committee who were 
appointed, on the twentieth of March, to examine 
the accounts of the United States, relating to the 
public debt, and to report the amount respectively 
incurred and extinguished, and, generally, such 
facts as relate to the increase or diminution of the 
same, since the establishment of the Government of 
the United States, under the present Constitution, 
made the following report: 

That, for the purpose of obtaining every state- 
ment from the Treasury which could elucidate 
the subject of inquiry, they addressed a letter to 
the Secretary of that Department, on the twenty- 
fourth of March, a copy of which is subjoined to 
this report, and, on the twenty-ninth of April they 
received his answer, transmitting sundry state- 
ments, numbered from 1 to 9, inclusive, and ex- 
hibiting, in the most clear and satisfactory man- 


ner, the most important of the Treasury operations 
in relation to the debt, from the commencement of 
the present Government. These statements, to- 
gether with three letters from the Secretary, on 
this subject, are now submitted to the House ; and, 
although it is certainly possible that some trivial 
errors may have taken place in the details which 
these documents contain, yet the committee are 
perfectly confident that the general results which 
they produce must be correct. 

The statements numbers 1 and 2, contain an ac- 
count of the receipt and expenditure of all public 
money, from the commencement of the Govern- 
ment, and, whilst they show, the application of 
the revenue to the debt, they will present, at the 
same time, in one view, every expense with which 
the Treasury has been charged, and enable the 
Legislature, with more accuracy, to decide how 
far those objects, or the amount of expense, in par- 
ticular cases, may be diminished. 

The order of the House having particularly di- 
rected the attention of the committee to the in- 
crease or diminution of debt, they have thought it 
their duty to bring into view the amount of debt 
with which the present Government commenced 
its operations, and to contrast the same with the 
balance of debt on the first of January, in the pres- 
ent year. In discharging this duty, it will become 
necessary to explain the principles on which these 
statements rest, which the committee will do, in 
as concisea manner as possible. But, before they 
enter upon this detail, they cannot forbear to ex- 
press the satisfaction which they feel, in declaring 
that the documents which have been obtained 
from the Treasury will, in their opinion, fully de- 
monstrate the precision and ability with which the 
business of the Departnent has been conducted, 
and that, by the fiscal operations of the Govern- 
ment, the public debt has been diminished. 

In ascertaining the amount of the old debt, two 
different principles have been taken by those who 
have made their calculations on this subject. The 
first has been to include only the interest upon the 
debt to the close of the year 1789, as the nearest 
convenient period to the day when the Govern- 
ment commenced its operations, and, after de- 
ducting from the aggregate of debt the amount of 
funds then in the power of the Government, to 
consider the balance as the amount of old debt. 
The second principle has been, to take the amount 
of debt as the same has been liquidated and funded, 
under various acts of Congress, and after deduct- 
ing therefrom the funds acquired or possessed by 
the Government at the close of the year 1790, to 
consider the balanceas constituting the trueamount 
of old debt. The difference between these prin- 
ciples consists in this: by the last mode of compu- 
tation, the interest which accumulated upon the 
debt, subsequent to the close of the year 1789, and 
until the debt was funded and provided for, by law, 
is considered as a part of the old debt, whereas, by 
the first mode of computation, that interest is to- 
tally excluded. 

In consequence of a difference in opinion, which, 
it is understood, still exists on this point, the com- 
mittee have thought proper to state the debt in 
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both modes, that the results, in both eases, may | Funds acquired by the Government, 


be perfectly understood. 
The nominal amount of debt, on the 
Ist of January, 1790, as appears by 
statement No. 9, amounted to - $72,237,301 97 
The funds then in possession of the 
Government, and to be deducted, 
were— 
Cash in the Treasury, 
January 1, 1790 - 
Cash in the hands of 
collectors - - - 
Bonds at the custom- 
houses -~ - - 
Debts due to the United 
States, under con- 
tracts of the late Gov- 
ernment, collected at 
sundry times - - 
Debts paid in specie dur- 
ing the year 1789 - 
Proceeds of the sale of 
land to the State of 
-Pennsyl’nia, made by 
the late Government 


$28,239 61 
83,127 84 
590,468 60 


62,586 74 


15,927 13 


151,392 41 
— 931,742 33 
Amount of debt, January 1, 1790 - 71,305,559 64 
By the same document, it appears that 

the debt contracted by the late Gov- 

ernment, as the same has been li- 

quidated and funded by acts of Con- 
_ gress, amounts to - - - - $76,781,953 14 
That the funds possessed by this Gov- 

ernment, on the Ist of January, 

1791, and to be deducted from the 

debt, were as follow: 
Cash in the Treasury, 

January Ist, 1791 - $570,023 88 
Cash in the hands of 


collectors - - - 225,786 95 
Custom-house bonds un- 
collected - - - 1,052,215 13 


Money collected from 
the credits of the late 
Government, as in the 


preceding statement - 62,586 74 
Debts paid in specie dur- i 

ing the year 1789 - 15,927 13 
Sale of land to Penn- 

sylvania - - 151,392 41 


Debts purchased and 
discharged during the 


year 1790 - - 518,424 08 


2,596,356 32 


True amount of debt, January Ist, 


1791 - - - - - 74,185,596 82 


By the same document, No. 9, it ap- 

pears that the debt, exclusive oftem- 

porary loans, on the first of Janua- 

ry, 1800, amountedto - - - $76,651,820 30 
Temporary loans, without deducting 

‘bank shares - - - - - 3,640,000 00 
Nominal.amount of debt, January Ist, 


“1800-0 +--+ = 80,291,820 30 


and which may be applied to face 
the foregoing debt: 

Cash in the Treasury, January. Ist, 
1800, deducting therefrom the 
amount of unclaimed registered 
debt, and debt due to foreign offi- 
cers, which are to be considered, at 
times, as a charge on all the specie 
balance in Treasury $2,061,683 49 

Remittances to Holland, 
beyond the sum ne- 
cessary to meet all 
demands on the for- 
eign debt, to the close 


of the year 1799 - 548,955 84 
Cash in the hands of col- 
lectorsandsupervisors 532,247 81 


Bonds uncollected at the 
custom-houses, esti- 
mated at six millions, 
payable, on an ave- 
rage, at six months, 
deducting the interest 
for that term, leaves - 

2,220 shares of bank 
stock, cost $888,000 

Advance, 25 
per cent. - 


- 1,110,000 1,110,000 00 


5,826,214 00 


222,000 
Value 


10,079,101 14 
True amount of debt, January Ist, 1800 70,212,718 16 


For the purpose of showing the rapidity with 
which the public debt was diminishing, at the 
time when the hostility of France compelled the 
Government to incur those great and extraordi- 
nary expenses which appear in the Treasury state- 
ments, and to enter upon that extensive system of 
defence, which has resulted in the security of our 
commerce, the committee have thought it neces- 
sary, in addition to the preceding statements, to 
present a view of the debt on the first of January, 
1798, remarking, at the same time, that the reduc- 
tion which at that time had been made, proves, in 
the most satisfactory manner, the case with which 
the debt may be extinguished, whenever the Gov- 
ernment shall be left unembarrassed by internal 
disorder or foreign hostility. 
The nominal amount of debt, on the 

Ist of January, 1798, was - - $76,366,618 82 
Funds to be deducted, were— 

Cash in the Treasury, 

January Ist, 1798 - $1,021,889 04 

Cash in the hands of 


collectors - - 265,369 03 
Cash in the hands of 
supervisors - - 32,964 39 


Value of bonds uncol- 
lected at the custom- 
houses, January ist, 
1798, estimated at - 

Bank stock, at its value 


6,309,058 00 
1,110,000 00 
8,739,280 46 


rr 


True amount of debt, January Ist, 
67,627,338 36 


1798, - + 2 ee 
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in whatever point of view this subject is consid- 
ered, it appears clearly to the committee that the 
old debt cannot be considered as composing a 
sum less than that at which it has been funded. 

The committee would not have thought it ne- 
cessary to explain the principles on which they 
have deducted, from the nominal amount of debt, 
at the various periods when they have stated the 
same, the amount of funds acquired or possessed 
by the Government at those periods, respectively, 
had not the propriety of those deductions been 
formerly questioned. It is, however, understood 
to be now admitted that all the items compos- 
ing those funds form a proper deduction from the 
amount of debt, except the bonds remaining uncol- 
lected at the custom-houses ; this item alone, it has 
been said, ought to be excluded frem the account. 

The propriety of deducting these bonds, to- 
gether with the other items, from the debt, has ap- 
peared to the committee so apparent, that they 
have found some difficulty in rendering a princi- 
ple more intelligible, which to them appears self- 
evident. 

The object of every statement of this nature 
must be to ascertain the balance of debt; and to 
do this, it is apparent that the debts and credits of 
the Government must be drawn into the account. 
The principle which applies to the accounts of an 
individual, applies in the same manner to the ac- 
counts of a nation; the amount of debt can, in 
neither case, depend on the amount of accounts, 
but upon the balance which results from a com- 
parison of debt and credit; that these bonds are 
the property of the Government has not been con- 
troverted, and if there is any meaning in terms, 
they contain personal engagements for money, 
and must be credits; the obligation to pay these 
bonds could be no stronger, if they had been exe- 
cuted by individuals for money loaned, nor would 
the mode of collection be in the least varied; and 
whilst the effect is precisely the same with that 
of all credits, it remains for those who place them 
on different principles to explain the grounds of 
distinction. 

That they have been executed for duties is true, 
but the credit which is thereby given to the mer- 
chant is entirely for his accommodation; and 
such are the express provisions of the law, which 
requires that the duties on goods shall be paid or 
secured before they are landed, at the option of 
the importer. The duties are to be paid or secur- 
ed, not upon the consumption, but upon the im- 
portation, and the bonds which have at any period 
been taken for duties, and which remain uncol- 
lected, are to be considered as securities for the 
revenue of the preceding year; the Government 
has nothing to do with the goods on which duties 
have been secured after the bonds are taken; 
whether they are consumed or destroyed, neither 
increases or diminishes the obligation of the mer- 
chant to pay the contents of his bond. A further 
circumstance may be adverted to, which, if any- 
thing can render this point more clear and certain, 
may, perhaps, produce that effect—it is the con- 
sideration that a considerable amount of these 
bonds have already been pledged for the payment 


From whence it results that, if the amount of 
debt on the Ist of January, 1800, is contrasted 
with the debt on the first of January, 1790, it will 
appear that the debt has diminished by the sum 
of $1,092,841 48, or, if it is compared with the 
debt of January ist, 1791, the debt has diminished 
by the sum of $3,972,878 66; so that, in either 
mode of stating the account, it clearly appears 
that the debt has in fact been diminished. 

It is, perhaps, of little importance whether the 
one or the other of the preceding views is taken 
of the public debt, as the result, in either case, will 
be highly favorable to the financial operations of 
the Government; the committee, however, have 
inclined to the opinion that the debt, as it has 
been liquidated and funded by the Government, 
after deducting the amount of funds which arose 
prior to the Ist of January, 1791, ought to be con- 
sidered as constituting the true amount of debt 
with which the present Government has been 
charged by the Constitution. 

It is perfectly clear that no part of. the national 
debt can, with propriety, be considered as new 
debt, which arose prior to the complete establish- 
ment of the present Government; and it is equally 
certain that the funded debt originated from the 
contracts of the late Government, and although it 
is certain that the interest, for a certain period 
after the present Government commenced its ope- 
rations, was suffered to accumulate, and now com- 
poses a part of the capital of the debt, yet it will 

e recollected that the Government commenced 
its operations without revenue, without any sys- 
tem of finance, or funds of any description, to 
meet even the ordinary civil list expenditure ; that 
every plan which was ultimately adopted, for the 
purpose of revenue, was to be devised, matured, 
and finally carried into execution, before any mo- 
ney could be brought into the Treasury; that, 
from the nature of things, a considerable time 
must necessarily have elapsed before the Govern- 
ment could be considered as completely establish- 
ed, before any arrangements could be made, either 
for liquidating the debt or providing the means of 
discharging the interest arising thereon, and that, 
during that period, the interest (as had been the 
case before the adoption of the Constitution) did 
necessarily accumulate; but the committee be- 
lieve that this accumulation of interest is entirely 
chargeable to the imbecility of the late Govern- 
ment, and, of course, ought to be considered as 
composing a part of the old debt. Tt may like- 
wise be remarked, that the sum which was lost 
by this accumulation of interest was more than 
replaced by the terms on which the debt was 
funded. : 

The debt which had been contracted by the 
late Government generally bore an interest at six 

` per cent., and the large arrearage of interest which 
had accumulated thereon had been long due, and 
might have been demanded by the creditors in 
cash; but, by the terms of the new contracts with 
them, that interest was converted into a capital, 
bearing an interest of three per cent., and the dif- 
ference between the value of that stock and spe- 
cie, has been gained by the Government; so that, 
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ofa part of the debt. The temporary loans which 
appear in the preceding statements have all been 
obtained in anticipation of the money arising from 
the bonds; and it would be a singular case, in- 
deed, if the pledge, which is confessedly of greater 
value than the debt, and from the proceeds of 
which the debt must in fact be discharged, is to 
be totally excluded from a general account of 
debts and credits. 

In reviewing the progress and present situation 
of the debt, the committee have been led to con- 
sider the causes which have hitherto retarded its 
extinguishment. The deranged ‘state, or rather 
total want of funds and revenue, at the commence- 
ment of the Government, has been already no- 
ticed, and it cannot be necessary to.add, that the 
delays which necessarily attend all financial ope- 
rations, at their outset, must have prevented the 
Government, for a considerable time, from extend- 
ing the revenue so far as convenience and policy 
might afterwards require; but the committee 
deem it important to add that the extraordinary 
expense which has arisen within a few years, has 
swallowed up large sums of the public wealth, 
and diverted the application of those moneys which 
might otherwise have gone to the extinguishment 
of debt, to-objects connected with the honor, and, 
in some cases, with the immediate existence of 
the Government. 

‘In this class of expense will be included a large 
sum occasioned by the Indian war, one million 
two hundred and fifty thousand dollars expended 
in quelling two insurrections in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, more than one million and a half ex- 
poe in our transactions with Algiers, and other 
Mediterranean Powers, together with a much 
larger expense occasioned by the unprovoked ag- 
gressions of France upon this country. Had it 
been possible steadily to have applied those va- 
rious sums to the purchase of debt, it is easy to 
conceive how rapidly the same might have been 
extinguished. The committee have likewise no- 
ticed the large sums which have been necessarily 
expended in the erection of light-houses, repairing 
fortifications, in purchases for replenishing our 
military and naval arsenals, and in the building, 
purchase, and equipment of more than forty sail 
of ships and armed vessels, together with a con- 
siderable loan to the Commissioners of the City of 
Washington. The money expended on these ob- 
jects, it is well known, arise to a very large amount, 


‘and the property thus acquired by the Govern- | 


ment, and which is now on hand, cannot be esti- 
mated, on the most moderate calculations, at a 
sum less than four millions of dollars. The value 
of-this property might be considered as composing 
another item in the credit of the general account 
of debt, but the committee have not thought it 
necessary to. include it, and have noticed it par- 
ticularly at this time, for the purpose of exhibit- 
ingia more general view of the extraordinary ex- 
pense: incurred by the Government, and for the 


purpose of presenting all that information in re- 


lation-to the. debt which will enable the House 
accurately to. appreciate the great and increasing 
résOurtes of the country ; and on this point the 


committee cannot forbear to remark, that the pro- 
gress of the Government, in its financial opera- 
tions; must afford the most flattering presages of 
its future success, if the same system is pursued 
which has hitherto proved so successful. It can- 
not certainly be unworthy of remark, that ten 
years have not at this time elapsed since the Gov- 
ernment fairly commenced its operations; that, 
during that period, it has been necessary to liqui- 
date, to fund, and to provide fora large capital of 
floating debt, which had grown out of the disor- 
ders of the Confederation; that, during the same 
short period, the Government has been compelled 
to contend with one expensive war on the fron- 
tier, with two insurrections in the centre of our 
own country, and with depredation and hostility 
from the nations of Hurope; that these embarrass- 
ments have nevertheless been faced by the Gov- 
ernment; most of the difficulties have been. sur- 
mounted; the debt has been liquidated and di- 
minished; and the nation ‘has still continued to 
increase in wealth and population, beyond all for- 
mer example; and although the contest in which 
we are now engaged may, for a short period, re- 
tard the further extinguishment of debt, or per- 
haps produce a small addition to that which al- 
ready exists, yet it cannot be doubted that, whilst 
we maintain order at home, no exterior circum- 
stances can exhaust or greatly diminish the in- 
creasing resources of the nation. 


PHILADELPHIA, March 24, 1800. 


Sır: I have the honor to enclose the copy of a 
resolution which passed the House of Represent- 
atives on the 20th instant. 

The committee who have been appointed, in 
pursuance of this resolution, have directed me to 
request from you such a statement of the public 
accounts, relating to the debt, as will enable them, 
with the greatest facility and accuracy, to makea 
report on this subject. 

The principal object contemplated, is to ascer- , 
tain, with precision, how far the public debt has 
been increased or diminished since the establish- 
ment of the present Government. 

With a view to this object, it will naturally oc- 
cur that two general accounts are necessary. 

ist. An account exhibiting the amount of debt 
incurred, under the Confederation, and with which 
the present Government has been charged by the 
Constitution. 

2d. An account of the existing debt, at the 
latest possible period, which it is presumed must 
be on the first day of January, 1800. 

In respect to the first of these accounts, it is re- 
quested that the whole amount of the old debt, of 
every description, may be given, arranged under 
distinct and proper heads, as the same has been 
funded, assumed, liquidated, or otherwise ascer- 
tained, by acts of the Government, or settlement 
atthe Treasury. It is, however, desired, that the 


account may be so stated that the interest which 


accumulated after the commencement of the pres- 


ent Government, and which has, in any shape, 


been converted into capital, may distinctly appear. 
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The interest herein particularly alluded to, has 
accrued upon the foreign debt, upon. loan-office 
certificates, together with other evidences of debt. 
prior to the Ist of January, 1791, on the assumed 
debt, prior to the 1st of January, 1792, distinguish- 
ing, however, the interest which accumulated in 
the last year, and on the debt due to certain cred- 
itor States, to the close of the year 1794. 

In respect to the account for exhibiting a view 
of the debt on the 1st of January, 1800, it will, 
of course, contain a complete statement of the old 
and new debt, together with the purchase and re- 
imbursement of so much of the same as has been 
already discharged; but it is the wish of the com- 
mittee that the payments in specie, which have 
been made, under authority of direct grants from 
the Legislature, may be particularly stated, and 
the aggregate brought into one view. 

The committee likewise request an account of 
payments for military pensions, cash in the Treas- 
ury, cash in the hands of collectors, and an esti- 
mate of the current bonds at the custom-houses, 
deducting debentures and estimated drawbacks. 

An estimate of the value of public property, 
acquired by the present Government, is likewise 
desired ; including the capital employed in trading 
houses, light-houses, and other public buildings, 
public ships, arsenals, with their contents, and forti- 
fications. ioe 

The amount of extraordinary expense incurred 
by the Government, in consequence of events 
which itis hoped will not be repeated, is also re- 
quested. Under this head will be included ‘the 
expense of treaties with the Mediterranean Pow- 
ers; the two insurrections in Pennsylvania, and 
the war with the Indian. tribes; together with the 
extraordinary expense incurred in the Military 
and Naval Departments, in. consequence of the 
present disputes with France, exclusive of ships, 
and stores in the arsenals. 

It will likewise be satisfactory to the committee 
to be informed whether the assumed debt, inclu- 
ding the interest which accumulated on the same, 
to the close of the year 1701, was not charged to 
the particular States in the settlement with them, 
and whether the temporary loans which have 
been obtained from the bank, have not been ob- 
tained on the principle of anticipating the revenue. 

A statement of the account with the bankers in 
Holland, on its latest adjustment, and a general 
account of debts contracted and debts discharged, 
annually, will gratify the wishes of the committee. 

The committee do not wish that the statements 
from the Treasury should be exclusively confined 
to the objects which have been particularly de- 
tailed: they submit to your judgment the propri- 
ety of furnishing any other statements which, in 
your opinion, will elucidate the object of inquiry. 
They take the liberty, however, to suggest, that, 
if the time can be spared at the Treasury, it might 
be useful to obtain a. general account of receipts 
and expenditures, from the commencement of the 
Government. Ihave the honor to be, very re- 
spectfully, your obedient servant, 

ROGER GRISWOLD. 

Hon. Mr. Wotcorr, Sec. of the Treasury. 

6th Con.—41 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, April 29, 1800. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit, herewith, 
sundry statements, numbered from 1 to 9, inclu- 
sive, which have been prepared in pursuance of 
your letter of March 24, and which, I trust, will 
satisfy the inquiries of the committee appointed 
to report to the House of Representatives such 
“facts as relate to the increase or diminution of 
‘the public debt, since the establishment of the 
‘Government of the United States, under the pres- 
‘ent Constitution.” 

I have every reason to believe that the general 
results of these statements are entirely correct, 
and am unconscious of any defect in the details 
required by the committee, except in respect to 
the sums expended on fortifications, ships, arsen- 
als, and other buildings, and in the purchase of 
military and naval stores. The sums stated under 
these heads have been necessarily founded on es- 
timates, as a precise account could only be ob- 
tained from an examination of the transactions of 
the agents employed by each of the Executive 
Departments, and a valuation of the property now 
remaining in the possession of the Government. 
I trust, however, that I am not mistaken in assur- 
ing the committee that the value of the public 
property has not been overrated. 

If the documents now transmitted should, in 
the opinion of the committee, require elucidation, 
their commands shall be executed with alacrity ; 
it being certain, that, whatever opinions may be 
entertained respecting the increase or diminution 
of the public debt, in consequence of expendi- 
tures which have been authorized by the present 
Government, there can be no difficulty in deter- 
mining the true state of all the facts by which 
those opinions must be supported. I have the 
honor to be, with perfect respect, sir, your most 


obedient servant, 
OLIVER WOLCOTT. 
Hon. Rocer Griswoip, Chairman, §c. 
[The tables, being voluminous, are necessarily omitted. } 


ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


The Secretary of the Treasury respectfully reports to 
the House of Representatives of the United States, 
That, for the service of the year 1801, the following 
appropriations, as detailed in the estimates herewith 
transmitted, appear to be necessary: ‘ 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
December 10, 1800. 

For the Civil List, for the support of Government, 
including the contingent expenses of the seve- 
ral departments and offices - $594,701 37 

For the payment of annuities and 


grants - - - - 1,753 33 
For the support of the Mint Estab- 

lishment - > - - 13,800 00 
For the ordinary expenses of inter- 

course with foreign nations - 85,000 00 
For expenses incident to the treaties 

with Great Britain, Spain, and the 

Mediterranean Powers - - 361,364 00 
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For the expenses of supporting the 
elaims of citizens of the United 
States, to property captured and 
detained in foreign countries - 

For aid to distressed American sea; 
men in foreign countries, and oc- 
casional assistance after their ar- 
rival in the United States - 

For defraying the expenses incident 
to the valuation of dwelling-houses 
and lands,and the enumeration of 
slaves, in pursuance of the act of 
Congress, passed on the 9th of 
July, 1798, and, in addition to the 
funds heretofore appropriated = - 

‘For the military department, includ- 
ing the pay of the Army, rations, 
clothing, hospital, ordnance, quar- 
termaster and Indian expenses ; 
the defensive protection of the 
frontiers, and contingencies, agree- 
ably to the estimate of the Secre- 
ary of War - - - 

For the payment of military pensions 

‘For the Navy Department, including 
the pay and subsistence of officers 
and men, hospital and contingent 
expenses ; the support of the corps 
of marines; for completing navy- 
yards, docks, and wharves; and 
on account of building six seven- 
ty-four gun ships, agreeably to the 
estimate of the Secretary of the 
Navy - - - - 2,342,352 95 

For the fabrication of cannon and 
small arms, and the purchase of 
ammunition for the Army and Na- 
vy, and for the militia of the Uni- 
ted States - - - - 

For the support of light-houses, bea- 
cons, buoys, and public piers, and 
other establishments for the secu- 
rity of navigation - - 

For the second enumeration of the 
inhabitants of the United States - 

For satisfying miscellaneous claims, 
including the expenses of returning 
the votes for President and Vice 
President of the United States - 


$64,000 00 


30,000 00 


40,000 00 


1,400,001 00 
93,000 00 


400,000 00 


38,622, 70 
60,000 00 


5,600 00 


Amouating in the whole to - 5,529,695 35 


The funds out of which appropriations may be 
made for the purposes before mentioned, are: 

ist. The sum of six hundred thousand dollars 
of the proceeds of duties on imports and tonnage, 
which will accrue in the year 1801, which sum is 
by law annually reserved for the support of Gov- 
ernment. 


2d. The surplus of the revenue and income of 


the United States, which may accrue, to the end 
of the year 1801, after satisfying the objects for 
which appropriations have been heretofore made. 

~The Secretary also transmits a statement of the 
receipts and expenditures of the United States, for 
the year prior- tothe Ist of October last, being the 


latest period to which an account can be prepared. 
All which is most respectfully submitted, by 
OLIVER WOLCOTT, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


After this general statement the Secretary descends to 
a distinct specification of the several items; the most 
interesting of which, frequently in a condensed form, 
follow: 


President and Vice President -~ - $30,000 
Senate and House of Representatives - 209,470 
Judiciary - - - - 78,900 
Treasury Department - - - . 92,713 
Loan officers and clerks - - 28,250 
Department of State - - - 24,800 
Mint - ‘ 3 ; - 23,600 
War Department - - - 36,766 
Navy Department - - - 24,489 
General Post Office - - - 12,112 
Surveyor General’s Department - 28,200 
Territory Northwest of Ohio . = - 5,500 

4 “ Mississippi - - 5,500 

€  «  Tndiana - - - . 5,500 
Demands unprovided for - - -20,000 
Annuities and grants ~- - - 1/753 


Diplomatic Department. 


The Secretary of State estimates the following sums 
for the expenses of foreign intercourse and treaties 
for the year 1801. f 


For one Minister Plenipotentiary to Great 


Britain - - - $9,000 
One ditto to Prussia - + - 9,000 
One ditto to Spain - - - 9,000 
One ditto to Portugal - . - - 9,000 
One Minister Resident to the Batavian 
Republic - - = - 4,500 
Their secretaries (five) at 1350 dolls. each — 6,750 
Contingencies other than personal - 2,750 
Making good the deficiency for 1800, in 
the estimate for the mission to France 20,000 
One Consul General at Algiers - - 4,000 
One Consul at Tunis - - - (2,000 
One ditto at Tripoli - - - 2,000 
One ditto to the kingdom of Morocco- 2,000 
Contingencies other than personal - — 5,000 
85,000 


| 


Treaties. 
For carrying into effect the Treaty of Amity, 
` Commerce, and Navigation, between the United 
States and the King of Great Britain, viz: 
For the salaries of the Commissioners un- 


der the 6th article - - - $13,320 
For salary of the secretary, clerk-hire, 

stationery, &c., for ditto, - - . 4,000 
The salary of agent relative to said article 2,000 


Clerk-hire and other contingencies of said 


agent’s office - - - : - 3,100 
Payment to special agents appointed by 
ditto - - : ` - 20,000 
The salaries of the Commissioners under 
14,444 


the 7th article - = z > 


For defraying the expenses incident to the 
` valuation of lands and houses, and the 
enumeration of slaves within the Uni- 
ted States, as directed by the late act of 
Congress of the 9th July, 1798, in addi- 
tion to the funds heretofore appropria- 


ted for that purpose - - - 40,000 


70,000 


| 


Military Establishment. 


Pay of the Army, consisting of 1,400 of- 
ficers, artificers, musicians, &c., and 


: of 4,040 privates - - - 480,390 
Forage of ditto .- - - - 7,680 
Subsistence of ditto.  - - - 306,395 
Horses for ditto © ~ - os 5,000 
Clothing, bounties, premiums; medical 

and hospital departments - - 203,530 
Quartermaster’s department - - 165,000 


1,167,991 
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Clerk-hire, FON rent, and other contin- Ordnance Department. 
gencies of ditto. = - - $2,000 : : ` 
For deficiency of former appropriations : Dapeng 3r F hiadelphia - $9,060 
for carrying into effect the Treaty be- Ditto. x Harpe? e d 5 - 53,592 
tween the United States and the King L b d i A ae Berry | - 24,540 
of Spain, particularly in funning the = ae ee chuyikill - 6,460 
boundary line, pursuant to the second Rat pentane tls ii - 1,960 
article of the said treaty, and sundry ONS 2 i ~ 4,388 1 
contingent expenses of the military es- Defensive protection of frontiers, & 30°000 
cort which attended the Commissioners Milit pro, FOR EES Sea ? 
_ of the United States - - - 46,500 as E a 7 7 = _ 90,300 
For the difference between the cost of 
stipulated articles in the annuity to the : 1,390,991 
Dey and Regency of Algiers, and the Indian Department. e 
permanent appropriation therefor — - 56,000 | Annuities to the Six Nations of Indians 4,500 
For fulfilling the engagements of the Uni- Cherokees a x 3 - 6,000 
ted States with the Mediterranean Pow- _ Chickasaws - - 5 z 3,000 
ers, viz: Algiers, Tunis, and Tripoli. - 200,000 | Creeks - 5 z 2 ~ 1,500 
———— | Choctaws* - - - - 2,000 
361,394 
_ Prize Causes. 17,000 
For prosecuting the claims of American citizens | Expenses attending the transporta- f 
for property captured by the belligerent Powers, | tion of the above annuities, and 
‘viz: i i MAN also the annuities per act of the 
or the salaries of two agents residing in 6th of May, 1796, - - 11,500 
London. > : 3 - $5,000 | Deduct so much appropriated - 1,500 
Ls contingencies other than personal 4,000 10,000 
For prosecuting claims before the high : rilisan > sai 
Courts of Admiralty and Courts of Ap- dies eee ee pay of tempora- 15.000 
, peals in England 7 ae - 45,000 Contingent expenses for presents to In- 
Reimbursing Consulsof the United States dians on their visits to the seat of Gov- 
_ for instituting and supporting claims to ernment, also for expenses attending 
oe property, before tribunals in their. journeys, and during their stay, 
_ foreign countries i ° > 10,000 and on their return home, &e. &e. - — 7,500 
64.000 Rations to Indians at the different mili- 
gat tl y tary posts, and within their respective 
Relief of Seamen. ae nations - - - =- 22,500 
For the salary of an agent residing in 
. England, reimbursing Consuls and oth- ‘ 72,000 
ers for aid rendered to distressed sea- iat 
men in foreign countries, bringing them Naval Establishment. 
er avert lea and Giga the 30,000 | _ 1 United States, Constitution, President, Ches- 


apeake, and Philadelphia—44 guns each. 

2. Constellation, Congress, New York, and In- 
surgent—36 guns each. 

3. Boston and Essex—32 guns each. 

4. George Washington, General Greene, Ad- 
ams, and John Adams—each 24 guns on main 
deck, and 8 on quarter deck. 

5. Ganges, Connecticut, Maryland, Portsmouth, 
Merrimack, Patapsco, Delaware, and Baltimore— 
each 20 and under 32 guns. 

6. Herald, Trumbull, and Warren—i8 guns 
each. 

7. Richmond and Augusta—16 guns each. 

8. Eagle, Pickering, Scammel, Experiment, 
Enterprise—from 12 to 14 guns each. 

9. Seven galleys. 


* Although the Choctaws are not entitled to claim 
the above sum, by treaty, or authorized agreement, yet 
as beneficial effects are presumed to have resulted from 
the same grant made to them in the present year, the 
propriety and policy of renewing the appropriation is 
respectfully submitted. 
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The Secretary of the Navy makes the following esti- 


mate of the pay, subsistence, and other expenses of 


the following description of ships of war, viz: 


Of 44 guns and 400 men ` - - $115,945, 
36 guns and 340 men: - - 98,347 
32 guns and 260 men - - 74,999 
24 on gun deck, 8 on quarter deck, l 
and 220 men - - - 66,785 
20 to 26 guns and 180 men - 57,269 
18 guns and 140 men - | - 45,780 
16 to 18 guns and 100 men - 35,737 
12 to 14 guns and 70 men - 24213 
Galley 28 men - - - 9,200 
Marine corps, consisting of 1143 men, 
including officers - - $166,903 
5 frigates of 44 guns - - 579,728 
4 do. of 36 do. - - 393,391 
2 do. of 32 do. - - 149,999 
4 (smaller) of 32 guns - - 267,035 
8 ships of 20 to 26 guns - - 458,158 
3 sloops of war of 18 guns - 137,341 
2 brigs of 16 to 18 guns. - - 71474 
5 brigs and schooners of 12 to 14 
guns -~ - - - 121,069 
7 galleys: - - - - 64,400 
Contingent expenses - - 37,850 
Total, adding fractions, - - 2,447,352 
The Sceretary further estimates: i 
For progressing with six seventy- 
four gun ships, and for completing 
navy yards, docks, wharves, &c. - $500,000 
For erecting marine barracks - 20,000 
Formaintenanceof French prisoners 30,000 
And to make up the deficiencies of 
former appropiations for the main- 
tenance of French prisoners - 45,000 


3,042,352 95 
But the appropriations heretofore 
made for the different objects re- 
lating to the Navy will not be ex- 
hausted at the end of the present 
year, by a sum equal to $700,000, 
so it may not be necessary to ap- 
propriate for the year 1801, for all 
the navy purposes, exclusive of 
providing timber to be laid up in 
store for fature use, more than - 700,000 
2,342,352 95 


Estimate of the number of persons composing the crews 
of the Navy of the United States. 


5 Frigates of 44 guns and 400 men, 2,000 
3 


4 Ditto 6 340 1,360 
2 Ditto 32 260 520 
4 Ditto, smaller, 32 220 880 
8 Ships of 20 to 26 180 1,440 
3.Sloops of 18 140 420 
2 -Brigs 16 to 18 100 200 
_ 5Dowand schooners, 12 to 14 70 350 
7Galleys. 28 196 


Total, including marines. - -7,366 


SINKING FUND. 


[Communicated to the Senate, Nov. 28, 1800.] 


The Commissioners of the Sinking Fund respect- 
fully report to Congress as follows: 

That the measures which have been authorized 
by the Board, subsequent to their report of the 11th 
of December, 1799, so far as the same have been 
completed, are fully detailed in the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to this Board, dated ` 
the 27th of November, 1800, and in the proceed- 


ings of the officers of the Treasury, therein refer- 
red to, which are herewith transmitted, and pray- 
ed to be received as part of this report. 
JOHN E. HOWARD, 
President of the Senate pro tem. 
November 28th, 1800. 


The Secretary of the Treasury respectfully re- 
ports to the Commissioners of the Sinking 
Fund: 

That no purchases of the debt of the United 
States have been made, since the date of the last 
report to Congress, of the 1ith day of December, 
1799; and that the sums of capital stock: hereto- 
fore purchased and transferred, prior to the pres- 
ent year, in trust for the United States, the inter- 
est whereon is appropriated, by law, towards the 
reduction of the public debt, amounts to four mil- 
lions seven hundred and four thousand two hun- 
dred and nineteen dollars and sixty cents, as will 
more particularly appear from the document here- 
to annexed, marked A. 

That the following sums have been applied to- 
wards the discharge of the principal debt of the 
United States, since the date of the last report to 
Congress of the 11th of December, 1799: 
ist. To the fifth instalment of the six per cent. 

stock, bearing a present interest, which, pursu- 

ant to the act, entitled “An act making further 
provision for the support of public credit, and 
tor the redemption. of the public debt,” passed 
on the 3d day of March, 1795, and the act in ad- 
dition thereto, passed on the 28th day of April, 

1796, became payable on the first day of Jan- 

vary, 1800, the sum of - = $716,894 36 
2d. To the payment of the eighth 

instalment of the subscription loan ` 

for bank stock, due on the last day 
of December, 1799 - - - 
3d. To the payment of the third in- 
stalment of a loan of one million 
of guilders, obtained in Holland, 
and which fell due the present 
year, pursuant to a contract, dated 
the Ist of June, 1787, estimated at 

40 cents per guilder -  - = 
4th. To the payment of the second 

instalment of a loan of one mil- 

lion of guilders, obtained in Hol- 

land, and which fell due in the 
present year, pursuant to a con- 
tract, dated the 13th of March, 

1788, estimated at 40 cents per 

guilder -00> o - - 


200,000 00 


80,000 00 


80,000 00 
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5th. To the payment of the first in- 
stalment of a loan of three mil- 
lions of guilders, obtained in Hol- 
land, and which fell due in the 
present year, pursuant to a con- 
tract, dated the Ist day of January, 
1790, estimated at forty cents per 
guilder - - - - - 


$1,316,894 36 


240,000 00 


Amounting in the whole to 


The payments before enumerated have been 
made out of the following funds: 
1st. The interest fund on the sums which accru- 
ed upon the stock purchased, and transferred to 
the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, in 
trust for the United States, as particularly 
stated in the document hereto añ- 
nexed, marked B - =. =. $522,323 11 
2d. The fund arising from the pay- 
‘ment of debts, which. originated 
prior to the present: Constitution 
of the United States, as particu- 
larly stated inthe document mark- 
Oe or e o 2,943 39 
3d. The fund arising from dividends 
on the capital stock, belonging to 
the United States, in the Bank of 
the United States, from the ist of 
July, 1798, to the 30th of June, 
` 1799, after deducting the interest 
on the subscription loan for the 
same period, as particularly stated 
in the document hereto annexed, 
marked D - - =- = 
Ath. The proceeds of duties on goods, 
wares, and merchandise, imported, 
on the tonnage of ships or vessels, 
and on spirits distilled within the 
United States, and stills, appro- 
priated by the 8th section of the 
act of March 3d, 1795, entitled 
“ An act making further provision 
for the support of public credit, 
and for the redemption of the pub- 
lic debt,” being for the period and 
in reference to the objects men- 
tioned in this report -~  -  - 762,587 86 


$1,316,894 36 


[i 


29,040 00 


Making, in the whole, an equal amount to the 
reimbursements before mentioned. 

There remained in the hands of the Treasurer 
of the United States, as agent of the Board of 
Commissioners, on the twenty-fifth of the present 
month, one hundred and sixty-nine thousand and 
eighty-seven dollars and four cents, which, with 
the growing produce of other appropriated funds, 
will be sufficient for the reimbursement, at the 
end of the present year, of the sixth instalment of 
the six per cent. stock, bearing a present interest, 
and the ninth instalment of the subscription loan 
for stock of the Bank of the United States, which 
reimbursements are required to be made by the 


11th section of the act of Congress, passed on the 
3d of March, 1795, herein before mentioned. 
All which is respectfully submitted, by 
OLIVER WOLCOTT, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Treasury Department, Nov. 27, 1800. 


[Tables omitted.] 


THE MINT. 


[Communicated to Congress, January 21, 1801.]. 


MINT OF THE UNITED States, 
January 2, 1801. 


The Directer of the Mint respectfully informs 
the President that the enclosed abstract of coin 
issued from the Mint of the United States, and 
struck since the 31st of December last, shows the 
amount to be three hundred and seventeen thou- 
sand seven hundred and sixty dollars, in gold coins; 
two hundred and twenty-four thousand two hun- 
dred and ninety-six dollars, in silver coins; and 
twenty-nine thousand two hundred and seventy- 
nine dollars and forty cents, in copper cents and 
half cents; making up, in the whole, the quantity 
of five hundred and seventy-one thousand three 
hundred and thirty-five dollars, and furty cents. 

For the information of Government, the Di- 
rector thinks it expedient to enclose a statement 
of the expenses and profits of the Mint for the 
year past, which, from a number of concurring 
circumstances, has been full as expensive as may 
hereafter be expected, extraordinary supplies or 
repairs excepted. 

The Director has a peculiar satisfaction in in- 
forming the President that there has been received 
from the test bottoms and ashes, accumulated before 
his administration of the Mint, four hundred and 
twenty-eight dollars and forty-seven cents; which 
repays so much of the nine hundred and seventy- 
four dollars, heretofore allowed by Congress, as a 
deficiency in the former account of bullion, and 
that there is still a quantity of ashes remaining to 
be cleansed and refined. 

The cents issued from the Mint, amounting, 
now, to the sum of seventy-nine thousand three 
hundred and ninety dollars and eighty-two cents, 
the proclamation required by law ought to be is- 
sued, by which all other copper coin will be put 
out of circulation. 

The late act of Congress, directing the Mint to 
remain at Philadelphia, will expire in March next; 
some further legal provision will be necessary for 
its continuance here, or removal to the seat of 
Government. At all events, it will be necessary 
to provide some other mode of assaying the re- 
served pieces, set apart by direction of the act of 
Congress of the 2d of April, 1792, and required by 
that act to be done once in every year, under the 
inspection of the Chief Justice, the Secretary and 
Comptroller of the Treasury, Secretary for the 
Department of State, and the Attorney General, 
who are required to attend at the Mint, for that 
purpose. As it will be impracticable for those 
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officers to leave the seat of Government, to com- 
ply with this part of the law, and the year will 
expire on the second Monday in February next, 
the Director respectfully submits to the President 
the propriety of recommending to Congress the 
necessity of a previous provision by law, to pre- 
vent a non-compliance with a positive injunction 
of an act of Congress. 

The great rise in the price of copper, in Great 
Britain, has prevented so large an importation, 
‘and of course so large an issue of cents from the 
Mint, as would, otherwise, have been done, the 
public being now tolerably well supplied with that 
species of small change. 

The Director thinks it his duty to inform the 
President that, having had occasion, during the 
past year, to have accurate assays made of Span- 
ish milled doubloons, it was found that their real 
value, compared with the standard of the United 
States, was rather less than eighty-five cents the 
penny weight; whereas, by the act of Congress, of 
the 9th of February, 1793, they are made a legal 
tender, at about elghty-seven cents the penny- 
weight, or, in the language of the act, “at the rate 
of one hundred cents for every twenty-seven grains 
and two-fifths of a grain, of the actual weight 
thereof,” which creates a loss, on the part of the 
citizens of the United States, of twenty-seven dol- 
lars and forty-two cents on one thousand penny- 
weight. The official certificate of the assayer is 
enclosed with this report. 

All which is respectfully submitted to the Presi- 


dent. ; 
ELIAS BOUDINOT, Director. 
The Presipent of the United States. 


ENCOURAGEMENT TO MANUFACTURES. 


[Communicated to the House of Reps., Feb. 2. 1801.] 


Mr. Samoget Smiru, from the Committee on 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom were re- 
ferred the several memorials and petitions of sun- 
dry mechanics and manufacturers, of New York; 
of the Providence Association of Mechanics and 
Manufacturers; of the Asylum Company of Jour- 
neymen Printers of Philadelphia; and of John 
Davies, of Alexandria, praying for further en- 
couragement to be given to the manufactures of 
the United States, by extending the duties on im- 
portation, reported: 

That, in their opinion, it would be inexpedient, 
at the present time, further to increase the duties 
on imported articles. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
‘United States, in Congress assembled, the memorial 
“ofthe subscribers, mechanics and manufacturers, in 

—sthe city of New York, respectfully sheweth: 

- Your memorialists, with deference to the supe- 

tior discernment of Congress, entreat permission 

“to call their attention to the subject of manufac- 

-tates within the United States. 

While ‘the: prosperity of agriculture and com- 


| 


merce are deservedly objects of national solicitude, 
the interest of the manufacturer is entitled toa 
share of attention. 

It appears to your memorialists to be a princi- 
ple of the most obvious policy, that the capital 
and labor of a State should be directed towards 
objects most conducive to the public prosperity. 

A country so extensive as the United States, 
and comprehending such varieties of soil and celi- 
mate, must, necessarily, afford a proportionable 
variety and quantity of materials for the purposes 
of manufacture. Wool, cotton, flax, iron, indigo, 
and numberless other articles, can, with care, be 
furnished in the greatest abundance; the addition 
of labor, only, is wanted, to convert them into valu- 
able fabrics. Labor can be considerably facilitated 
by machinery, and the American genius is particu- 
larly adapted to mechanics: 

Your memorialists do further respectfully rep- 
resent, that the prosperity of a State is not only 
evidenced by its population, but that it likewise 
consists in the industry of its inhabitants; their 
usefulness to each other, and their independence 
of foreign Powers. 

While destitute of manufactures, and dependent 
upon Europeans for a supply of those articles 
which nature or habit have classed among the 
necessaries of life, we hold some of our principal 
blessings upon a precarious tenure, of which war 
or shipwreck may deprive us. 

So long as we remain a nation of farmers and 
merchants merely, we shall be tributary to the 
Europeans; we shall lavish upon them the wealth 
that may be retained at home, and pay to them a 
tax, which is multiplied in every hand through 
which it passes. 

The value of the raw material frequently bears 
an inconsiderable proportion to that of the manu- 
factured article. The iron, which costs a single 
cent, is worth an ‘eagle when moulded by the in- 
genuity of the artisan of Birmingham or Shef- 
field. To reward the labor of foreign artificers 
would be generous ; but it would be just to remu- 
nerate the industry and ingenuity of our own 
countrymen and citizens. 

With submission, your memorialists represent, 
that the introduction of manufactures would not 
militate against the interest of the American mer- 
chant. The manufactures of Britain constitute 
the foundation of her commerce. Should any 
branch of manufacture, when fostered by the pro- 
tecting hand of Government, rise superior to our 
internal necessities, we should trust to its excel- 
lence to furnish it with a market. Should any 
branch of commerce be affected by the origin of 
domestic manufactures, the activity and enterprise 
of the merchant will not fail to discover a new 
employment for his capital. The increasing popu- 
lation and wants of our country will prevent a 
diminution of foreign commerce, for a long time. 
while the introduction of manufactures will sup- 
port a domestic commerce, equally advantageous. 
to the merchant, because it will employ his capi- 
tal at mueh less hazard; more beneficial to the. 
community, because its profits will be distributed 
among Our own Citizens; more conducive to the 
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prosperity of the Government; because the inter- 
nal intercourse it will occasion, will tend to assim- 
ilate and strengthen the empire. 

It is not on a sudden that manufactures can be 
established ; they must be pursued with persever- 
ing diligence, and nursed by guardian care. They 
will have many obstacles. to encounter, and will 
be opposed by those Europeans, whose interest it 
is to render us their perpetual tributaries. But 
this is a stage through which manufactures must 
inevitably pass. The weakness of infancy must 
precede the maturity and vigor of manhood ; and 
unless a commencement is made, we shall have 
nearly the same obstacles to combat in the next 
century, that are opposed to us in the present. It 
appears, therefore, to your memorialists, to be the 
true interest of the United States to lay the foun- 
dation of infant. manufactures, and.to commence 
with such articles as can best be supported. When 
countenanced by the protection of the Govern- 
ment, they will gradually increase, and a. new 
source of opulence and prosperity be opened to our 
country. : 

Nations the most. polite and enlightened have 
ever bestowed the utmost attention upon manu- 
factures; they have even cherished valuable fab- 
ries by premiums. and bounties, though your me- 
morialists. require not these inducements to call 
forth their enterprise and industry. 

Your. memorialists beg leave further to repre- 
sent that, by some fatal inattention, the breed and 
numbers of our sheep are now on the decline, and 
with deference submit to the consideration of Con- 
gress, whether suitable measures should not: be 
taken to encourage the raising and importation of 
these valuable animals. 

And your memorialists do pray that Congress, 
by imposing protecting duties, and by such other 
measures as they, in their wisdom, may suggest, 
will.afford encouragement: to such manufactures 
and fabrics as may be most useful and most likely 
to succeed in the United States. Your memorial- 
ists take the liberty of suggesting, in a schedule, 
hereto annexed, such particular manufactures as 
they consider may be most successfully established, 
and your memorialists pray that such encourage- 
ment may be extended toward them, as, in the 
opinion of Congress, may be deemed proper and 
necessary. 

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will 
ever pray. : 


Mr. Gaiswoup, from the Committee of Ways and 

Means, to whom was referred the petition of 
- Asa Benjamin, reported: 

That the petitioner is a manufacturer of cordage, 
and states: that, in consequence of the high price 
of labor, the manufacturers of that article are not 
able. to afford’ cordage at so. moderate a price as 
foreign cordage is sold at, in. our own markets ; 
and he prays that an additional duty may be laid 
on imported cordage. 

The committee highly appreciate. the import- 
ance of the cordage manufacture} and fully be- 
lieve that, if any serious danger existed of the loss 
of this important. branch of business, it would be 


expedient that Government should immediately 
extend its patronage to it; but, from the best in- 
formation the committee can collect, they are per- 
suaded that no such danger exists. ; 

And when it is recollected that imported cord- 
age is already subjected. to a high duty; that 
duties upon foreign goods must, in their nature, 
operate to give a bounty to the home manufacture 
of the same articles, and must be paid by the con- 
sumer, it is believed that the home manufacturers 
have not, at this time, any reasonable ground of 
complaint; and that an increase of duty, at this 
time, merely to increase the price of the article, 
would be unreasonable, as it respects the consumer. 

The committee, therefore, report, that it is not 
expedient to grant the prayer of this petition. 


STATE BALANCES. 


[Communicated to the Senate, March 3, 1801.] 
Mr. BLoopwortu, from the committee appointed 
to inquire whether any, and what, further meas- 
ures it is expedient to adopt with respect to the 
balances reported by the Commissioners appoint- 
ed to settle the accounts between the United 

States and several States, made the following 

report: 

That, as no disposition has been evidenced by 
any of the States, against whom balances were 
reported by theaforementioned Commissioners, ex- 
cept by the State of New York, to subscribe to the 
terms offered by.-Congress, a further continuance 
of the demand against those States, the justice 
and equity of which they do not admit, and for 
effecting the payment of which no measure of 
coercion can ever be resorted to, is not likely to 
answer any useful purpose, but, on the contrary, 
is calculated to occasion perpetual disquiet, as well 
to the creditor as to the debtor States. Under 
this, and every other view of the subject that they 
have been able to take, the committee are impress- 
ed with an opinion that it is advisable to extin- 
guish the claim of the United States for the bal- 
ances of those States who have declined accept- 
ing the terms of payment proposed by the act of 
pens passed on the 15th day of February, 
1799. 


INSURRECTION IN PENNSYLVANIA. 
[Communicated to Congress, Dec. 5, 1799, by Mes- 
sage from the President of the United States.] 


Letter from the District Judge of Pennsylvania, 

ParuapeLpuia, March 11, 1799. 
Sim: I cannot longer omit transmitting to you 
some documents which are enclosed, showing that 
a daring combination, and treasonable opposition 
to the laws of the United States, has recently 
been brought to a crisis, in Northampton county, 
in this district. I had some time ago issued my. 
warrants against sundry offenders in that county 
who had been charged, on oath, with misdemean- 
ors in entering into unlawful combinations to re- 
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sist the law commonly called the house-tax law, | came in and signed the obligation. This being 


accomplished, we came to Bethlehem ; set out for 
Macungy township in company with Colonel 
Stephen Balliot. We lodged that night at Emaus; 
next morning, the 5th instant, we set out for Mil- 
lerstown: on our way I stopped at the house of 
George Seider to serve a subpoena on him as a 
witness ón the part of the United States. His 
wife came to the door; on being asked for her 
husband, she abused me and the gentlemen with 
me. He came to the door, (with a club in his 
hand, of green oak, which seemed to. have been 
procured for the occasion,) and called us every 
abusive name the German language can afford, 
refusing at the same time the subpena. I gave it 
into the hands of a person present, who after- 
wards gave it to him,and rode on, When we 
got near Millerstown, we observed people assem- 
bling from all quarters; in some instances two 
men riding on one horse. ‘This, from the con- 
duct of Seider, led to a belief that an opposition 
was intended to be made to the arresting of any 


and rendering it unsafe for the officers appointed 
under that act to perform their duties. The Mar- 
shal endeavored to execute my warrants, and had 
proceeded in the business as far as is related in 
the papers enclosed. The result may be gathered 
from these papers. But I have directed the Mar- 
shal to make a more accurate statement, which, 
with other proofs I daily expect, I will transmit. 
I shall proceed, when furnished with the neces- 
sary testimony, to issue warrants against those 
who took up arms and rescued the prisoners. But 
I fear the process cannot be executed without a 
military force: this, at least, seems to be probable 
from the opinions given in the enclosed papers, 
and from the facts therein stated. The same 
spirit exists in some parts of Montgomery and 
Bucks counties, though it has not yet arrived to 
the violent extreme exhibited in Northampton. I 
shall issue a number of warrants against offenders 
in those latter counties forthwith ; and if any re- 


sistance should there happen, I will duly inform 
you, that you may lay the information before the 
President, to whom, Í pray you, to transmit that 
herein given. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 


obedient servant, 
RICHARD PETERS, 
Judge of the Pa. District, U. 8. 
Colonel Timorny PICKERING, - 
Secretary of State. 


Report of the Marshal of the District of Pa. 
PuitapeLpuia, March 11, 1799. 


Sir: On the 20th of February last the honor- 
able Richard Peters, Esq. issued warrants against 
sundry persons residing in the county of North- 
ampton, who had given opposition to the execu- 
tion of the law of the United States laying a tax 
on lands and houses, and a number of subpenas 
for witnesses there and in the county of Mont- 
gomery. The writs were put into my hands on 
the 23d; on the 26th I set out,and got to Norrris- 
town that night; on the next morning (the 27th) 
I set out from thence, and on that day served all 
my subpeenas in Montgomery, and on the 28th 
got to Emaus, in Northampton county. I was 
informed there that an express had arrived from 
Philadelphia with despatches informing them of 
my business, which created some alarm amongst 
the people in opposition in Millerstown and its 
vicinity. A meeting of a troop of horse was 
called there, of which a Mr. Jarrett, a Justice of 
the Peace, was the Captain. Messengers were 
sent to various places for purposes of which I was 
unacquainted. Next day I proceeded to Naza- 
reth, saw Judge Henry and Mr. Eyerly, and on 
Saturday morning, the 2d instant, Mr. Byerly and 
I rode into Lehigh township, where I arrested 
eleven persons, and on the next day took security 
from them that they would appear at Bethlehem, 
at.the public inn, on Thursday morning, the 7th 
instant, to march with me to the city of Philadel- 
phia; there.to enter into recognizance to appear at 
the next circuit court to answer, &c. Five others 


before to Philadelphia. 


of the offenders against the laws of the United 
States in that place. 
Buskirk’s, (a German clergyman near the town,) 
and walked in. 


We left our horses at Mr. 


We went first to the house of 
George Schaffer, one of the worst offenders. We 
were there informed that he had gone the day 
We then went to the 
house of Henry Shankweiller, where we found 
upwards of fifty men (chiefly armed with clubs,) 
prepared to prevent the execution of the law. 
Shankweiller was shown to me; as I advanced 
towards him, he retreated into the midst of the 
crowd. I, however, arrested him; he refused to 
submit to the arrest; the mob swore that, before 
he should be taken, they would, to a man, fight 
till they died; that he should not submit; he 
swore he never would; he would die first. , I ex- 
plained to them the consequence of resisting; he 
swore he did not care if it cost him his life and 
all his property, even to the destruction of his 
family, he would not. Upon which, Jacob and 
Daniel Schaffer, brothers of the aforenamed Henry 
Schaffer, a young man of the name of Schwartz, 
who tore the cockade from Col. Balliot’s hat, and 
many others whom I did not know, nor could find 
any person who would: furnish me with their 
names, rushed on in the most violent torrent of 
abuse, threatening vengeance, particularly against 
Eyerly and Balliot, calling to each other, “strike, 


strike !” all desirous that some one might begin 
the affray. 
people, to keep them off. He desired them not to 


I desired Shankweiller to quiet those 


hurt the Marshal; but Eyerly and Balliot, he 
said, were damned rascals. Tinformed him and 
his people that those gentlemen were under my 
protection; that I would protect them; and 
showed some little resolution, which seemed to 
strike terror into them ; upon which they gave 
way, and the gentlemen got out of the house. It 
is my opinion that if one single blow had been 
struck the whole of the rascals would have fallen 
on,and we thrée should have been killed. Shank- 
weiller, however, before I left him, promised to 
meet me on Thursday morning at Bethlehem, 
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but without a promise of submission. We went 
from thence to Jeremiah Trexler’s; lodged there 
that night. Next morning I hired.a constable 
to go with and show me the. persons of Daniel 
Harvey, Adam Stephen, and Herman Hortman, 
whom I arrested, and obtained their promise to 
meet me. on the morning after at Bethlehem. 
Hortman was insolent, disputed my authority, but 
submitted. I returned to Trexler’s; was. there 
informed that a reseue of the prisoners, as soon 
as I had them assembled, was intended. Mr. 
Byerly, Mr. Balliot and I, returned to Bethlehem, 
where Judge Henry gave us the same informa- 
tion. I then called a posse comitatus of about 
fourteen men to my aid in support of the authority 
of the United States, who attended unarmed. 
About 11 o’clock in the forenoon of Thursday, 
two men came into the yard of the public inn. 
One had a large duck gun, and the other a rifle. 
After some conversation with them I disarmed 
and confined them, concluding that if all the res- 
cuers came in that scattered and unmilitary man- 
ner, a good account might be given of them. 
After some time, up came Shankweiller of Mil- 
lerstown, with William Desh, Jacob Cline, and 
David Scheffer, three of Captain Jarrett’s troop of 
horse; I asked him if he had come to surrender 
himself to. me, and submit to the laws of*the 
United States? He impertinently answered no, 
and kept r»ther behind the horsemen. I asked 
him for what purpose he came? He answered, 
to see his partner, (meaning hisaccuser.) Icom- 
manded him to submit; he refused in the most 
positive manner. After some timea person came 
up, informing us that, a large body of men, horse 
and foot, were assembled, armed with guns, swords, 
and pistols, at the Lehigh bridge, in a hostile man- 
ner; on which information, I sent down John 
Mulhallon, Esq, Major William Burnett, Isaac 
Hartzell, and Christian Rhodt, two of whom 
were supposed to be in the confidence of the 
people in arms, to ask of them their object, 
‘whether it was a rescue, and to warn them of the 
danger of such an attempt. They went down, 
spoke with them, and returned with reports unfa- 
vorable, which were that a rescue was intended, 
that I must submit to their will, and release the 
prisoners, or the consequences would be such as 
they would not be answerable for. I absolutely 
refused, and showed them the writs. They then 
offered to give bail to me to attend the court. I 
informed them that I was an executive officer 
only, that 1 must strictly obey the commands of 
the writs, that I could not take bail, desired them 
to go back and state this to their people in arms, 
that if they attempted a rescue, it would be pun- 
ished severely. This they treated with contempt, 
and boasted of their strength. I asked them if 
they knew the power and strength of the United 
States, and the danger of resisting the authority 
thereof; that punishment would most assuredly 
follow any indignity offered to them. They went 
off. and returned with three of the insurgents, who 
came to demand a surrender of the prisoners, but 
who were too ignorant to inform me of the ob- 
ject they had in view. 1 informed them of my 


determination; then the whole body of them 
marched up immediately, the horsemen and offi- 
cers of the infantry with swords drawn; the in- 
fantry marched with trailed arms and surrounded 
the house, and seemed to be without an officer of 
their own corps to command them. The whole 
troops seemed to be under the command of a Cap- 
tain Fries, of Bucks county. Fries made him- 
self conspicuous on the occasion; he said he was 
the commanding officer, the oldest captain; he 
insisted on all the prisoners being set at large. 
This I refused, and continued to refuse, notwith- 
standing their threats, till I was informed that 
their resentment against Judge Henry, Colonel 
Balliot, and Mr. Eyerly, was great, that their lives 
were in danger unless an immediate surrender 
was made; I then informed the prisoners that I 

could not resist longer the force against me, but 

that I dared not give up the prisoners. I desired 

the prisoners to march with me for Philadelphia ; 
and added, that if those people chose to rescue 

them, they might, and take the consequence. The 

prisoners of Lehigh township refused to march, 

declaring that, if I would suffer them to go home 
for the present, they would meet me at Phila- 
delphia, on the Monday and Tuesday next follow- 

ing, and submit to the laws. Previous to this, I 
had entreated Captain Jarrett, who was present 

and armed with pistols, to use his influence, to 
prevent their doinga thing soimproper and danger- 
ous to themselves. He answered, that he could 

do nothing with them, till he saw all the priso- 
ners were given up to them. He then said, Now 
I will takeaway my people, which hedid in perfect 
order. Fries prepared his, returned and asked for 
Eyerman, the priest; he said he must be given 
up, that his people would not march without him. 
I assured him that he had been surrendered with 

the other prisoners; on which assurance he went 
out, found the priest, and then marched. By this 
time night was fast appoaching. I feared these 

ungovernable men might do things in the dark 

which they would avoid in the light; therefore 

agreed, for the safety of the gentlemen, to give 

the prisoners up. Upon the whole of my observa- 

tions, I am well satisfied, in my own mind, that 

the laws of the United States cannot be executed 

by the officers of the Government throughout 

the county of Northampton, without military aid ; 
the people are determined to resist; they calcu- 

late largely on their strength in this State, and 

the aid they will have from the neighboring 

States, and particularly that of Virginia. 

Il have the honor, sir, to be your most obedient, 


humble servant, 
WILLIAM NICHOLS. 
Timotuy Picxerine, Esq, Sec. of State. 


Deposition of Valentine Fuhrer. 
Srare or Pennsyivania, Northampton county, ss: 


Before me, Joseph Horsfield, Esq., one of the 
justices of the peace, personally appeared, Valen- 
tine Fuhrer, of Bethlehem, in the said county, toll 
receiver of the bridge across Lehigh, who, on his 
solemn affirmation, duly administered according to 
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but, upon the Marshal’s representing to him the 
consequences, he said whatever Jarrett (meaning 
Henry Jarrett) did he would do; thatthe Marshal 
endeavored to geta man from the neighborhood. 
who should know the persons so collected, but 
could procure nobody else to accompany him; that 
the people of the neighborhood consider themselves 
in imminent danger of their lives by appearing in 
favor of the Government; that previous.to the re- 
turn of the deponents with the Marshal to Bethle- 
hem, they had received information which induced 
them to believe there would be some attempts be 
made to rescue the prisoners either at Bethlehem 
or on the road. 

That yesterday, the 7th of March, the Marshal: 
having collected about eighteen of the prisoners 
in a quiet and peaceable manner, at the house of 
Abraham Levering, tavern keeper, in the town of 
Bethlehem, during the morning of said day, a num- 
ber of men, partly horsemen and foot, collected at 
the said house; the first few that came within 
reach were disarmed, but the prisoners who had 
been arrested in and about Millerstown, in Ma- 
cungy township came up to the said house in 
company with a number of horsemen, armed with: 
pistols and swords; that, in a short time after, a 
number of other horsemen, well armed, partly in 
uniform, came up; about half an hour after came 
up also to the said house two parties of men on 
foot, well armed; upon the whole, we suppose to 
the amount of about or between eighty and one, 
hundred; that. there were various and numerous 
threats made that if the prisoners were not re- 
leased they would proceed to violence. And fur- 
ther, that your deponents are fully assured that 
the laws of the United States cannot be executed 
under the present circumstances, as it is every day 
becoming more and more dangerous throughout 
all that part of the county of Northampton called 
Macungy, and Upper Milford, and several other 
places. And further saith not. 

JACOB EYERLY,, 
STEPHEN BALLIOT. 


Affirmed by the said Jacob Eyerly, and sworn 


law, doth declare and say, that on the 7th day of 
March, about noon, a number of men, unknown 
to affirmant, came to the bridge gate and told af- 
firmant, that a party of armed men would come 
soon; that they were much enraged; that they 
advised him to leave the bridge gate open, other- 
wise they would break through. Affirmant, on 
seeing the armed horse and footmen, opened the 
gate, and left the passage free till evening. Af- 
firmant thinks about eighty horsemen, some armed 
and some unarmed, passed over the bridge; and 
about eighty footmen, all armed either with guns 
or clubs, also passed across; that after all the horse 
and foot had passed the bridge, Mr. Henry Jarrett 
also crossed. In about four or five hours all the 
horse and foot returned, without paying any toll, 
except Mr. Henry Jarrett, who offered to pay for 
himself and the red coats, which were about ten 
or twelve horsemen, and paid three quarters of a 
dollar to affirmant; and further he saith not. 

VALENTINE FUHRER. 

Affirmed before me, on the 9th March, 1799. 

JOSEPH HORSFIELD. 


Deposition of Jacob Eyerly and Stephen Balliot. 


Pennsytvania, Northampton county, ss. 


Before the subscriber, one of the Judges of the 
Court of Common Pleas, in and for said county, on 
the 8th day of March, A. D., 1799, personally came 
Jacob Byerly, Esq., one of the commissioners of 
the direct tax, and Stephen Balliot, Esq., collector 
of the revenue, &c.; the said Jacob Byerly having 
made solemn affirmation according to law, and 
the said Stephen Balliot having made solemn 
oath according to law, do depose, declare, and say, 
that they set out from Bethlehem on the dth in- 
stant, in company with Colonel William Nichols, 
Marshal of the United States for the district of 
Pennsylvania, who intended to serve several sub- 
poenas and warrants issued by the Judge of the 
District Court; that the Marshal, upon the road 
to Millerstown, served a subpoena upon a certain 
George Seider, who, when he was called upon, 
came to the door with a club, and called the Mar- | by the said Stephen Balliot, and subscribed before 
shal and these deponents highway robbers, thieves, | me. 
rascals, and scoundrels, and spoke other very abu- WILLIAM HENRY. 
sive language, and pout Dean the copy of 
the subpmna; that the Marshal handed the copy to i z ‘ 
a cR Daniel Schwartz, who was present With By the President of the United States of America. 
the said Seider; that we rode on from there to A PROCLAMATION. 

Millerstown, where the Marshal and these depo-| Whereas, combinations to defeat the execution 
nents entered the house of Henry Shankweiller | of the laws for the valuation of lands and dwell- 
to serve a warrant upon him; here we found at | ing-houses, within the United States, have existed 
least fifty men collected in his bar-room, among | in the counties of Northampton, Montgomery and 
others the abovenamed George Seider, with a | Bucks, in the State of Pennsylvania, and have pro- 
club; that, upon the arrestation of said Shank- | ceeded in a manner subversive of the just authority 
weiller, Jacob Shaeffer and David Shaeffer, with of the Government, by misrepresentations, to render. 
others whom the deponents do not know, came in | the laws odious, by deterring the public officers of 
the most violent and threatening manner close up | the United States to forbear the execution of their 
to the deponents and the Marshal, and ina most | functions, and by openly threatening their lives: 
violent manner threatened to beat and otherwise | And whereas, the endeavors of the well-affected 
did abuse the deponents, and declared, that if the | citizens, as well as of the Executive officers, to 
“Marshal dared to take off said Shankweiller, they | conciliatea compliance with those laws, have failed 
would fight to the last. And further, that said | of success; and certain persons in the county of 
Shankweiller'did declare he would not submit; | Northampton aforesaid have been hardy enough 
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to perpetrate certain acts, which I am advised 
amount to treason, being overt acts of levying 
war against the United States, the said persons 
exceeding one hundred in number, and armed and 
arrayed in a warlike manner, having, on the 7th day 
of this present month of March, proceeded to the 
house of Abraham Levering, in the town of Beth- 
lehem, and there compelled William Nichols, 
Marshal of the United States in and for the dis- 
triet of Pennsylvania, to desist from the execution 
of certain legal process in his hands to be executed, 
and having compelled him to discharge and set 
at liberty certain persons whom he had arrested 
by virtue of criminal process, duly issued for of- 
fences against the United States, and having im- 
peded and prevented the commissioner and the 
assessors, appointed in conformity with the laws 
aforesaid, in the county of Northampton aforesaid, 
by threats and personal injury, from executing 
the said laws; avowing, as the motives of these 
illegal and treasonable proceedings, an intention 
to prevent, by force of arms, the execution of the 
said laws, and to withstand, by open violence, the 
lawful authority of the Government of the United 
States: And whereas, by the Constitution and 
laws of the United States, I am authorized, when- 
ever the laws.of the United States shall be opposed, 
or the execution thereof obstructed in any State, 
by combinations too powerful to be suppressed by 
the ordinary course of judicial proceedings, or by 
the powers vested in the marshals, to call forth 
military force to suppress such combinations, and 
to cause the laws to be duly executed: And where- 
as, it is, in my judgment, necessary to call forth 
military force, in order to. suppress the combina- 
tions aforesaid, and to cause the laws aforesaid to 
be duly executed; and I have aceordingly deter- 
mined so to do, under the solemn conviction that 
the essential interests of the United States demand 
it: Wherefore, I, John Adams, President of the 
United States, do hereby command all persons, 
being insurgents as aforesaid, and all others whom 
it may concern, on or before Monday next, being 
the 18th day of this present month, to disperse 
and retire peaceably to their respective abodes ; 
and I do moreover warn all persons whomsoever 
againstaiding, abetting, or comforting the perpetra- 
tors of the aforesaid treasonable acts; and I do re- 
quire all officers. and others, good and faithful citi- 
zens, according to their respective duties and the 
laws of the land, to exert their utmost endeavors to 
prevent and suppress such dangerous and unlawful 
proceedings. 

In testimony whereof, I have caused the seal of 

i the United States of America to be afz 

[u: s.j fixed to these presents, and signed the 

same with my hand. 

Done at the city of Philadelphia, the 12th day 
of March,in the year of our Lord 1799, and of the 
independence of the United States of America the 
twenty-third. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

By the President: 

Timorny PICKERING, 
Secretary of State. 


Letter from the Secretary of War to the Governor of 
Pennsylvania. 
War Department, March 20, 1799. 

Sim: To suppress the insurrection now existing 
in the counties of Northampton, Bucks, and Mont- 
gomery, in the State of Pennsylvania, in opposi- 
tion to. the laws of the United: States, the Presi- 
dent has thought it necessary to employ a military 
force, to be composed, in part, of such of the mili- 
tia of Pennsylvania, whose situation and state of 
preparation will enable them to march with prompt- 
itude. The corps of militia first desired on this 
occasion are the troops of cavalry belonging to 
this city, and one troop from each of the counties 
of Philadelphia, Bucks, Chester, Montgomery, and 
Lancaster. These troops I have the honor to re- 
quest your Excellency will order to hold themselves 
in readiness to march on or before the 28th instant, 
under the command of Brigadier General Mc- 
Pherson. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, 


your obedient servant, 
JAMES McHENRY. 
His Excellency Governor MIFFLIN. 


Instructions to Gencral McPherson. 


War Department, March 21, 1799. 

Sir: In pursuance of the President’s proclama- 
tion, bearing date 12th day of this month, it has 
become indispensable to determine upon and put 
in motion the military force proper to be employ- 
ed for suppressing the insurrection in the counties 
o ae, Montgomery, and Bucks, in this 

tate. 

You will therefore be pleased.to form a detach- 
ment from the volunteers, who have associated in 
the State of Pennsylvania, and been accepted by 
the President, as a part of the provisional army, 
to consist of thetwo volunteer companies of cavalry 
of the city of Philadelphia, to which you will add 
two more of the troops of militia cavalry of the 
same city, now under orders to hold themselves 
in readiness to march, so as to compose a body of 
two hundred and forty horse, including non-com- 
missioned officers, and proceed with the detach- 
ment, without delay, to the theatre of insurrection. 

You will forthwith make returns ofsuch articles 
as may yet be wanted for this detachment, that the 
necessary orders may be given for their delivery. 

A paymaster for the volunteers and militia that 
may be employed ought to be appointed. You 
will please to name one, who will be advanced a 
sum, on account, equal to one month’s pay, for the 
companies now called into service. 

You will cause correct muster and pay-rolls for 
the volunteers and militia called into actual ser- 
vice, in the usual forms, to be made out, with the 
view of rendering the settlement of the accounts 
for their services prompt and easy. 

The quartermaster of the detachment, who will 
be appointed by the Quartermaster General, will 
receive inadvance from the Quartermaster General 
a sum on account, which may be conceived ade- 
quate to the expenditure that may be incurred in 
this particular department. 
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Rations will be furnished by the contractors for 
supplying the same to the military within the State 
of Pennsylvania. Itis presumed he will employ 
a proper agent or agents, and execute your orders 
with precision respecting provisions. ` 

Doctor Joseph Strong will attend the expedition, 
in quality of surgeon, furnished with a competent 
supply of medicines and instruments. 

‘As one object of the expedition is to assist the 
Marshal of the District to make prisoners of, and 
hold amenable to justice, persons who have either 
resisted the service of legal process, or been con- 
cerned in rescuing from him those who were in 
his lawful custody, or for whom he may have pro- 
cess on other charges, and to conduct the prisoners 
to Philadelphia, you will perceive the propriety of 
applying your cavalry, in the manner best caleu- 
lated, consistently with thesafety ofthe detachment, 
to secure as many of the offenders at the same mo- 
ment as possible. 

You will inform the Quartermaster General and 
the contractor of the precise time you design to 
put the detachment in motion, and make them ac- 
quainted with whatever it may be necessary for 
them to know, previously, in order to insure, as 
mach as possible, no failure in your operations, 
from the want of means in either of their depart- 
ments. 

The Marshal of the District of Pennsylvania 
will move with you, and give you the names of 
the offenders, their descriptions, and respective 
places of abode, who are to be made prisoners 
under criminal process. You will be particularly 
careful that the most criminal, or the ringleaders, 
be attended to, and in preference secured, and to 
„prevent, by the most pointed orders, any insult to 
the inhabitants, or unnecessary rigor towards the 
prisoners taken. 

It is left entirely to your discretion to determine 
upon your place or places of rendezvous, which 
should be such as are best calculated to enable the 
troops that may be stationary to defend themselves 
in case of attack, and also to aid as effectually as 
possible your parties of horse in their transit to 
and from their points of departure. 

You will have observed that is designed to give 
to the volunteer and militia cavalry selected by 
you a principal agency in suppressing the existing 
combinations against the laws, and of quelling an 
insurrection and rebellion against the Government 
and rightful authority of their country, ata time 
when its sovereignty and liberties are threatened 
by a powerful, implacable, and insidious nation, 
who have been accustomed to divideand conquer 
other nations. It is not doubted, therefore, but 
that they will exhibit a useful example upon this 
service of military promptitude, spirit, vigilance, 
discipline, and obedience of orders. 

: To be prepared for adverse contingencies, it 
will be proper that you continue the orders for 
holding themselves in readiness to march, at the 
shortest notice, to the volunteer companies and 
“militia not immediately called into actual service. 
OUT cover the.active operations of the volunteer 
d militia cavalry, a company of infantry, under 
Captain Shoemaker, and a company of artillerists 


under Captain Irwin, from Carlisle, Pensylvania, 
have been ordered to march and rendezvous at 
Reading; and a company of artillerists at Fort 
Mifflin, intended to redezvous at the same place, 
is under orders to march at the shortest notice. 
Two companies of artillerists, from New York, 
and a party of infantry, recruits under Lieutenant 
Boote, supposed about thirty, from New Bruns- 
wick, New Jersey, have been ordered to march to 
Newtown, Pennsylvania: these latter troops are on 
the establishment of the United States; expected 
to arrive at their first places of rendezvous on or 
about the 23d instant, and subject to your orders, 
to be stationed where their presence can produce 
the best effects, and employed in case circum- 
stances should require their actual co-operation 
with the volunteers and militia. 

If rebellion should acquirea strength demanding 
further force, you are, using a sound discretion, 
and keeping economy in view, fully authorized by 
the President to call into actual service the whole 
or any part of the volunteer and militia compa- 
nies that have been ordered to be held in readi- 
ness in the Statesof Pennsylvania and New Jersey. 

It is expected that the detachment of volunteers 
and militia will be pushed forward, as rapidly as 
the season and roads will permit to the point or 
points you may think proper to occupy with the 
regular troops, and to which your capturing parties 
may be instructed to conduct their prisoners. 

You are earnestly requested to employ every 
moment of your time in accomplishing the objects 
of your command, conformably to these orders, 
and to keep constantly in mind that, if the offend- 
ers against the laws can be suddenly and unex- 
pectedly secured, before they have time to pre- 
pare general resistance, it may extinguish the in- 
surrection, without further expense to the United 
States, or call upon the patriotism or fortitude of 
our fellow citizens. That you may have sufficient 
assistance in your own family to meet the event- 
ual business the service may impose upon you, it 
is permitted to you to appoint a volunteer aid-de- 
camp, (should you conceive one tu be necessary,) 
in addition to the aid allowed you by law, and to 
draw for him and his servant rations and forage. 

You will be able to judge accurately upon the 
spot when opposition to the laws, and the spirit 
of revolt and insurrection, are so far suppressed 
in the disaffected counties as to admit the whole 
or part of the volunteers and militia to return to 
their homes and civil occupations. This will be 
ascertained when the inhabitants shall quietly per- 
mit the commissioners and assessors of the tax on 
land and houses to perform their respective duties 
according to law. Until this shall be the state of 
those counties, it will be proper to continue the 
military force there in convenient positions to 
produce a perfect submission to the authority of 
the United States. 


` l have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, 
your most obedient, humble servant, 
JAMES McHENRY. 


Wm. Macrusrson, Esq., 
Brigadier General. 
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ORATION ON THE DEATH OF GENERAL 
WASHINGTON. 


[Communicated to the House of Reps., Dec. 30, 1799.] 
Purwape pata, Dec. 27, 1799. 


Dear Sm: The enclosed. resolutions, which 
unanimously passed the House of Representatives 
to-day, will make known to you how highly they 
have been gratified with the manner in which 
you have performed the service assigned to you, 
in preparing and delivering a funeral oration on 
the death of General Wasuineton. That our 
constituents may participate in the gratification 
we have received, from your having so well ex- 
pressed those sentiments of respect for the char- 
acter, of gratitude for the services, and of grief for 
the death, of that illustrious personage, I flatter 
myself you will not hesitate to comply with the 
request of the House, by furnishing a copy of 
your oration, to be taken for publication. 

Allow me, while performing this pleasing task 
of official duty, in communicating an act of the 
Representatives of the people, so just to you and 
so honorable to themselves, to embrace the oppor- 
tunity to declare that I am, personally, with great 
esteem and sincere regard, dear sir, your friend 
and obedient servant, 

© < THEODORE SEDGWICK. 
Hon. Major Gen. Les. 


FRANKLIN Court, Dec. 28, 1799. 


Dear Sir: I owe to the goodness of the House 
of Representatives the honor which their resolu- 
tions confer on my humble efforts to execute their 
wish. 

Tcan never disobey their will, and therefore 
will furnish a copy of the oration delivered on 
the late afflicting occasion, much as I had flatter- 
ed myself with a different disposition of it. 

Sincerely reciprocating the personal considera- 
tions with which you honor me, I am, very respect- 
fully, sir, your friend and obedient servant, 
HENRY LEE. 


The Speaker of the House of Reps. 


In obedience to your* will, I rise, your humble 
organ, with the hope of executing a part of the 
system of public mourning which you have been 
pleased to adopt, commemorative of the death 
of the mest illustrious and most beloved person- 
age this country has ever produced ; and which, 
while it transmits to posterity your sense of the 
awful event, faintly represents your knowledge of 
the consummate excellence you so cordially honor. 

Desperate, indeed, is any attempt on earth to 
meet correspondently this dispensation of Heaven ; 
for, while, with pious resignation, we submit to the 
will of an all-gracious Providence, we can never 
cease lamenting in our finite view of Omnipotent 
Wisdom, the heart-rending privation for which 
our pation weeps. When the civilized world 
shakes to its centre; when every moment gives 


* The two Houses of Congress. 


| 


birth to strange and momentous changes; when 
our peaceful quarter of the globe, exempt as it 
happily has been from any share in the slaughter 
of the human race, may yet be compelled to aban- 
don her pacific policy, and to risk the doleful cas- 
ualties of war, what limit is there to the extent of 
our loss? None within the reach of my words 
to express; none which your feelings will not 
disavow. 

The founder of our federate Republic, our bul- 
wark in war, our guide in peace, is no more. Oh 
that this was but questionable! Hope, the com- 
forter of the wretched, would pour into our ago- 
nized hearts its balmy dew. But, alas! there is 
no hope for us; our WASHINGTON is removed 
forever. Possessing the stoutest frame, and purest 
mind, he had passed nearly to his sixty-eighth 
year, in the enjoyment of high health; when, ha- 
bituated by his care of us to neglect himself, a 
slight cold, disregarded, became inconvenient on 
Friday, oppressive on Saturday, and defying eve- 
ry medical interposition, before the morning of 
Sunday put an end to the best of men. An end 
did I say ? his fame survives! bounded only by 
the limits of earth, and by the extent of the hu- 
man mind. He survives in our hearts, in the 
growing knowledge of our children, in the affec- 
tion of the good throughout the world; and when 
our monuments shall be done away, when nations 
now existing shall be no more, when even our 
young and far-spreading empire shall have per- 
ished, still will our Wasnineron’s glory unfaded 
shine, and die not, until love of virtue cease on 
earth, or earth itself sink into chaos. 

How, my fellow-citizens, shall I single to your 
grateful hearts his pre-eminent worth? Where 
shall I begin in opening to your view a character 
throughout sublime? Shall I speak of his war- 
like achievements, all springing in obedience to 
his country’s will—all directed to his country’s 

ood ? 

s Will you go with me to the banks of the Mo- 
nongahela, to see your youthful WASHINGTON, 
supporting, in the dismal hour of Indian victory, 
the ill-fated Braddock, and saving, by his judg 

ment and by his valor, the remains of a defeated 
army, pressed by the conquering savage foe ? Or, 
when oppressed America, nobly resolving to risk 
her all in defence of her violated rights, he was 
elevated, by the unanimous voice of Congress, to 
the command of her armies? Will you follow 
him to the high grounds of Boston, where, to an 
undisciplined, courageous, and virtuous yeoman- 
ry, his presence gave the stability of system, and 
infused the invincibility of love of country? Or 
shall I carry you to the painful scenes of Long Isl- 
and, York Ísland, and New Jersey; when, com- 
batting superior and gallant armies, aided by pow- 
erful fleets, and led by chiefs high in the roll of 
fame, he stood the bulwark of our safety; undis- 
mayed by disaster; unchanged by change of for- 
tune? Or will you view him in the precarious 
fields of Trenton, where deep gloom, unnerving 
every arm, reigned triumphant through our thin- 
ned, worn down, unaided ranks, himself unmoved ? 
Dreadful was the night—it was about this time of 
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Winter; the storm raged; the Delaware rolling 
furiously with floating ice, forbade the approach 
of man. Wasurneron, self-collected, viewed the 
tremendous scene; his country called; unappalled 
by surrounding dangers, he passed to the hostile 
shore; he fought; he conquered. The morning 
sun cheered the American world. Our country 
rose on the event; and her dauntless Chief, pur- 
suing his blow, completed in the lawns of Prince- 
ton what his vast soul had conceived on the shores 
of Delaware. : 

Thence to the strong ground of Morristown he 
led his small but gallant band; and through an 
eventful Winter, by the high efforts of his genius, 
whose matchless force was measurable only by the 

rowth of difficulties, he held in check formidable 

ostile legions, conducted by a chief experienced 
in the art of war, and famed for his valor on the 
ever-memorable Heights ot Abraham, where fell 
Wolfe, Montcalm, and since our much-lamented 
Montgomery,all covered with glory. In this fortu- 
nate interval, produced by his masterly conduct, 
our fathers, ourselves, animated by his resistless ex- 
ample, rallied around our country’s standard, and 
continued to follow her beloved Chief through the 
various and trying scenes to which the destinies 
of our Union led. 

Who is there that has forgotten the vales of 
Brandywine, the fields of Germantown, or the 
plains of Monmouth ? Everywhere present, wants 
‘of every kind obstructing, numerous and valiant 
armies encountering, himself a host, he assuaged 
our sufferings, limited our privations, and upheld 
our tottering Republic. Shall I display to you 
the spread of the fire of his soul, by rehearsing the 
praises of the hero of Saratoga, and his much- 
loved compeer of the Carolinas? No; our Wasu- 
INGTON wears not borrowed glory. To Gates— 
to Green—he gave without reserve the applause 
due to their eminent merit; and long may the 
Chiefs of Saratoga and of Eutaw receive the grate- 
ful respect of a grateful people. 

Moving in his own orbit, he imparted heat and 
light to his most distant satellites ; and combining 
the physical and moral force of all within his sphere, 
with irresistible weight he took his course, com- 
miserating folly, disdaining vice, dismaying trea- 
son, and invigorating despondency, until the aus- 
picious hour arrived; when, united with the intre- 
pid forees of a potent and magnanimous ally, he 
drought to submission the since conqueror of In- 
dia; thus finishing his long career of military glory 
with a lustre corresponding to his great name, and 
in his last act of war affixing the seal of fate to 
our nation’s birth. 

To the horrid din of battle sweet peace suc- 
ceeded ;-and our virtuous Chief, mindful only of 
the common good, in a moment tempting per- 
sonal aggrandizement, hushed the discontents of 
growing sedition, and surrendering his power into 
the hands from which he had received it, con- 
“verted his sword into a ploughshare, teaching an. 
‘admiring world that to be truly great you must be 
truly good... . : 
Were I to. stop here, the picture would be in- 
~ complete, and the task imposed unfinished. Great 


as was our Wasuineton in war, and much as did 
that greatness contribute to produce the Ameri- 
can Republic, it is not in war alone his pre-emi- 
nence stands conspicuous; his various talents, 
combining all the capacities of the statesman with 
those of the soldier, fitted him alike to guide the 
councils and the armies of the nation. Scarcely 
had he rested from his martial toils, while his in- 
valuable parental advice was still sounding in our 
ears, when he, who had been our shield and our 
sword, was called forth to act a less splendid but 
a more important part. 

Possessing a clear-and penetrating mind, a strong 
and a sound judgment, calmness and temper for 
deliberation, with invincible firmness and perse- 
verance in resolutions maturely formed, drawing 
information from all, acting from himself, with in- 
corruptible integrity and unvarying patriotism ; 
his own superiority and the public confidence 
alike marked him as the man designed by Heaven 
to lead in the great political as well as military 
events which have distinguished the era of his 
life. 

The finger of an overruling Providence, point- 
ing at Wasntneron, was neither mistaken nor 
unobserved; when, to realize the vast hopes ‘to 
which our Revolution had given birth, a change of 
political system became indispensable. 

How novel—how grand the spectacle! inde- 
pendent States stretched over an immense terri- 
tory, and known only by common difficulty, cling- 
ing to their Union as the rock of their safety, de- 
ciding, by frank comparison of their relative con- 
dition, to rear on that rock, under the guidance of 
reason, a common Government, through whose 
commanding protection, liberty and order, with 
their long train of blessings, should be safe to 
themselves, and the sure inheritance of their pos- 
terity. 

This arduous task devolved on citizens selected 
by the people, from knowledge of their wisdom 
and confidence in their virtue. In this august 
assembly of sages and of patriots, WASHINGTON, 
of course, was found; and, as if acknowledged to 
be the most wise, where all were wise, with one 
voice he was declared their Chief. How well he 
merited this rare distinction, how faithful were 
the labors of himself and. his compatriots, the 
work of their hands and our Union, strength and 
prosperity, the fruits of that work, best attest. 

But to have essentially aided in presenting to 
his country this consummation of her hopes, nei- 
ther satisfied the claims of his fellow-citizens on 
his talents, nor those duties which the possession 
of those talents imposed. Heaven had not infus- 
ed into his mind such an uncommon share of its 
ethereal spirit to remain unemployed, nor bestow- 
ed on him his genius unaccompanied with the 
corresponding duty of devoting it to the common 
good. Tohave framed a Constitution, was show- 
ing only, without realizing the general happiness. 
This great work remained to be done, and Ame- 
rica, steadfast in her preference, with one voice 
summoned her beloved WasuineTon, unpractised 
as he was in the duties of civil administration, to 
execute this last act in the completion of the na- 
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tional felicity. Obedient to her call, he assumed 
the high office with that self-distrust peculiar to 
his innate modesty, the constant attendant of pre- 
eminent virtue. What was the burst of joy 
through our anxious land on this exhilarating 
event, is known to us all. The aged, the young, 
the brave, the fair, rivalled each other in demon- 
strations of their gratitude; and this high-wrought 
delightful scene was heightened in its effect by 
the singular contest between the zeal of the be- 
stowers, and the avoidance of the receiver of the 
honors bestowed. Commencing his administra- 
tion, what heart is not charmed with the recollec- 
tion of the pure and wise principles announced by 
himself, as the basisof his political life. He best un- 
derstood the indissoluble union between virtue and 
happiness, between duty and advantage, between 
the genuine maxims of an honest and magnani- 
mous policy, and the solid rewards of public pros- 
perity and individual felicity ; watching with an 
equal and comprehensive eye over this great as- 
semblage of communities and interests, he laid 
the foundation of our national policy in the uner- 
ring, immutable principles of morality, based on 
religion, exemplifying the pre-eminence of free 
Government, by all the attributes which win the 
affections of its citizens, or command the respect 
of the world: 


« O fortunatos nimium, sua si bona norint!” 


Leading through the complicated difficulties 
produced by previous obligations and conflicting 
interests, seconded by suceeeding Houses of Con- 
gress, enlightened and patriotic, he surmounted 
all original obstructions, and brightened the path 
of our national felicity. 

The Presidential term expiring, his solicitude to 
exchange exaltation for humility returned with 
a force increased with increase of age, and he 
had prepared his Farewell Address to his coun- 
trymen, proclaiming his intention, when the uni- 
ted interposition of all around him, enforced by 
the eventful prospects of the epoch, produced a 
further sacrifice of inclination to duty. The elec- 
tion of President followed ; and Wasnincron, by 
the unanimous vote of the nation, was called to 
resume the Chief Magistracy. What a wonder- 
ful fixture of confidence! Which attracts most 
our admiration—a people so correct, or a citizen 
combining an assemblage of talents forbidding 
rivalry, and stifling even envy itself? Such a 
nation ought to be happy ; such a Chief must be 
forever revered. 

War, long menaced by the Indian tribes, now 
broke out; and the terrible conflict, deluging Eu- 
rope with blood, began to shed its baneful influ- 
ence over our happy land. To the first, outstretch- 
ing his invincible arm, under the orders of the 
gallant Wayne, the American eagle soared tri- 
umphant through distant forests. Peace followed 
victory, and the melioration of the condition of 
the enemy followed peace. Godlike virtue! which 
uplifts even the subdued savage. ; 

To the second he opposed himself. New and 
delicate was the conjuncture, and great was the 
stake. Soon did his penetrating mind discern 


and seize the only course; continuing to us all 
the felicity enjoyed. He issued his proclamation 
of neutrality. This index to his whole subsequent 
conduct, was sanctioned by the approbation of both 
Houses of Congress, and by the approving voice 
of the people. 

To this sublime policy he inviolably adhered, 
unmoved by foreign intrusion, unshaken by do- 
mestic turbulence. 

« Justum et tenacem propositi virum, 
“ Non civium ardor prava jubentium, 
« Non vultus instantis tyranni 

“ Mente quatit solida.” 


Maintaining his pacific system at the expense of 
no duty, America, faithful to herself, and unstained 
in her honor, continued to enjoy the delights of 
peace, while afflicted Europe mourns in every quar- 
ter, under the accumulated miseries of an unexam- 
pled war; miseries in which our happy country 
must have shared, had not our pre-eminent Wasu- 
INGTON been as firm in the council as he was brave 
in the field. 

Pursuing steadfastly his course, he held safe 
the public happiness, preventing foreign war, and 
quelling internal discord, till the revolving period 
of a third election approached, when he executed 
his interrupted but inextinguishable desire of re- 
turning to the humble walks of private life. 

The promulgation of his fixed resolution stop- 
ped the anxious wishes of an affectionate people 
from adding a third unanimous testimonial of 
their unabated confidence in the man so long en- 
throned in their hearts. When, before, was affec- 
tion like this exhibited on earth? Turn over the 
records of ancient Greece; review the annals of 
mighty Rome; examine the volumes of modern 
Europe—you search in vain. America and her 
Wasnineron only afford the dignified exermplifi- 
cation. 

The illustrious personage called by the nation- 
al voice in succession to the arduous office of 
guiding a free people, had new difficulties to en- 
counter ; the amicable effort of settling our diffi- 
culties with France, begun by Wasuineron, and 
pursued by his successor, in virtue as in station, 
proving abortive, America took measures of self- 
defence. No sooner was the public mind roused 
by prospect of danger, than every eye was turned 
to the friend of all, though secluded from public 
view, and grey in public service; the virtuous 
veteran, following his plough,* received the un- 
expected summons with migled emotions of in- 
dignation at the unmerited ill-treatment of his 
country, and of a determination once more to risk 
his all in her defence. 

The annunciation of these feelings, in his affect- 
ing letter to the President accepting the command 
of the army, concludes his official conduct. 

First in war—first in peace—and first in the 
hearts of his countrymen, he was second to none 
in the humble and endearing scenes of private 
life; pious, just, humane, temperate, and sincere ; 


* General WasnixeTon, though opulent, gave much 
of his time and attention to practical agriculture. 
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uniform, dignified, and commanding; his example 
was as edifying to all around him, as were the 
effects of that example lasting. 

To his equals he was condescending, to his in- 
feriors kind, and to the dear object of his affec- 
tions exemplarily tender; correct throughout, vice 
shuddered in his presence, and virtue always felt 
his fostering hand; the purity of his private char- 
acter gave effulgence to his private virtues. 

His last scene comported with the whole tenor 
of his life. Although in extreme pain, not a sigh, 
not a groan escaped him; and with undisturbed 
serenity he closed his well-spent life. Such was 
the man America has lost; such was the man for 
whom our nation mourns. ` 

Methinks I see his august image, and hear fall- 
ing from his venerable lips these deep sinking 
words: 

* Cease, sons of America, lamenting our sepa- 
ration; go on, and confirm by your wisdom the 
fruits of our joint councils, joint efforts, and com- 
mon dangers ; reverence religion ; diffuse know- 
ledge throughout your land; patronize the arts 
and sciences; let liberty and order be inseparable 
companions; control party spirit, the bane of free 
Governments; observe good faith to, and culti- 
vate peace with, ali nations; shut up every ave- 
nue to foreign influence; contract rather than 
extend national connexion; rely on yourselves 
only; be American in thought, word, and deed: 
thus will you give immortality to that Union, 
which was the constant object of my terrestrial 
labors; thus will you preserve, undisturbed, to the 
latest posterity, the felicity of a people to me most 
dear; and thus will you supply (if my happiness 
is now aught to you) the only vacancy in the 
round of pure bliss high Heaven bestows.” 


MISSISSIPPI TERRITORY. 


[Communicated to the House of Reps., Feb. 18, 1800.] 


Mr. Crargorne, from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of Cato West and others, 
styling themselves “a committee, regularly chosen 
by the inhabitants of the Mississippi Territory, for 
the purpose of petitioning for a redress of griev- 
ances,” made, in part, the following report: 

The petitioners state, that, from the vast inter- 
val which separates the Territory from the seat 
of the General Government, a knowledge of their 
interest and wishes being difficult to be ascertain- 
ed, partial and inaccurate statements were too apt 
to acquire credit, and that of this stamp were the 
representations which have been made, in the 
name of the people, soliciting a Government sim- 
ilar to one which had been established in the Ter- 
ritory Northwest of the river Ohio. 

That the Government which Congress had en- 
acted for the Mississippi Territory was bad in the- 
ory and still worse in practice; the Executive, Le- 
gislative and Judicial authorities, so carefully se- 
parated.and limited by the constitutions of the 
‘elder States, are here mingled together in the 


hands of three or four individuals, who have but 
a partial interest in common with the people ; and 
further, that the immense power thus conceded 
had neither been exercised with liberality nor 
beneficence, and that in some instances the pro- 
visions of the ordinance had been unattended to, 
and the Constitution of the United States violated. 


To remedy these inconveniences, and to extend 
the fundamental principles of civil liberty, the pe- 
titioners solicit an amelioration of their present 


political system, and that Congress will enact that 


the ordinance of one thousand seven hundred and 


eighty-seven may immediately operate in its se- 


cond grade in the Mississippt Territory, meaning 
that the people thereof may be allowed a Legis- 
lative Assembly. 

Upon mature consideration of the premises, the 
committee are of an opinion that an amelioration 
of the present existing Government is dictated by 


justice and policy. 


That the political maxim, so generally practised 
upon in the United States, “that the citizen should 
have a voice, by himself or his representative, in the 
framing of laws, and imposing of taxes,” ought to 
be extended to the Mississippi Territory. 

The committee find that, by the act of Con- 
gress, passed on the seventh of April, one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-eight, entitled “An 
act for an amicable settlement of limits with the 
State of Georgia, and authorizing the establish- 
ment of a Government in the Mississippi Terri- 
tory,” the boundaries of the said Territory were 
defined, and the President of the United States 
authorized to establish therein a Government in 
all respects similar to that now exercised in the 
Territory Northwest of the river Ohio, excepting 
and excluding the last article of the ordinance 
made for the government thereof, by the late Con- 
gress, on the thirteenth of July, one thousand seven 
hundred and eighty-seven. 

That the President, soon after the passage of the 
act aforesaid, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate of the United States, appointed a 
Governor, Secretary, and three Judges, for the 
Mississippi district, who have entered upon the 
duties of their respective offices, and proceeded to 
the organization of the Government. 

That in the ordinance referred to, in the before- 
mentioned act of Congress, the committee find the 
following provisions: 

& Be it ordained by the authority aforesaid, That 
there shall be appointed, from time to time, by 
Congress, a Governor, whose commission shall 
continue in force for the term of three years, unless 
sooner revoked by Congress; he shall reside in 
the district, and have a freehold estate therein, in 
one thousand acres of land, while in the exercise 
ot his office.” 

_* There shall be appointed, from time to time 
by Congress, a Secretary, whose commission shall 
continue in force for four years, unless sooner re- 
voked ; he shall reside in the district, and have a 
freehold estate therein, in five hundred acres of 
land, while in the exercise of his office ; it shall be 
his duty to keep and preserve the acts and laws 
passed by the Legislature and the public records 
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of the district, and the proceedings of the Govern- 
or in his executive department, and transmit au- 
thentic copies of such acts and proceedings, every 
six months, to the Seeretary of Congress. There 
shall also be appointed a court, to consist of three 
Judges, any two of whom to form a court, who 
shall have a common law jurisdiction, and reside 
in the district, and have each therein a freehold 
estate in five hundred acres of land, while in the 
exercise of their offices; and their commissions 
shall continue in force during good behaviour. The 
Governor and Judges, or a majority of them, shall 
adopt and publish in the district such laws of the 
original States, criminal and civil, as may be ne- 
cessary and best suited to the circumstances of the 
district, and report them to Congress, from time 
to time; which laws shall be in force in the dis- 
trict, until the organization of the General Assem- 
bly therein, unless disapproved of by Congress, but 
afterwards the Legislature shall have authority to 
alter them, as they shall think fit. The Governor 
for the time being shall be commander-in-chief of 
' the militia,appointand commission all officersin the 
same, below the rank of general officers ; all general 
officers shall be appointed and commissioned by 
Congress, previous to the organization of the Gen- 
eral Assembly; the Governor shall appoint such 
magistrates and other civil officers, in each county 
or township, as he shall find necessary for the pre- 
servation of the peace and good order in the same ; 
after the Geferal Assembly shall be organized, the 
powers and duties of magistrates and other civil 
officers shall be regulated and defined by the said 
Assembly, but all magistrates and other civil offi- 
cers not herein otherwise directed shall, during 
the continuance of this temporary government, be 
appointed by the Governor. For the prevention of 
crimes and injuries, the laws to be adopted or 
made shall have force in all parts of the district; 
and for the execution of process, criminal and civil, 
the Governor shall make proper divisions there- 
of; and he shall proceed from time to time, as 
circumstances may require, to lay out the parts of 
the district in which Indian titles shall have been 
extinguished, into counties and townships; sub- 
ject, however, to such alterations as may hereaf- 
ter be made by the Legislature. 

% So soon as there shall be five thousand free male 
inhabitants of full age in the district, upon giving 
proof thereof to the Governor, they shall receive 
authority, with time and place, to elect represent- 
atives from their counties or townships, to repre- 
sent them in the General Assembly, provided that 
for every five hundred free male inhabitants there 
shall be one representative, and so on progressively 
with the number of free male inhabitants, shall 
the right of representation increase, until the num- 
ber of representatives shall amount to twenty-five; 
after which the number and proportion of repre- 
sentatives shall be regulated by the Legislature : 
Provided, That no person be eligible or qualified 
to act asa representative unless he shall have been 
a citizen of oneof the United States three years, and 
be a resident in the district, or unless he shall have 
resided in the district three years; and, in either 
case, shall likewise hold in his own right, in fee sim- 


6th Con.—42 


ple, two hundred acres of land within the same: 
Provided, also, That a freehold in fifty acres of land 
in the district, having been a citizen of one of the 
States, and being resident in the district, or the like 
freehold, and two years’ residence in the district, 
shall be necessary to qualify a man as an elector 
of a representative. 
“The representative thus elected shall serve for 
the term of two years; and in case of the death 
of a representative, or removal from office, the 
Governor shall issue a writ to the county or town- 
ship for which he was a member, to elect ano- 
ther in his stead, to serve for the residue of the 
term. 
“The General Assembly, or Legislature, shall 
consist of the Governor, Legislative Council, and 
{a House of Representatives. The Legislative 
Council shall consist of five members, to continue 
in office five years, unless sooner removed by Con- 
gress; any three of whom to be a quorum; and 
the members of the Council shall be nominated and 
appointed in the following manner, to wit: As 
soon as representatives shall be elected, the Gov- 
ernor shall appoint a time and place for them to 
| meet together, and, when met, they shall nomi- 
| ate ten persons, resident in the district, and each 
| possessed of a freehold in five hundred acres of 
| land, and return their names to Congress, five of 
| whom Congress shall appoint and commission to 
| serve as aforesaid ; and whenever a vacancy shall 

happen in the council, by death or removal from 

office, the House of Representatives shall nomin- 
| nate two persons qualified as aforesaid for each va- 
cancy, and return their names to Congress, one of 
whom Congress shall appointand commission for 
the residue of the term. And every five years, four 
months at least before the expiration of the time 
of service of the members of Council, the said 

House shall nominate ten persons, qualified as 

aforesaid, and return their names to Congress ; 
five of whom Congress shall appoint and commis- 
sion to serve as members of the Council five years, 
unless sooner removed. And the Governor, Le- 
gislative Council, and House of Representatives, 
shall have authority to make laws, in all cases, for 
the good government of the district, not repug- 
nant to the principles and articles in this ordinance 
established and declared. And all bills having 
passed by a majority in the House, and by a ma- 
| jority in the Council, shall be referred to the Gov- 
ernor for his assent; but no bill or Legislative act 
whatever shall be of any force without his assent. 
|The Governor shall have power to convene, pro- 
| rogue, and dissolve the General Assembly, when 
| in his opinion it shall be expedient.” 

| The committee further report, that they have 
not been enabled to ascertain with certainty the 
number of citizens residing within the limits of 
the Mississippi district, but there are supposed to be 
about six thousand free people of all descriptions ; 
that the free male inhabitants of full age, not be- 
ing sufficient in number (under the ordinance) to 
authorize a General Assembly, the Legislative au- 
thority (subject to certain prescribed restrictions) 
is at this time vested in and exercised by the Gov- 
ernor and Judges. 
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A Legislative Assembly organized upon the 
plan contemplated by the ordinance, when the 
number of free male inhabitants of fullage amount- 
ed to five thousand, would, itis presumed, remove 
the principal cause of uneasiness, and be promotive 
of the general good. 

For information as to the extent of population 
in the Mississippi Territory, the quality, quantity, 
and value of the exports, the wishes of the people 
for a change of government,and their supposed abil- 
ity to meet the expense incident toa General As- 
sembly, the committee beg leave to refer the House 
to two letters from Mr. N. Hunter hereto subjoin- 
ed, (Nos. 1 and 2;) the petitioners prayed that 
Mr. Hunter might be accredited as their agent, 
and viewed as a character in whom entire confi- 
dence may be placed. 

From a desire to attach the citizens of the Mis- 
sissippi Territory permanently to the United 
States, to promote their political welfare and hap- 
piness, and to extend to them more ample security 
against political oppression, the committee submit 
the following resolutions: 

1. Resolved, That so much of the ordinance for 
‘the government of the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the river Ohio, as relates to the 
organization of a General Assembly therein, and 
prescribes the powers thereof, shall forthwith oper- 
ate and be in force in the Mississippi Territory: 
‘Provided, That, until the number of free male in- 
habitants of full age, in the said Territory, shall 
‘amount to five thousand, there shall not be return- 
‘ed to the General Assembly more than nine repre- 
sentatives. 

2. Resolved, That,until the number of free male 
inhabitants of full age in the Mississippi Territory 
shall amount to five thousand, the county of 
Adams shall be entitled to choose five representa- 
tives to the General Assembly, and the county of 
Pickering four. 

3. Resolved, That the first election for Repre- 
sentatives to the General Assembly shall be on 
the day of ——, and that all subsequent elec- 
tions shall be regulated by the Legislature. 

4. Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the 
“Governor of the Mississippi Territory to cause 
the said election to be holden on the day afore- 
said, at the most convenient place in the counties 
aforesaid, and to nominate a proper officer or offi- 
cers to preside at and conduct the same, and tore- 
turn to him the names of the persons who may 
‘have been duly elected. 

5. Resolved, That the Representatives shall be 
convened by the Governor on the day of —. 

6. Resolved, That so soonas the number of free 
male inhabitants, of full age, shall amount to or 
exceed five thousand, the number of Representa- 
tives to the General Assembly shall be determined, 
and the apportionment made, in the way prescribed 
‘in the. ordinance. 


_ No.1. 
Pariapetpuia, Feb. 4, 1800. — 


na Dear Sir: In your communication of the 26th 
of January, you inquire— 


ist. “By what authority were Cato West and 
others chosen a committee? if by the people, at what 
period, in what manner, and for what purpose ?” 

A meeting was held by a number of the princi- 
pal inhabitants, on the 6th day of Joly last, in 
order to confer upon the unhappy situation of the 
country, and, if possible, to devise a remedy. The 
result of this meeting was a circular letter drawn 
up by the conference, recommending to the seve- 
ral districts the scheme of a committee, which 
was to meet, with written instructions from their 
constituents, in order to inform the Governor of 
the true situation of the country, and petition for 
a redress of grievances. I have a copy of the cir- 
cular letter, and the letters of instructions from 
the several districts. 

2d. You inquire “what is the aggregate num- 
ber of the free inhabitants of the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory, what proportion are natives of the United 
States, and what the number of our militia 2” 

Our Governor has never taken a census of the 
people, nor has he been able to organize the militia, 
so that we are much at a loss with respect to our 
numbers; I think, however, that we cannot have 
less than six thousand free inhabitants, and about 
two thousand capable of bearing arms: our people 
are mostly natives of the United States; there is 
not, perhaps, one-tenth of any other description. 

3d. You inquire “whether the emigration to 
the Territory is great, and whether any of the 
citizens have lately removed to the Spanish do- 
minions, and, if any, what seem to have been the 
inducements ?” 

The emigration to our country is at this time 
extremely limited ; the impossibility of procuring 
lands by any other way than by purchase from 
individuals, and the facility with which lands are 
acquired in the Spanish dominions, forms an in- 
superable bar to the increase of our population; 
though men of property who have lately descended 
the river seem rather inclined to sacrifice a part 
of their property in the purchase of lands whereon 
to settle, than to avail themselves of the easy 
terms offered by the Spanish Government; but 
the poorer classes are impelled to go below. 

An alarming depopulation took place last Win- 
ter under the patronage of Doctor White; we 
could never learn the exact number of families, 
but they were sufficiently numerous to form a 
considerable settlement below the line of which 
Doctor White is commandant. A number of the 
inhabitants have been selling out this Summer,and 
preparing to remove below at the end of the year. 
Various circumstances may have combined ‘in 
producing this dereliction, but we do not hesitate 
to say that the morose, arbitrary contumacy of 
Governor Sargent are among the primary causes. 

4th. You would know “the particular culture 
which occupies the attention of the planter of the 
Mississippi Territory, what are our articles of ex- 
portation, and what the supposed quantity and 
value 2?” 

Cotton is at present the staple of the Territory, 
and is cultivated with singular advantage to the 
planter. We get one quarter of a dollar per 
pound for clean cotton, and an active planter will 
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make from five to eight hundred pounds weight | I must also solicit the attention of the commit- 
to a hand; and, as I conceive we have as many | tee of the House of Representatives to the address 
black as white inhabitants, we cannot make much | of Cato West and others, to the Governor and 
less than three millions of pounds of merchant- | Judges, upon the subject of the laws, and the an- 
able cotton, equal to seven hundred and fifty | swer to thataddress. The committee charges the 
thousand dollars. Legislature with making laws in express contra- 

We are able to raise, at a small expense, great | diction to the letter of the ordinance of 1787, 
quantities of pork; but the price, for three or four | which authorizes them only to adopt laws already 
years’ past, has not been more than three and a | made in the original States. The Governor and 
half dollars; consequently, little has been raised. | Judges, in their answer, confess that they have 
Our soil and climate seems peculiarly adapted to | made Jaws which have not been derived from any 
the growth of indigo, as well as cotton; and the/ one of the State codes; but they say they have 
sugar-cane thrives well in the lower part of the | been in favor of the citizen, by lessening fines and 
Territory. I am, dear sir, with great esteem, | penalties. But the committee, in their reply to 
yours, N. HUNTER, that answer, which concludes their correspond- 

Agent Mississippi Territory. | ence. assert that the lessening of fines and penal- 
poe ties was not the object of their Legislative efforts ; 
No.2. and the code of laws which, it is presumed, has 
by this time been transmitted to Colonel Picker- 

Fepruary 6, 1800.. | ing’s office, will, Iam fully persuaded, justify the 

Dear Sir: I received your obliging note of the assertion. f 
3d instant; and while you have my sincere and; At the time of my departure from the Territory 
hearty thanks for your vigilance and attention to | the discontents of the people were great indeed ; 
the business of the Natchez, I shall make every the whole country was influenced by an idea that 
exertion in my power to elucidate such parts of the ordinance for our government had been wan- 
our petition and documents as may appear vague | tonly abused, and the Constitution of the United 
or ambiguous. | States as wantonly violated, at a time, and under 

The estimate annexed to the petition of Cato! circumstances, which required no such sacrifice. 
West and others (mentioned in your note) is not} But the Governors appointments, civil and 
“the amount of the tax laid on the county of| military, as they stand at present, have been a 
Adams by a law of the Territory ;” but itappears | more abundant source of discontent than any that 
to. be the sum which the Governor thought ne- | has arisen under his administration. All the 
cessary to be raised in that county for the service | principal officers that possessed the confidence of 
‘of the last year; and it was sent by him to the | the people have uniformly resigned their appoint- 
first court of general quarter sessions in order to | ments, and it will be impossible that the Gov- 
receive the sanction of that court. This would | ernor can ever be able to organize the militia, 
give it immediate currency, and necessarily ope- notwithstanding his extraordinary fines, in order 
rate in aid of his future projects of taxation. to force his appointments upon the people. 

But such a manifest prodigality of the public} Can it be possible that an administration, which, 
resources appeared upon the face of it, together | from its earliest operations, has proved so repug- 
with so marked an opposition to the public opin- | nant to the public will, and so fatal to the happi- 
ion, with regard to the place whereon the pa ness of society, can ever be able to restore har- 


He buildings were to be erected, that it received | mony, attach public confidence, and promote the 
the immediate disapprobation of the court; and I| general good? The thing is impossible. 
believe a similar instrument was never presented| There isyet another source of uneasiness, excited 
to the county of Pickering. | by the conduct of our Governor, which I feel it a 
I would here beg leave to call your attention to | duty incumbent on me to suggest to the commit- 
the first address of the committee, to Governor | tee of the House of Representatives. He has 
Sargent, of the 26th of August. It is there stated heretofore been in the habit of exacting and re- 
that he had adopted and pursued improper meas- ceiving fees for passports granted to citizens trav- 
ures; that he had given an exclusive confidence elling from the Territory to the United States, and 
to a party; that his measures were calculated to 
-give confidence to the insolence of faction, and 
to suffocate the germ of public virtue in the up- 
right citizen. He was also told that most of the 
perplexities which had embarrassed him in his i A 
administration had undoubtedly flowed from this | lessened. and a great incentive to abuse entirely 
source ; but anxious for a general accommodation. | removed. 


| fev for tavern and marriage licenses. It is be- 
and animated with a hope of inspiring a system | My state of health will now admit of my per- 


lieved that his perquisites in these instances have 
not been inconsiderable ; and if the practice were 
forbidden by a law of Congress, it is presumed 
that the burdens of the people would be somewhat 


measures capable of embracing that object, the | sonal attendance on the committee of the House of 
committee was ready to admit that the Governor Representatives, and I shall take much pleasure in 
had been surprised into those measures by partial making such further explanation as may be desired. 

-or designing statements. To this address, how-| The people of the Mississ?ppi Territory are ex- 
ever, the Governor avoided to return an answer; tremely anxious for a Legislative Assembly; and 
for the fact is, the charges were too true to be de- there is no doubt existing, in my mind, as to the 
nied, and his conduct too improper to be justified. | entire competency of their resources. 
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The power of making laws, through their im- | large on their journals, and proceed to reconsider 
mediate Representatives, in whom they have a į it. If, after suchreconsideration, two-thirds of that 
confidence, and who have a common interest with | House shall agree to pass the bill, it shall be sent, 
themselyes, is a privilege which cannot but be | together with the objections, to the other House, 
grateful to every American, and produce the best | by which it shall likewise be reconsidered; andif 
effects in that country. approved by two-thirds of that House, it shall be- 

Tam, dear sir, with all possible esteem, your very | comea law. Ifany bill shall not be returned by 


humble servant, N. HUNTER, the Governor within six days (Sunday excepted, ) 
Agent Mississippi Territory. | after it shall have been presented to him, the same 

Hon. W. C. C. CLAIBORNE, shall be a law, in like manner, as if he had signed 
Chairman Mississippi Committee. it, unless the General Assembly, by their adjourn- 


ment, prevent its return; in which case, it shall 
A be a m 7 i i 

; esolve at every order, resolution, or vote 
[Communicated to the House of Reps., March 13, 1800:] to which the ea tice of the Legislative Coun- 
ciland House of Representatives may be necessary 
Mr. CLarporne made the following report: The | (except ona question of adjournment) shall be pre- 
committee to whom was recommitted the report | sented to the Governor of the Territory, and, be- 
upon the petition of Cato West and others, to- | fore the same shall take effect, shall be approved 
gether with certain resolutions submitted tothe | by him; or, being disapproved by him, shall be re- 
House on the 10th instant, proposing an abridg- | passed by two-thirds of the Senate and House of 
ment of the powers granted to the Governor of the | Representatives, according to the rules and limit- 
Mississippi Territory, are of opinion that it would | ations prescribed in the case of a bill. 
be expedient to adopt the said resolutions, for the Resolved, That the General Assembly meet at 


following reasons: least once in every year, and such meeting shall 
1. That from the infancy of the Mississippi set- | be on the —— day of —— unlessthey shall by law 
tlements, and their remote situation from. the seat appoint a different day; Provided, That the Gov- 
of the Federal Government, it is advisable that the | ernor shall have power, on extraordinary occasions, 
Government of the United States should possess | to convene both Houses of the General Assembly, 
a control over the proceedings of the Territorial | or either of them. 
Legislature, which can alone be effected through | Resolved, That neither House, during the ses- 
the medium of the Territorial Governor, whose re- | sion of the General Assembly, shall, without the 
sponsibility, it is presumed, will prevent an im- consent of the other, adjourn for more than three 


proper use of any powers granted. days, nor to any other place than that in which 
9. That the Territorial Government will only | the two Houses shall be sitting. 
be temporary; and if, in the progress of the ad- 
ministration thereof, the system should prove de- 
fective, the necessary alterations will, no doubt, 
be made by Congress. 
3. That the petitioners solicited only the benefits 
of the ordinance in its second grade, which, in the 
report heretofore made on the petition of Cato 
West and others, the House was advised immedi- 
ately to extend to the Mississippi Territory ; this alteration is necessary in the judiciary establish- 
measure the committee still think is dictated by | ment of the Territory Northwest of the Ohio, and 
policy and justice, and again recommend the adop- | who were directed to report their opinion of the 
tion of the resolutions contained in the said report. | expediency of dividing said Territory into two 
Resolved, That, from and after the organization | distinct and separate governments, do, in obedi- 
of the Territorial Assembly of the Mississippi Ter- | ence to such direction, make the following report: 
ritory, the Governor shall nominate, and, by and That parts of said Territory are subject to sev- 
with the advice and consent of the Legislative | eral scrious inconveniences, which require redress 
Council, shall appoint all officers, both civil and from the General Government; most of the evils 
military, of the Territory, whose appointments are which they at present experience are, in the opin- 
not particularly vested in Congress by the ordi- | ion of this committee, to be imputed to the very 
nance: Provided, That the Governor shall have | great extent of country at present comprised un- 
power to fill up all vacancies which may happen | der their imperfect government. The Territory 
during the recess of the Legislative Council, by | Northwest of the Ohio, from southeast to north- 
granting commissions, which shall expire at the | west, fifteen hundred miles, and the actual dis- 
end of their next session... tance of travelling from the places of holding 
‘Resolved, Thatevery bill which shall have passed | courts the most remote from each other, is thir- 
the House of Representatives and the Legislative | teen hundred miles, and in a country so sparsely 
Council, shall, before it becomes a law, be present- peopled, and so little reclaimed from its native 
-ved tothe Governor of the Territory; if he approves | wildness, this distance alone seems to present bar- 
ait, hé shall sign it; but if not, he shall return it, | riers almost insuperable against the exercise of 
~ with his objections, to that House in which it shall the functions of government, which always pre- 

have originated, who shall enter the objections at | supposes a knowledge of the condition of the sev- 


DIVISION OF NORTHWEST TERRITORY. 
[Communicated to the House of Reps., March 3, 1800.] 


_ The committee to whom it was referred to con- 
sider and report whether any, and, if any, what, 
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eral parts and the practicability of seasonable com- | the United States before the passing of the law of 
munication among the several organs. June, 1798, respecting the naturalization of aliens, 
In the three western counties there has been | and might have made the declarations required by 
but one court having cognizance of crimes in five | the law of January, 1795, and brought themselves 
years; and the immunity which offenders experi- | within the proviso of the law first mentioned, and 
ence attracts, as to an asylum, the most vile and | secured the right of naturalization after a residence 
abandoned criminals, and at the same time deters | of five years within the United States; but having 
useful and virtuous persons from making settle- | omitted to make the declaration required, they are 
ments in such society. The extreme necessity of | obliged to reside fourteen years within the United 
judiciary attention and assistance is experienced | States before they can become citizens thereof. 
in civil as well as in criminal cases. The sup- | They request that the Legislature will pass an act 
plying to vacant places such necessary officers as | which shall secure to them the same rights which 
may be wanted, such as clerks, recorders, and | they would have received had they made the de- 
others of like kind, is, from the impossibility of | claration required by the law of January, 1795. 
correct notice and information, utterly neglected. | - The committee can see nothing in this case 
This Territory is exposed, as a frontier, to foreign | which can warrant a deviation from the general 
nations, whose agents can find sufficient interest | rule. 
in exciting or fomenting insurrection or discon-} They believe the law of June, 1798, to be found- 
tent, as thereby they can more easily divert a | ed on fair and just principles, and that a proba- 
valuable trade in furs from the United States, and | tion of fourteen years is not generally more than 
also have a part thereof on: which they border, | sufficient to conciliate the feelings of aliens to the 
which feels so little the cherishing hand of their | manners, laws, and Government of a country into 
proper Government, or so little dread of its ener- | which they remove as strangers; and that the 
gy, as to render their attachment perfectly uncer- | attachment which every honest mind feels to the 
tain and ambiguous. The committee would fur- | country which gave him birth, and in which he has 
ther suggest that the law of the 3d of March, 1791, | formed his early attachments, will not, probably, 
granting land to certain persons in the western | in the short space of five years, be so far oblitera- 
part of said Territory, and directing the laying | ted as to make it safe or prudent for this Govern- 
out of the same, remains inexecuted; that great | ment to repose that confidence in him which it 
discontent, in consequence of such neglect, is ex- | must place in its own citizens. The committee 
cited in those who were interested in the provis- | are therefore of opinion that the prayer of this pe- 
ion of said law, and which require the immedi- | tition ought not to be granted. 
ate attention of this Legislature. To administer 
a remedy to these evils, it oecurs to this commit- 
tee that it is expedient that a division of said Ter- ARMS AND AMMUNITION. 
ritory into two distinct and separate governments — 


should be made; and that such division be made i 
bya line beginning at the mouth of the Great | [Communicated to the House of Reps., March 25, 1800.] 
Miami river, running directly north, until it in- | Mr. S. Smrra, from the committee appointed to 
tersects the boundary between the United States | Inquireinto the expediency of authorizing the Sec- 
and Canada. retary of the Treasury to remit any torfeitures 
In which case it is conceived that the western | which shall occur, or may have occured, under the 
part may be permitted to go into the same stage law of the United States prohibiting the exporta- 
of government as is now in use in said Territory, | tion of arms and ammunition, on the same princi- 
i ples on which the Secretary is authorized to remit 


as the same is supposed to contain at the present € i 
time fifteen thousand inhabitants. forfeitures incurred under the revenue laws, made 
the following report: 


Your committee, therefore, recommend to the ; 
House the adoption of the following resolution, That the power heretofore vested in the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury to mitigate or remit fines, 


viz: ‘ to n 
Resolved, That the Territory Northwest of the forfeitures, and penalties, incurred under the reve- 
nue laws of the United States, was, by the express 


river Ohio be divided into two distinct and sep- Ui i 
arate governments, by a line beginning at the | tenor thereof, limited to objects of a fiscal nature 
mouth of the Great Miami river, and running | only, the management and superintendence of 
through a north course, until it intersects the which werecommitted to that Department of which 
boundary line between the United States and | he is the head. , eh 
Canada. That the act of the United States prohibiting, 
fora limited time, the exportation of arms and am- 
munition, though in that act it is declared to be the 
duty of the custom-house officers, and of all persons 
employed in the collection of the revenue, to at- 
tend to the execution thereof; and though all for- 
feitures and penalties incurred under the said act, 
and not otherwise directed to be prosecuted and 
recovered, were to be sued fér, prosecuted, adjudg- 
ed,and distributed, in like manner as is provided in 
the act entitled “An act to provide more effectually 


NATURALIZATION. 
[Communicated to the House of Reps., March 14, 1800.] 
Mr. Gaiswo np, from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of sundry aliens residing 
at Mount Pleasant, in the State of New York, 


made the following report: i 
That these petitioners state, that they came into 
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for the collection of the duties imposed by law on Relying on the Constitution, we had thought 
goods, wares, and merchandise, imported into the | that no law could be made by Congress abridging 
United States, and on the tonnage of ships and | the freedom of the press. But we find, by the 
vessels,” was yet essentially a political, and not a | proceedings of the Senate, that the privileges of 
fiscal measure and regulation. one House may effect what the Constitution has 

That the object contemplated by said act was of | forbidden to the three branches of our Legislature 
great importance, both as it related to the supplies | united. 
of armsand ammunition to the United States,and | We had thought that the Constitution had se- 
asitrelated to the deprivation of similar supplies to | cured to the citizens of the United States the right 
those who practised hostilities against the United | of a trial by jury; but the proceedings of the Sen- 
States. ate have convinced us that we are liable to be tried 

That the power of remitting fines, forfeitures, | and punished for new and unknown offences, with- 
and penalties, incurred under the said act, seems | out recourse to that Constitutional tribunal. 
to be involved in the general “ power of granting! We have long viewed with silent horror the 
pardons for offences against the United States,” | baneful progress of the Sedition law; but patiently 
vested by the Constitution in the President of the | submitted to evils we could not but feel, in hopes 
United States, to whom alone, according to the | that the juries of our country might palliate, if’ 
nature of our Government, it must pertain to judge | not cure them; but with unfeigned sorrow and 
of the extent of the mischiefs flowing from the vi- | surprise we observe, in the proceedings of the 
olations of such political measures and regulations, | Senate, another sedition law rising up to appal us;. 
and how far considerations for the remission of | a sedition law that defies the counteraction of the 
fines, forfeitures, and penalties incurred by such | laws of our land or the juries of our country. 
violations may be listened to consistently with the | We Aad thought that the Constitution provided 
public safety in relation to that power. If cases | against the dangerous intermixture of judicial, 
of unintentional violation have occurred, the in- | legislative, and executive authorities; but the pro- 
convenience of making special application to the | ceedings of the Senate have shown us that the. 
Executive (where, upon due representation, it is | Constitution has not yet sufficiently guarded this 
not to be doubted but that every attention would | most important principle, which the doctrine of 
at all times be paid which reason and propriety | privilege is so well calculated to destroy. 
could require) cannot justify a departure from the | We had thought that the three branches of our 
ordinary course to be observed on similar oc- | Legislature were unitedly, but not severally, com- 
casions. petent to the enaction of those laws which bind the 

Your committee are therefore of opinion that it | persons and properties of the citizens; but we 
is inexpedient “to authorize the Secretary of the | now find that penal ordinances may be enacted 
Treasury to remit any forfeitures which shall oc- | and enforced by the Senate alone! and we con- 
cur, or may have occurred, under the law of the | template a speedy and alarming extension of our 
United States prohibiting the exportation of arms | criminal code, if the present example should un- 
and ammunition, on the same principles on which | happily be pursued by similar claims of Repre-- 
the Secretary is authorized to remit forfeitures in- | sentative privilege. 
curred under the revenue laws.” We had thought that the rights and authorities. 
of the respective branches of our Federal Govern- 
ment had been expressly defined by the Federal. 
BREACH OF PRIVILEGES. Constitution, and-that the Constitution itself was. 
drawn up and sanctioned by the public voice for 
: this express purpose; but we now see that rights 

[Communicated to the Senate, May 10th, 1800.] | may be claimed, and privileges assumed, which 
To the Senate of the United States: The remon- | we seek for in vain among the declarations and 

strance and petition of the undersigned, citi- | provisions of that supreme law of our land. 

zens of the Republic of America, resident in the | We had thought that the Constitution had pro~- 

city and county of Philadelphia, respectfully | vided that, in every criminal case, an accused per- 

showeth: son should be confronted with bis accusers, have 

That we, the undersigned citizens of the Ameri- | process for his witnesses, and be fully heard by 
can Republic, deeply impressed by the proceedings | himself or counsel in his defence; but the pro-- 
now pending before the Senate, on the subject of | ceedings in question have convinced us that these 
privileges, in the case of William Duane, are anx- | rights are very imperfectly secured, while an ac- 
jous to call the attention of this honorable House | cusing Senate can dictate to a defendant the, de-- 
to what they deem the real and inevitable tendency | fence on which he must rely, and arbitrarily con- 
of those proceedings. fine him to the weakest part of it. 

We are fully persuaded that the surest safe-| We had thought that the plain and acknowl- 
guard of the rights and liberties of the people is | edged principle of natural justice would have pre- 
the freedom of the press; and friends as we are to | vented the accusers from being also the judges, 
a republican Government, we cannot view, with- | the jury, and the punishers; but the proceedings of 
out strong emotions of surprise and regret, the | the Senate have satisfied us that these inconsist- . 
doctrines and practices of the privileged bodies of | ent characters may be mingled, and this plain and 
Európe about to be adopted in this free country | acknowleded principle of natural justice be com-- 
against that sacred bulwark of republican liberty. | pletely forgotten or boldly renounced. 


APPENDIX. 


1326 


City.of Washington. 


We dread the introduction of rights unlimited, 
and power unbounded, whether. under the name 
of privilege, or prerogative, or implied authorities, 
or constructive powers; and we speak with solemn 
and profound regret that the late proceedings of 
the Senate have strongly excited in us this dread. 

Our hearts are full upon this subject; we could 
accumulate our reasons of apprehension from 
these proceedings far beyond the common bounds 
of a petition and remonstrance; but we forbear. 
If the objections we have already assigned are un- 
felt and unnoticed, we must patiently contemplate 
the gloomy prospect before us, and calmly wait 
the approaching period when we shall no longer 
boast of being citizens of the American Republic. 

We reverence the constituted authorities of our 
country too much to dictate to them the line of 
their duty, or to reflect improperly on their con- 
duct, or to occupy unnecessarily their time. But 
on great public occasions, when our liberties are 
essentially involved, we will practice and main- 
tain our acknowledged right to petition and remon- | 
strate for redress of grievances; and therefore we | 
do, with sincere deference for the honorable body 
we now address, but at the same time anxiously | 
impressed with the danger of the present proceed- | 
ings, respectfully call upon the Senate to recon- 
sider the resolutions by them adopted on the sub- | 
ject of privilege, in the case of William Duane. 


CITY OF WASHINGTON. | 


[Communicated to Congress, January 30, 1801.] 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives - 

I transmit to Congress, for their consideration, a 
letter from William Thornton, Alexander White, 
and William Cranch, Esquires, Commissioners of 
the City of Washington; with a representation 
of the affairs of the city, made by them to the 
President of the United States, dated January 28, 
1801, accompanied with a series of documents 
marked from A to H, inclusively. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unirep States, January 30, 1801. 


Commissroners’ Orrice, Jan. 28, 1801. 

Sir: We do ourselves the honor to present to 
you a state of the business under our care, and of 
the public property belonging to the Federal seat, 
with an estimate of its value, founded, not on ! 
mere supposition, but on the average of former 
sales. 

This report would have been made at an earlier 
day, had it not been delayed by the unfortunate 
death of Mr. Scott. 

We have the honor to be, with sentiments of 
the highest respect, sir, your most obedient ser- 


vants. 
i WILLIAM THORNTON, 
ALEXANDER WHITE, 
W. CRANCH. 
The Present of the United States. 


To the President of the United States: 

The Commissioners appointed by virtue of the 
act of Congress entitled “ An act for establishing 
‘the temporary and permanent seat of the Govern- 
‘ment of the United States,” respectfully repre- 
sent: 

That the business committed to their charge 
having so far proceeded as to enable the Govern- 
ment to remove to its permanent seat, they have 
judged it expedient to lay before the President 
such a statement as will enable him to determine 
on the measures proper to be pursued in future. 

By the act of Congress abovementioned, the 
Commissioners appointed in the manner thereby 
prescribed, or any two of them, were authorized 
to purchase or accept such quantity of land on the 
eastern side of the river Potomac, within the Dis- 
trict, in the said act mentioned, as the President 
should deem proper for the use of the United 
States; and, according to such plans as the Presi- 
dent should approve, prior to the first Monday in 
December, 1800, provide suitable buildings for the 
accommodation of Congress, and of the President, 
and.of the public officers of the Government of 
the United States. That the President, in com- 
pliance with the act abovementioned, and of an 
act to amend the same, passed at Philadeiphia, on 
the 3d of March, 1791, did, by his proclamation, 


| dated 30th of the same month, locate a district 
| within the limits prescribed by the abovemen- 


tioned acts, and which has now become the per- 
manent seat of the Government of the United 
States. That the President, agreeably to theabove- 
recited acts, appointed, and by supplying vacan- 
cies which have happened by resignation and 
death, has kept in appointment, three Commis- 
sioners, for the purposes in the said acts declared. 
That the proprietors of the lands on which the 
City of Washington is laid out, by their several 
deeds, dated in or about the month of June, 1791, 
conveyed the said lands to Thomas Beall, of 
George, and John M. Gantt, and the survivor of 
them, and the heirs of such survivor, in trust, to 
be laid out in a Federal city, with such streets, 
squares, parcels, and lots, as the President of the 
United States for the time being should approve ; 
and that the said Thomas Beall, of George, and 
John M. Gantt, or the survivor of them, or the 
heirs of such survivor, should convey to the Com- 
missioners, for the time being, and their succes- 
sors, for the use of the United States, forever, all 
the streets, and such of the said squares, parcels, 
and lots, as the President should deem proper for 
the use of the United States, forever; and that as 
to the residue of the lots, into which the said lands 
should be laid off, that a fair and equal division 
should be made of them in the manner in the said 
deeds of trust specified, and that the part assigned 
to the public should be sold at such times and in 
such manner, and on such terms and conditions, 
as the President of the United States for the time 
being should direct; and that the said trustees, or 
the survivors of them, or the heirs of such survi- 
vors, should, on the order of the President, con- 
vey all the said lots, so sold and ordered to be con- 
veyed, to the respective purchasers, in fee simple, 
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according to the terms and conditions of such pur- 
chases; and the produce of the sales of the said 
lots, when sold as aforesaid, should in the first 
place be applied to the payment in money to the 
original proprietors for all the parts of their lands 
which should be laid off in lots, squares, or par- 
cels, and appropriated to the use of the United 
States, at the rate of £25 per acre, not accounting 
streets any part thereof; and the surplus, wheth- 
er in money or securities of any kind, should be 
paid, assigned, transferred, and delivered over to 
the President for the time being, as a grant of 
money to be applied to the purposes mentioned in 
the aforesaid act. In which deeds of trust, it is 
further provided, that the said Trustees should at 
any time, at the request of the President of the 
United States, convey allor any of the said lands, 
which shall not then have been conveyed in exe- 
cution of the trusts aforesaid, to such person or 
persons as he shall appoint, in fee simple, subject 
to the trusts then remaining to be executed, and 
to the end that the same may be perfected, (A.) 
A very valuable property being thus placed at the 
disposal of the President, he pursued those meas- 
ures which appeared most conducive to the great 
objects committed to his charge. He directed pub- 
lic sales of the property, and authorized, by a wri- 
ting under his hand, dated 29th September, 1792, 
the Commissioners, or any two of them, to sell, or 
agree for the sale of any lot or lots in the said city 
‘at private sale, for such price and on such terms 
as they should think proper, (B.) But no sales 
took place deserving attention, until the 23d of 
December, 1793, when a contract was made with 
Robert Morris and James Greenleaf, for the sale of 
‘six thousand lots, averaging five thousand two 
‘hundred and sixty-five square feet each, at the 
rate of eighty dollars per lot, payable in several 
equal annual instalments, without interest, com- 
` -mencing the 1st of May, 1794, and with condition 
of building twenty brick houses annually, two 
stories high, and covering twelve hundred square 
feet each; and with further condition that they 
should not sell any lots previous to the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1796, but on condition of erecting on every 
third lof one such house within four years from 
the time of sale,(C.) This contract was after- 
wards modified by an agreement of the 24th of 
April, 1794, by which the payment of 80,000 dol- 
lars, and the erecting the first-mentioned houses, 
should rest on the joint bond of the said Morris 
and Greenleaf, and of John Nicholson; and that 
one thousand lots should be conveyed to the said 
Morris and Greenleaf, (D,) which was according- 
ly done. It is proper to observe, that on the day 
on which the first-mentioned contract was execu- 
ted, the Assembly of Maryland passed a law en- 
acting, “that on all sales of lots in the said city, 
“by the said Commissioners, or any two of them, 
under terms or conditions of payment being made 
‘therefor, at any day or days after such contract 
‘entered into, if any sum of the purchase money 
or interest shall not be paid for the space of thirty 
> Sdays after the same ought to be paid, the said 
““Commissioners, or any two of them, may sell 
‘the’ same lots at-public vendue, in the City of 


‘ Washington, at any time after sixty days’ notice 
‘of such sale, in some of the public newspapers of 
‘Georgetown and Baltimore town, and retain in 
‘their hands sufficient of the money produced by 
‘such new sale, to satisfy all principal and inter- ’ 
‘est due on the first contract, together with the 
‘ expensesof advertisement and sale ; and the origi- 
‘nal purchaser, or his assigns, shall be entitled to 
‘receive from the said Commissioners, at their 
‘treasury, on demand, the balance of the money 
‘ which ‘may have been actually received by them, 
‘or under their order, on the said second sale; and 
‘all lots so sold shall be freed and acquitted of all 
‘claim, legal, and equitable, of the first purchaser, 
‘his heirs and assigns.” . 

Notwithstanding the favorable prospect which ` 
this transaction for a time afforded, the scene soon 
changed. The purchasers not only failed to pay 
the instalment which became due in May, 1795, 
but early in that year discontinued the buildings 
which they had commenced under their contract, 
andin which very little progress has since been 
made. The President, however, did not think it 
prudent to offer for sale so large a portion of the 
public property as would be necessary to raise the 
sums requisite for carrying on the public build- 
ings; believing, on grounds sufficiently solid to 
authorize the declaration of his opinion in a mes- 
sage to Congress, accompanying the memorial of 
the Commissioners hereafter mentioned, that this 
property would be amply sufficient for the pur- 
pose, could it be reserved till after the removal of 
Government, or till it could be sold in small par- 
cels to such as would purchase for their own use. 
It was therefore determined to solicit the patron- 
age of Congress, which was done in the year 
1796, by a memorial from the Commissioners, 
stating the affairs of the Federal seat in as clear 
a light as circumstances would then admit, and 
suggesting the propriety of authorizing a lcan 
bottomed on the city property, and guarantied by 
Congress, if that property should. prove deficient. 
Congress approved of the measure, and author- 
ized aloan, under. their guaranty, to the amount 
of $300,000. It is needless to detail the fruitless 
attempts which were made to fill this loan with 
actual specie. The only loan which could be ob- 
tained was $200,000 in United States six per cent. 
stock, at par, from the State of Maryland, and for 
which the Commissioners were obliged, in addi- 
tion to the guaranty of Congress, to give bonds, 
in their individual capacities, agreeably to the res- 
olutions of the Assembly of that State, passed in 
the years 1796 and 1797. (H.) 

The moneys arising from the sales of this stock, 
with the interest accrued thereon previous to the 
respective sales, amount to $169,873 41; and the 
interest paid thereon, up to the 30th of September 
last, inclusive, amounts to $39,000; so that the 
net sum of $130,873 41 remained applicable to 
the use of the public. 

The extent of these loans being thus ascertained, 
and the purchasers of lots still failing to pay the 
amount of their purchases, it became obvious that 
the views of Government could not be accom- 
plished without further aid. 
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The Commissioners, therefore, prepared a sec- 
ond memorial to Congress, stating the situation 
of the Federal seat,and the resources which re- 
mained in their hands, which memorial was trans- 
mitted by the President to Congress on the 23d 
of February, 1798, and, in. consequence, an act 
was passed authorizing the Treasurer of the Uni- 
ted States to advance the sum of $100,000, at the 
times in the said act mentioned, which was de- 
clared to be in full of the sums previously guar- 
antied. From the difficulty of collecting out- 
standing debts, as well from purchasers at public 
sales held by the Commissioners for default of 
payment by the first purchasers, as from the first 
purchasers themselves, it became evident that the 
several objects considered as necessary previous 
to the removal of Government could not be ac- 
complished with the means at the disposal of the 
Commissioners; application was therefore made 
to the Assembly of Maryland for a loan. and a 
resolution of that Legislature was obtained on the 
23d of December, 1799; directing the trustee of 
the State to transfer to the Commissioners of the 
Federal buildings in the City of Washington the 
sum of $50,000 of the stock of the United States, 
bearing a pon interest of six per cent. per an- 
num, on their giving such real and personal secu- 
rity as the Governor and Council should approve, 
for the payment of the principal sum, on or be- 
fore the Ist day of November, 1802, and the 

unctual payment of the interest quarter-yearly. 
hereupon, Gustavus Scott and William Thorn- 
ton, two of the Commissioners, together with 
Uriah Forrest and James M. Lingan, entered into 
bond to the State of Maryland for payment of the 
principal sum of $50,000, and interest thereon ; 
and the said Uriah Forrest executed a mortgage 
on 420 acres of land, for the same purpose, agree- 
ably to the said resolution; the abovementioned 
Commissioners having agreed, by a letter dated 
28th of February, 1800, and directed to the said 
Uriah Forrest and James M, Lingan, in answer to 
their letter of the same date, that all the property 
in the City of Washington, before that time sold 
or contracted for, and where the payments had not 
been made, (except the property pledged by the 
act of Congress to secure the loan of $300,000,) 
should be held as security for the payment of the 
said sum of $50,000. Gs ) 

The Trustee of the State transferred the stock 
accordingly, which has been sold at different times, 
including the interest received thereon, for the 
sum of $42,738 36, and interest has been paid 
thereon up to the 30th of September last, inclu- 
sive, to the amount of $2,250, leaving the net sum 
of $40,488 96 to be applied to public use. The 
land which has been accepted, or purchased by 
the Commissioners for the use of the United 
States, and which yet remains unsold, (exclusive 
of lots forfeited for non-payment of the purchase 
money, and which for that cause are liable to be 
resold,) consists of 24,655,735 square feet of ground 
in the City of Washington, equal to 4,682 lots of 
5.265 square feet each, exclusive of lots which 
bind on navigable water; these form fronts to the 
extent of 2,043 feet, and are generally sold by the 


foot front. It is impossible to ascertain with pre- 
cision the value of this property; some idea may 
be formed of it by taking the average price at 
which similar property has heretofore been sold; 
in this case, a reference must be had to the differ- 
ent situations; 3,1784} of the city lots lie north- 
east of Massachusetts avenue, in which situation 
only five standard lots (except 1,500, part of Mor- 
ris & Greenleaf’s selection of 6,000 lots) have 
been sold by the Commissioners; but many lots 
(of private property) on the same side of that 
avenue have been sold. We have been able to 
ascertain the price of 355 of these, which, united 
with the price of the five lots sold by the Com- 
missioners, make an average of upwards of $105 
per standard lot, which rate would produce, by the 
sale of the whole number on that side of the ave- 
nue, the sum of $333,747. The remaining 1,504 
lots are situated to the southwest of Massachu- 
setts avenue ; the average price of lots sold in that 
division of the city, since passing the guaranty 
law in May, 1796, is $343, at which rates the above- 
mentioned 1,504 lots would produce $515,872. 
The average price of lots binding on navigable 
water, sold during the same period. is $12 71 per 
foot front. The property of this descriptoin, re- 
maining to be sold at the same rate, would pro- 
duce $25,979 24. It is to be observed that most 
of these lots were sold at periods remote from the 
time when profit could be expected to arise from 
them, and many of them at reduced prices, in 
consequence of covenants to build thereon. Al- 
though it may be admitted that the lots hereto- 
fore sold, are, on an average, better than those 
which remain for sale, yet the change of circum- 
stances under which future sales may be made we 
hope will more than counterbalance the differ- 
ence. In addition to this property, four wharves 
have been built, at the expense of thirty-two hun- 
dred and twenty-one dollars eighty-eight cents, 
which yet remain in a useful state. 

An island in Aquia creek, in the State of Vir- 
ginia, was purchased, in the year 1791, for the sum 
of $6,000, on account of the freestone quarries ` 
therein, which has been conveyed to the before- 
mentioned Thomas Beall and John M. Gantt for 
the use of the United States. Thus a real estate 
of the value of $884,819 88, according to the best 
estimate we are able to form, remains at the dis- 
posal of Government. (G.) 

The measures to be pursued, with regard to this 
property, it is not for us to determine; but we 
think it necessary to state some other matters 
which require attention. The debts duc, and 
shortly to become due, to the city fund, and which 
are considered as good, amount to $144,125 80; 
and the debts contracted on the credit of that 
fund, as nearly as can be ascertained, amount to 
$360,881 05. (G.) 

Although it is believed that all the debts stated 
to be good may be ultimately recovered, (they be- 
ing due for property sold and not conveyed, or se- 
cured by notes with sufficient endorsers,) yet the 
difficulty of enforcing payment is such that they 
cannot be relied on for the punctual payment of 
the interest on the several loans from the State of 
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Maryland, of the sums due to individuals, and the 
expenses of the Commissioners’ office. 

We further observe, that. only three squares re- 
main undivided, owing to the original proprietors 
not having agreed on their respective proportions 
therein; and that the division of thirty-three 
squares has been agreed upon, but the papers re- 
specting them are not yet signed by the parties; 
and that the accounts with some of the original 
proprietors for land appropriated for public use 
have not yet been settled, owing to a difference of 
opinion between the Commissioners and them 
with respect to small portions of land for which 
they claim payment. : f 

Thomas Beall and John M. Gantt, the trustees 
before named, have, at the request of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, conveyed the building 
lots in the city of Washington to Gustavus Scott, 
William Thornton,and Alexander White, subject 
to the trusts remaining to be executed. Gustavus 
Scott has since deceased. The said trustees have 
been required by the President to convey the 
streets and grounds appropriated to public use to 
the Commissioners, but have not complied. 

Several acts of the Legislature of Maryland 
have vested certain powers in the Commissioners, 
which it may be proper to notice, particularly an 
act passed the 19th December, 1791, entitled “ An 
act concerning the Territory of Columbia and 
City of Washington,” a copy whereof is enclosed, 
(marked H;) and an act passed in December, 1793, 
being a further supplement to the act above men- 
tioned ; by the first paragraph of which it is enact- 
ed, “ That the certificates granted, or which may 
be granted by the said Commissioners, or any two 
of them, to purchasers of lots in the said city, with 
acknowledgment of the payment of the whole pur- 
chase money and interest, if any shall have arisen 
thereon, and recorded agreeably to the directions 
of the act concerning the Territory of Columbia 
and City of Washington, shall be sufficient and 
effectual to vest the legal estate in the purchasers, 
their heirs, and assigns, according to the import 
of such certificate, without any deed or formal 
conveyance” _ 

The second paragraph of the last mentioned 
act, empowering the Commissioners to resell lots 
for default in payment of the first purchase mo- 
ney, has been before recited. 

The Commissioners having stated all the facts 
and observations which appear to them necessary 
for the information of Government respecting the 
business committed to their charge, with the great- 
est deference and respect submit the same to the 
consideration of the President of the United 
States. WILLIAM THORNTON, 

ALEXANDER WHITE, 
W. CRANCH. 
Commissioners’ OFFICE, Jan. 28, 1801. 


DA. 
Copy of a Deed of Trust for Land in the City of 
a Washington. 
«> This indenture, made this day of June, in 
the year 1791, between Abraham Young, of the 


State of Maryland, of the one part, and Thomas 
Beall, of George, and John Mackall Gantt, of the 
State of Maryland, of the other part, witnesseth: 
That the said Abraham Young, for and in consid- 


‘eration of the sum of five shillings, to him in 


hand paid by the said Thomas Beall, of George, 
and John M. Gantt, before the ensealing and de- 
livery of these presents, the receipt whereof he 
doth hereby acknowledge; and thereof doth, 
against the said Thomas Beall, of George, and 
John M. Gantt, their executors and administra- 
tors, and also for and in consideration of the uses 
and trusts hereinafter mentioned, to be performed 
by the said Thomas Beall, of George, and John 
M. Gantt, and the survivor of them, and the heirs 
of each survivor, according to the true intent and 
meaning thereof, hath granted, bargained, sold, 
aliened, released, and confirmed, and by these pre- 
sents doth grant, bargain, sell, alien, release, and 
confirm, unto the said Thomas Beall and John M. 
Gantt, and the survivor of them, and the heirs of 
such survivor, all the lands of him, the said Abra- 
braham Young, lying and being within the follow- 
ing limits, boundaries, and lines, to wit: Begin- 
ning on the east side of Rock creek, at a stone 
standing in the middle of the road leading from 
Georgetown to Bladensburg; thence, along the 
middie of the said road, to a stone standing on the 
east side of the Reedy branch of Goose creek; 
thence, southeasterly, making an angle of sixty- 
one degrees and twenty minutes with the merid- 
ian, to a stone standing in the road leading from 
Bladensburg to the Eastern Branch ferry; then, 
south, to a stone eighty poles north of the east and 
west line already drawn from the mouth of Goose 
creek, to the Eastern Branch; thence, east, paral- 
le] to the said east and west line, to the Eastern 
Branch; thence, by and with the waters of the 
Eastern Branch, Potomac. river, and Rock creek, 
to the beginuing, with their appurtenances, except 
all and every lot or lots of which the said Abra- 
ham Young is seized, or to which he is entitled, 
lying in Carrollsburg or Hamburg; to have and to 
hold the hereby bargained and sold lands, with 
their appurtenances, to the said Thomas Beall, of 
George, and John M. Gantt, and the survivor of 
them, and the heirs of such survivor, forever, to 
and for the special trusts following, and no other, 
that is to say: that all the said lands hereby bar- 
gained and sold, or such part thereof as may be 
thought necessary and proper, to be laid out, to- 
gether with other lands within the said limits, for 
a Federal city, with such streets, squares, parcels, 
and lots as the President of the United States, for 
the time being, shall approve; and that the said 
Thomas Beall, of George, and John M. Gantt, or 
the survivor of them, or the heirs of such survivor, 
shall convey to the Commissioners for the time 
being, appointed by virtue of the act of Congress, 
entitled “An act for establishing the temporary 
and permanent seat of the Government of the 
United States,” and their successors, for the use of 
the United States, forever, all the said streets, and 
such of the said squares, parcels, and lots, as the 
President shall deem proper for the use of the 
United States; and that as to the residue of the 


APPENDIX. 


City of Washington. 


1333 1334 


lots, into which the lands hereby bargained and | States as aforesaid, or by purchasers. And when 
sold shall have been laid off and divided, that a | any lots or Parcels shall be occupied under pur- 
fair and equal division of them shall be made; | chase or appropriations as aforesaid, then, and not 
and if no other mode of division shall be agreed | till then, shall the said A. Young relinquish his 


on by consent of the said A. Young, and the 
Commissioners for the time being, then such resi- 
due of the said lots shall be divided, every other 
lot alternate to the said A. Young; and it shall, 
in that event, be determined by lot whether the 
said A. Young shall begin by the lot of the low- 
est number laid out on the said land, or the follow- | 
ing number; and all the said lots which may in | 
any manner be divided or assigned to the said 
Abraham Young shall thereupon, together with 
any part of the said bargained and sold land, if 
any, which shall not have been laid out into the 
said city, be conveyed by the said Thomas Beall, | 
of George, and John M. Gantt, or the survivor of 
them, or the heirs of such survivor, to him, the 

said Abraham Young, his heirs or assigns; and 

that the said other lots shall and may be sold at 

such time or times, in such manner, and on such 

terms and conditions, as the President of the Uni- | 
ted States for the time being shall direct. And | 
that the said Thomas Beall, of George; and John 

M. Gantt, or the survivor of them, or the heirs of | 
such survivor, will, on the order or direction of | 
the President, convey all the said lots so sold and | 


occupation thereon. And in trust, also, as to the 
trees, timber, and wood on the premises, that he, 
the said A. Young, his heirs or assigns, may freely 
cut down, take, and use the same as his and their 
property, except such of the trees and wood grow- 
ing as the President or Commissioners aforesaid 
may judge proper, and give notice, shall be left 
for ornament; for which the just and reasonable 
value shall be paid to the said A. Young, his ex- 
ecutors, administrators, or assigns, exclusive of the 
twenty-five pounds per acre for the land. And in 
case the arrangements of the streets, lots, and the 
like, will conveniently admit of it, he, the said A. 
Young, his heirs and assigns, shall, if he so desire 
it, possess and retain the buildings and grave- 
yards, if any, on the hereby bargained and sold 
lands, paying to the President at the rate of twelve 
pounds ten shillings per acre for the lands so re- 
tained, because of such buildings and grave-yards 
to be applied as aforesaid; and the same shall be 
thereupon conveyed to the said A. Young, his 
heirs and assigns, with his lots; but if the arrange- 
ments of the streets, lots, and the like, will not 
conveniently admit of such retention, and it shall 


ordered to be conveyed to the respective purcha- | become necessary to remove such buildings, then 
sers, in fee simple, according to the terms and | the said A. Young, his executors, administrators, 
conditions of such purchases; and the produce of | or assigns, shall be paid the reasonable value 
the sales of the said lots, when sold as aforesaid, | thereof, in the same manner as squares or other 


shall, in the first place, be applied to the payment 

in money to the said A. Young, his executors, ad- 

ministrators, or assigns, for all the part of the land, 

hereby bargained and sold, which shall have been 

laid off in lots, squares, or parcels, and appropri- 

ated as aforesaid to the use of the United States, | 
at the rate of twenty-five pounds per acre, not ac- | 
counting the said streets as part thereof; and the 
said twenty-five pounds per acre being so paid, or in 
any other manner satisfied, that then the produce 
of the same sales, or what part thereof may re- 
main as aforesaid in money, or securities of any 
kind, shall. be paid, assigned, transferred, and de- 
livered over to the President for the time being, 
as a grant of money, and to be applied for the pur- 
poses and according to the act of Congress afore- 
said. But the said conveyance to the said A. 
Young, his heirs or assigns, as well as the con- 
veyance to the purchasers, shall be on and subject 
to such terms and conditions as shall be thought 
reasonable by the President for the time being, for 
regulating the materials and manner of the build- 
ings and improvements on the lots generally in 
the said city, or in particular streets or parts there- 
of, for common convenience, safety, and order ; 
provided such terms and conditions be declared 
before the sales of any of the said lots under the 
direction of the President. And in trust further, 
and on the agreement that the said A. Young, his 
heirs or assigns, shall and may continue his pos- 
session and occupation of the said land hereby 
bargained and sold, at his and their will and pleas- 
ure, until the same shall be occupied under the 
said appropriations for the use of the United 


ground appropriated for the use of the United 
States are to be paid for. And because it may so 
happen that, by the deaths or removals of the said 
Thomas Beall, of George,and John M. Gantt, and 
from other causes, difficulties may arise in fully 
perfecting the said trusts by executing all the said 
conveyances, if no eventual provision is made; it 
is therefore agreed and covenanted between all the 
said parties, that the said Thomas Beall, of George, 
and John M. Gantt, or either of them, or the heirs 
of either of them, lawfully may, and that they at 
any time at the request of the President of the 
United States for the.time being, will convey all 
or any of the said lands hereby bargained and sold, 
which shall not then have been conveyed in exe- 
cution of the trusts aforesaid, to such person or per- 
sons as he shall appoint, in fee simple, subject to 
the trusts then remaining to be executed, and to 
the end that the same may be perfected. Anditis 
further granted and agreed between all the said 
parties, and each of the said parties doth for him- 
self respectively, and for his heirs, covenant and 
grant to and with the others of them, that he and 
they shall and will, if required by the President of 
the United States for the time being. join in and 
execute any further deed or deeds carrying into 
effect the trusts, purposes, and true intent of this 
present deed. 

In witness whereof, the parties to these presents. 
have interchangeably set their hands and affixed 
their seals, the day and year first above written. 

Signed, sealed, &c., A. YOUNG. 

R. T. Hoos, 
DANIEL JENIFER, Jun. 
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B. 


Copy of the President’s order to the Commissioners to 
sell at private sale. 


SEPTEMBER 29, 1792. 
The President of the United States doth hereby 
order and direct that any lot or lots in the City of 
Washington may, after the public sale, to commence 
on the 8th day of October, be sold and agreed for 
by the Commissioners, or any two of them, at pri- 
vate sale, for such price and on such termsas they 


may think proper. 
GEO. WASHINGTON. 


C. 
Copy of Morris and _ Greenleaf’s contract with the 
Commissioners, dated 24th December, 1793. 


Articles of agreement made and indented this 
twenty-fourth day of December, in the year of 
our Lord one thousand seven hundred and nine- 
ty-three, between the Commissioners for the 
Federal Buildings in the City of Washington 
on the one part, and Robert Morris, of the city 
of Philadelphia, and James Greenleaf, of the 
city of New York, Esquires, of the other part. 


‘Whereas the said Commissioners, on the twen- 
ty-third day of September last, did enter into an 
agreement, in writing, with the said James Green- 
leaf, for the sale of three thousand lots of ground 
in the City of Washington, at the price of twenty- 
five pounds, current money of Maryland, for each 
lot, to be ascertained in the mode specified in the 
said agreement; and the sale to be made upon the 
terms and conditions therein also specified, as by 
the said agreement, reference being thereto had, 
will more fully appear; and whereas the said 
James Greenleaf is empowered by the said Robert 
Morris to enter into a contract in his name and 
on his behalf, as his agent, for the purchase of a 
like number of lots in the said City of Washing- 
ton, for such price and on such terms and condi- 
tions as may be agreed upon between him and the 
said Commissioners; and, in pursuance of such 
power, the said James Greenleaf hath agreed with 
the said Commissioners for the purchase of three 
thousand lots of ground in the said City of Wash- 
ington, fifteen hundred of them to be designated 
on the southwest, and fifteen hundred of them to 
be designated on the northeast side of Massachu- 
setts avenue, at the price of thirty-five pounds, 
current money aforesaid, for each of the said lots, 
payable yearly, in seven equal payments, without 
interest; the first of which payments to be made 
on the first day of May next ensuing the date of 
these presents, and so on the first day of May in 
each year succeeding thereto, until the whole of 
the seven payments shall have been made; and 
hath further agreed, in. pursuance of the said 
power, that the said Robert Morris should build 
annually, for seven years next ensuing, ten brick 
houses, of two stories each, and each of them cov- 
ering twelve hundred square feet, making, in the 
whole, seventy houses; and that the said Robert 


"Mortis, or his heirs, should not, before the first day 
~-ofJanuary, in the year one thousand seven hun- 


dred and. ninety-six, sell or contract for the sale 


of any of the said lots, but under and upon the 
express condition that one such house, at the least, 
should be built and erected on every third lot, 
within four years next after such sale or contract 
for sale. But it is understood and hereby declar- 
ed to be the meaning of the parties to these pre- 
sents, that the said Robert Morris and James 
Greenleaf may, at their pleasure, associate to them 
one or more persons in the whole purchase, with- 
out creating on any of them an obligation to erect 
on or for every third lot; and whereas it is agreed 
by and between the said Commissioners and the 
said James Greenleaf, that everything relating to 
a loan specified in the contract above mentioned, 
made between the said Commissioners and the 
said James Greenleaf on the twenty-third day of 
September last, to be hereafter made by the said 
James Greenleaf, shall be referred to a new con- 
tract, made and entered into this day by and be- 
tween the said Commissioners and the said James 
Greenleaf, and shall have no other effect what- 
ever than what such new contract specifies and 
ascertains; and whereas it is thought best, by the 
parties to these presents, to consolidate and join 
in one contract both the said agreements, and, fur- 
ther to prevent all disagreement concerning the 
size of the said lots, to fix and ascertain five thou- 
sand two hundred and sixty-five square feet as the 
average of the areas of the lots contracted for as 
aforesaid, as well as to ascertain and fix the gene- 
ral location of them, and to modify that part of 
the agreement with regard to the improvements 
to be made: Now, therefore, these articles witness, 
That the said Commissioners had sold and con- 
tracted for the sale and conveyance, and do here- 
by, for themselves and their successors, in consid- 
eration of the covenants of the said Robert Morris 
and James Greenleaf, hereinafter expressed, be- 
ing fully executed and performed on their part, 
sell and contract for the sale and conveyance to 
them, the said Robert Morris and James Green- _ 
leaf, as tenants in common, and their heirs, in fee, 
six thousand lots of ground in the said City of 
Washington, upon the average of five thousand 
two hundred and sixty-five square feet to each lot, 
so that the aggregate in lots, reckoning in the 
ways to the squares, as the proportion thereof to 
the lots to be conveyed, shall amount to thirty- 
one million five hundred and ninety-thousand 
square feet, four thousand five hundred of which 
lots shall lie to the southwest of Massachusetts 
avenue, and the remaining fifteen hundred shall 
lie to the northeast of the said avenue. And that, 
of the said four thousand five hundred lots on the 
southwest of the said avenue, the said Robert 
Morris and James Greenleaf shall have the part of 
the city on Notley Young’s land, and in that part 
of Daniel Carroll’s land which lies in the branches 
of the canal, clear of Carrollsburg. And that the 
said Robert Morris and James Greenleaf shall have 
a right to choose, to satisfy the residue of the said 
four thousand five hundred lots lying to the south- 
west of the Massachusetts avenue aforesaid, on 
any part of the said southwest side of the avenue 
that they shall think proper, excepting such lots 
as shall le in squares numbered as follow, to wit, 
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&c. &c., and the lots lying in Carrollsburg; and 
also further excepting the water lots, including 
the water lots lying on the Eastern Branch, and 
also one-half of the lots lying in Hamburg; the 
lots in that part of the city, and belonging to it, 
other than water lots, being to be divided, by al- 
ternate choice, between the said Commissioners 
and the said Robert Morris and James Greenleaf: 
Provided. however, and it is hereby agreed, by 
and between the parties to these presents, that the 
said Robert Morris and James Greenleaf are en- 
titled to the lots in Notley Young’s land, and, of 
course, to the privileges of. wharfing annexed 
thereto; and that lots adjoining the canal are not 
reckoned water lots; and that the said Robert 
Morris and James Greenleaf shall have a right to 
choose the remaining fifteen hundred lots lying 
to the northeast of the said Massachusetts avenue, 
or any part thereof they shall think proper, ex- 
cepting one-half of the squares which shall adjoin 
the spot that may be appropriated for a national 
university, which is expected to be fixed on the 
northeast side of the said avenue. And the said 
Robert Morris and James Greenleaf, do hereby, in 
consideration of the agreement on the part of the 
said Commissioners hereinbefore set forth, for 


not less than twelve hundred square feet shall 
cover, with the allowance of one-fourth for three 
story houses, one hundred and sixty-eight thou- 
sand square feet. And it is hereby declared, that 
the covenants and agreements, on the part of the 
said Robert Morris and James Greenleaf, and the 
true and faithful performance of them, are the 
terms and conditions of the sale of the said six 
thousand lots. And it is further agreed, by and 
between the parties aforesaid, that, in the division 
that is hereafter to be made between the said Com- 
missioners and the present proprietors of the prop- 
erty of the said City of Washington, due regard 
shall be had by the said Commisioners that such 
divisions shall take place, as far as consistently 
may be, for the interest of the said Robert Mor- 
ris and James Greenleaf. And, further, it is un- 
derstood and declared, that the lots already sold or 
contracted for by the Commissioners are not to be 
chosen by the said Robert Morris and James 
Greenleaf. 

In witness whereof, we have hereunto set our 
hands the day and year first above written. 

R. MORRIS, 
by J. Greenleaf, his agent. 
J. GREENLEAF. 


themselves, their heirs, executors, and administra- T. JOHNSON, 
tors, jointly and severally agree to and with the D. STEUART, ? Commissioners. 
said Commissioners to pay to them or their suc- D. CARROL, ; 


cessors thirty pounds, current money of Maryland, | Witness: Wittiam Deaxins, Jun. 
for each of the said six thousand lots contracted 
to be sold as aforesaid, amounting to one hundred 
and thirty thousand pounds, current money afore- 
said, in seven equal annual payments, without in- 
terest, and the first payment to be made on the 
first day of May next ensuing the date of these 
presents; and that they will build and erect year- 
ly, on some parts of the said lots, twenty brick 
houses, of two stories each, and each house cover- 
ing twelve hundred square feet, until the number 
of one hundred and forty houses shall be built and 
erected; and that all buildings and improvements 
to be made on any of the said lots shall conform 
to the general regulations published by the Presi- 
dent of the United States; and that neither the 
said Robert Morris and James Greenleaf, nor their | leaf, charging the lots which may from time to 
heirs, will sell or contract for the sale of any of | time be conveyed to them or their assigns, and 
the said lots before the first day of January, one giving credit for the payments, as made. 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-six, but upon 2d. That the Commissioners will grant a cer- 
the express condition that one such house, at least, | tificate or deed in fee for the public lots contracted 
-as above’ described, shall be built and erected on | for by Morris and Greenleaf,on Mr. Notley Young’s 
every third lot, at the least, within four years af- | land, and supposed to be about one thousand, as 
soon as those lots can be ascertained, or even be- 


ter such sale or contract for sale. But, as it will é be ¢ i 
promote the interest of the city that at least some fore, if a general description will answer the pur- 
; poses of Messrs. Morris and Greenleaf, on their 


of the said houses should be larger, and that all | pc ; fi 
front houses of the size of those Seseribed should | giving bond, with Mr. John Nicholson, for the 
amount of the same, and for performing the con- 


be of three stories in height, it is agreed by and a ’ 
tract made relative to improvements. 


between the parties aforesaid, and declared by . 
them to be the meaning of these presents, that the! 3d. And in order that Messrs. Morris and Green- 
leaf may have the advantage of disposing of any 


area ofall houses exceeding twelve hundred square : 3 
feet shall be reckoned accordingly, and discount | of their lots, amounting to six thousand, at their 
in proportion as they cover more than the twelve} will, the Commissioners, on their assignment or 
hundred square feet; and that all houses of three | order, will grant certificates or deeds in fee to 
proper proportioned stories shail be reckoned and } such persons as they may from time to time re- 

quire, acknowledging the payment of the consid- 


discounted at the rate of one-fourth part more he p i 
than their area, so that the aggregate of houses of ! eration money, and subjoining thereto the condi- 


D. 
Copy of Minute of 24th April, 1794. 

The Commisioners of the Federal District and 
Mr. Greenleaf entered on the subject of Messrs. 
Morris and Greenleaf’s propositions, of the 7th of 
January last, communicated by the Commissioners 
to the Secretary of State, and being mutually dis- 
posed to accommodate in order to effect their com- 
mon view of improvement of the city, have fallen 
on the following mode of carrying on and settling 
the contract of Messrs. Morris and Greenleaf: 

ist. That an account shall be raised between, 
the Commissioners and Messrs. Morris and Green- 


ae ssented to-by the Senate, Dec. 17, 1796. 
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tion of improvement, (if any is to be made,) ac- 
cording to the contract of Messrs. Morris. and 
Greenleaf; the Commissioners being willing to 
rely on the condition to be inserted in the certifi- 
cate, or in the responsibility of Morris, Greenleaf, 
and Nicholson, as the case may require, for the 
improvement of every third lot sold by them be- 
fore the 1st day of January, 1796, agreeable to the 
tenor of their contract; and the Commissioners 
are willing to allow the amount of one thousand 
lots, and the improvements on the whole number 
of lots, to rest on the joint and several bonds of 
Morris, Greenleaf, and Nicholson; it being intend- 
ed that a credit on their personal security may 
at any and at all times amount to the cost of one 
thousand lots, as before mentioned. 


{Nore.—The above is a copy of an entry made 
in the minutes of the Commissioners, between the 
15th and 24th April, 1794.] 


E—1 


Resolutions passed in 1796 and 1797, for loans to the 
Commissioners, by the Legislature of Maryland. 


By tue House or DELEGATES, 
December 14, 1796. 


Resolved, That this State will loan, for the use 
of the City of Washington, the sum of $100,000, 
agreeably to the request made by the Commission- 
ers of the said city, under the authority given by 
the President of the United States to them, con- 
formably to the act of the Congress of the United 
States. 

Resolved, That the said loan be paid in six per 
cent. stock of the United States, bearing an imme- 
diate interest of six per cent. at par; which sum 
the Trustee of this State is authorized to transfer 
to the said Commissioners: Provided, To secure 
the repayment of the same with interest, at the 
times and in the manner prescribed by the act of 
Congress entitled “ An act authorizing a loan for 
the use of the City of Washington, in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes therein men- 
tioned,” Gustavus Scott, William Thornton, and 
Alexander White, or a majority of them, give 
bond to‘the State of Maryland conditioned for the 
payment of $100,000, and punctual payment of 
six per cent. interest on the said sum of $100,000, 
quarterly, and on the several days on which in- 
terest on the said stock is now received from the 
United States: And, provided also, That, before 
the transfer of the said stock, Gustavus Scott, 
William Thornton, and Alexander White, in their 
individual capacities, give bond to the State of 
Maryland in the penalty of $200,000, conditioned 
for the payment of the said sum of $100,000, with 
interest, at the times and in the mode preserib- 
ed by the act of Congress aforesaid, as additional 
and collateral securities for the same. 


-By order : 
ii WILLIAM HARWOOD, 
Clerk of the House of Delegates. 


E—2. 

Resolution of the Maryland Legislature, passed Decem- 
ber, 1797, for a loan of $100,000 to the City of W ash- 
ington. 

By THE House oF DELEGATES, 
December 22, 1797. 


Resolved, That this State will loan, for the use 
of the City of Washington, the sum of $100,000, 
agreeably to the request made by the Commission- 
ers of the said city, under the authority given by 
the President of the United States to them, con- 
formably to the act of Congress of the United 
States. 

Resolved, That the said loan be paid in six per 
cent. stock of the United States, bearing an 1m- 
mediate interest of six per cent., at par; which 
sum the Trustee of this State is authorized to trans- 
fer to the said Commissioners: Provided, To se- 
cure the repayment of the same, with interest, at 
the times and in the manner prescribed by the act, 
entitled “ An act authorizing aloan. for the use of 
the City of Washington, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes therein mentioned,” 
Gustavus Scott, William Thornton, and Alexan- 
der White, or a majority of them, give bond to 
the State of Maryland, conditioned for the pay- 
ment of $100.000, and punctual payment of six 
per cent. interest on the said sum of $100,000, 
quarterly, and on the several days on which in- 
terest on the said stock is now receivable from the 
United States: And provided, also, That, before 
the transfer of the said stock, Gustavus Scott, 
William Thornton, and Alexander White, in their 
individual capacities, give bond to the State of 
Maryland, in the penalty of $200,000, conditioned 
for the repayment of the said sum of $100,000, 
with interest, at the times and in the modes pre- 
scribed by the act of Congress aforesaid, as addi- 
tional and collateral security for the same. 

WM. HARWOOD, 
Clerk of the House of Delegates. 


By tHe Senate, Dec. 22, 1797. 
Read the first and second time, by especial order, 


and assented to. 
By order: ARCH. VAN HORN. 
Clerk of the Senate. 


F. 

Resolution of the Assembly of Maryland, passed Decem- 
ber, 1799, for a loan ‘of $50,000, to the City of Wash- 
mgton. 

By ras House or DELEGATES, 
December 23, 1799. 
Resolved, That the Trustee of this State transfer 
to the order of the Commissioners of the Federal 

Buildings, in the City of Washington, the sum of 

$50,000 of the stock of the United States, bearing 

a present interest of six per cent. per annum, upon 

their giving such real and personal security as the 

Governor and Council shall approve for the pay- 

ment of the principal sum, on or before the Ist 

day of November, in the year 1802, and the punc- 
tual payment of the interest thereon quarter-year- 
ly; and if the interest is at any time thirty days 
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in arrear, the whole principal to be sued for and | Debts contracted on the credit of the 
recovered. above fund - - - 860,881 05 
By order: WM. HARWOOD, Clerk. —— 


By Tue Senate, Dec. 23, 1799. 
Read the first and second time, by especial order, 


and assented to. 
By order: A. VAN HORN, Clerk. 


Uriah Forrest and James M. Lingan’s letter to the 
Commissioners. 
Fesruary 28, 1800. 

GENTLEMEN: We expect that if we comply 
with your wish, and become sureties to the State 
of Maryland, yon will consider that all the pro- 
perty in the city heretofore sold or contracted for, 
and where payments have not been made, (except- 
ing the property pledged by the act of Congress, 
to secure the loan of $300,000) will be held as a 
security for the repayment of this money (say 
$50,000) to the State; and if you should think it 
advisable, you will, on reasonable notice, proceed 
to sell the property, or such parts as may be neces- 
sary, and pay over the notes, or the money arising 
therefrom, to the State, in discharge of this spe- 
cific debt. ` 

We are respectfully, gentlemen, your most obe- 
dient servants, URIAH FORREST, 

JAS. M. LINGAN. 
The Commissioners, &c, Washington. 


Answer of Commissioners to Messrs. Forrest and Lin- 
gan’s letter of this date. 
Frsrvary 28, 1800. 
GentLemen: We are favored with your letter 
of this day, and think the terms asked by you per- 
fectly just and reasonable, and have no hesitation 
in saying we will readily agree to them. 
We are, gentlemen, your obedient servants, 
GUSTAVUS SCOTT. 
WILLIAM THORNTON. 
Messrs. Linean & Forrest. 


G—t. 

Commissioners’ OFFICE, Jan. 28, 1801. 
Schedule of public property on hand belonging to the 
Federal seat. 

1,504 building lots, southwest of Massachusetts av- 

enue, estimated at $343 each - $515,872 00 
3,1784 building lots, northeast of 

said avenue, estimated at $105 

each -~ - - - 333,747 00 
2,043 feet front of lots, binding on 

navigable water, estimated at 


$12 71 per foot front - - 25,979 00 
Four wharves, cost - - - 3,221 88 
Island, containing freestone quarries 

in Aquia creek, cost - 2 6,000, 00 

$884,819 88 
Debts due to the Commissioners, 
which are deemed good - 144,125 80 


$1,028, 945 68 


Fund remaining, clear amount - $668.064 63 


THOMAS MUNROE, 
Clerk to the Commissioners. 


[Table G—2, is a list of balances which appear 
to be due to the Commissioners of the City of 
Washington on the Ist January, 1801, exclusive 
of interest, amounting to $140,032 33.] 


[Table G—3, is a list of notes passed for the 
purchase money of lots sold at public sale for de- 
fault in payment by Morris and Nicholson, the 
original purchasers thereof; the amount of the 
principal of which said notes is included in the 
balance of $195,241 43, stated to be due from said 
Morris and Nicholson, in the document herewith 
exhibited, marked G—2. The amount of said 
notes, when paid, to be credited in account to said 
Morris and Nicholson. | 


[Table G—4, isa list of debts due from the Com- 
missioners of the City of Washington on the Ist 
of January, 1801, as correctly as can be ascertained, 
amounting 10 $360,881 05.] 


[Table G—5, is a list of balances beecoming’due 
to the Commissioners of the City of Washing- 
ton, in the year 1801, for lots purchased, amount- 
ing to $4,093 47.] 


H. 


Acts passed by the General Assembly of Maryland ` 
concerning the Territory of Columbia and the City 
of Washington. 

An Act for the cession of ten miles square, or any less 
quantity of territory within this State, to the United 
States, in Congress assembled, for the permanent 
seat of the General Government.—(Passed Dec. 3, 
1789.) 

Whereas the equal and common benefits result- 
ing from the administration of the Gencral Gov- 
ernment will be best diffused, and its operations 
become more prompt and certain, by establishing 
such a situation for the seat of the said Government 
as will be most central and convenient to the citi- 
zens of the United States at large, having regard as 
well to population, extent of territory, and a free 
navigation to the Atlantic Ocean, through the 
Chesapeake Bay, as to the most direct and ready 
communication with our fellow-citizens in the 
western frontier: And whereas it appears to this 
Assembly, that a situation combining all the con- 
siderations and advantages before recited may be 
had on the banks of the river Potomac, above tide- 
water, in a country rich and fertile in soil, healthy 
and salubrious in climate, and abounding in ail the 
necessaries and conveniences of life, where, in a 
location of ten miles square, if the wisdom of Con- 
gress shall so direct, the States of Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, and Virginia, may participate in such 
location: 

Be it therefore enacted by the General Assembly, 
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That a tract of country, not exceeding ten miles 
square, or any less quantity, to be located: within 
the limits of this State, and in any part thereof as 
Congress may by law direct, shall be, and the 
same is hereby forever, ceded and relinquished to 
the Congress and the Government of the United 
States, in full and absolute right, and exclusive 
jurisdiction as well of soil as of persons residing 
or to reside thereon, pursuant to the tenor and 
effect of the eighth section of the first article of 
the Constitution of government of the United 
States. 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 
be construed to vest in the United States any right 
of property in the soil, or to affect the rights of 
individuals therein, otherwise than the same shall 
or may be transferred by such individuals to the 
United States. Ase 

And provided, also, That the jurisdiction of 
the laws of this commonwealth over the persons 
and property of individuals residing within the 
limits of the cession aforesaid, shall not cease or 
determine, until Congress, having accepted the 
said cession, shall by law provide for the govern- 
ment thereof, under their jurisdiction, in manner 
provided by the article of the Constitution before 
recited. 


An act concerning the Territory of Columbia, and the 
City of Washington.—(Passed Dec. 19; 1791.) 


Whereas the President of the United States, by 
virtue of several acts of Congress, and acts of the 
Assemblies of Virginia and Maryland, by his 
proclamation dated at Georgetown, on the thirti- 
eth day of March, seventeen hundred and ninety- 
one, did declare and make known, that the whole 
of the territory of ten miles square, for the per- 
manent seat of Government of the United States, 
shall be located and included within the four lines 
following; that is to say, beginning at Jones’s 
Point, being the upper point of Hunting creek, 
in Virginia, and at an angle in the outset of forty- 
five degrees west of the north, and running a di- 
rect line ten miles for the first line; then begin- 
ning again at the same Jones’s Point, and running 
another direct line at a right angle with the first, 
across the Potomac, ten miles for the second line; 
then from the terminations of the said first and 
second lines, running two other direct lines, ten 
miles each, the one crossing the Eastern Branch 
and the other the Potomac, and meeting each other 
in a point ; which has since been called the Terri- 
tory of Columbia; and whereas Notley Young, 
Daniel Carroll, of Duddington, and many others, 
proprietors of the greater partof the land herein- 
after mentioned to have been laid out in a city, 
came into an agreement, and have conveyed their 
lands in trust to Thomas Beall, son of George, 
and John Mackall Gantt, whereby they have sub- 
jected their lands to be laid out as a city, given 
up part to the United States, and subjected other 
part.to be sold to raise money as a donation to be 

_-employed according to the act of Congress for 
~ cesablishing the temporary and permanent seat of 


the Government of the United States, under and | 


upon the terms and conditions contained in each 
of the said deeds; and many of the proprietors 
of lots in Carrollsburg and Hamburg have also 
come into an agreement, subjecting their lots to be 
laid out anew, giving up one-half of the quantity 
thereof to be sold, and the money thence arising 
to be applied as a donation as aforesaid, and they 
to be reinstated in one half the quantity of their 
lots in the new location, or otherwise compensated 
in land in a different situation within the city, by 
agreement between the Commissioners aforesaid 
and them; and, in case of disagreement, that then 
a just and full compensation shall be made in 
money; yet some of the proprietors of lots in 
Carrollsburg and Hamburg, as well as some of 
the proprietors of other lands, have not, from im- 
becility and other causes, come into any agree- 
ment concerning their lands within the limits 
hereinafter mentioned, buta very great proportion 
of.the landholders having agreed on the same 
terms, the President of the United States directed 
a city to be laid out, comprehending all the lands 
beginning on the east side of Rock creek, at a 
stone standing in the middle of the road leading 
from Georgetown to Bladensburg ; thence along 
the middle of the said road, to a stone standing 
on the east side of the Reedy branch of Goose 
creek; then southeasterly, making an angle of 
sixty-one degrees and twenty minutes with the 
meridian, to a stone standing in the road leading 
from Bladensburg to the Eastern Branch ferry ; 
thence south to a stone eighty poles north of the 
east and west line already drawn from the mouth 
of Goose creek to the Eastern Branch; then east, 
parallel to the said east and west lines, to the 
Eastern Branch; then with the waters of the 
Eastern Branch, Potomac river, and Rock creek, 
to the beginning, which has since been called the 
City of Washington: and whereas it appears to 
this General Assembly highly just and expedient 
that all the lands within the said city should con- 
tribute, in due proportion, in the means which 
have already very greatly enhanced the value of 
the whole; that an incontrovertible title ought to 
be made to the purchasers, under public sanction ; 
that allowing foreigners to hold land within the 
said territory will greatly contribute to the im- 
provementand population thereof; and that many 
temporary provisions will be necessary, till Con- 
gress exercise the jurisdiction and government 
over the said Territory: And whereas in the ces- 
sion of this State, heretofore made, of Territory 
for the Government of the United States, the lines 
of such cession could not be particularly desig- 
nated; and it being expedient and proper that the 
same should be recognised in the acts of this 
State: 

2. Be it enacted by the General Assembly of 
Maryland, Thatall the part of the said Territory, 
ealled Columbia, which lies within the limits of 
this State, shall be, and the same is hereby ac- 
knowledged to be, forever ceded and relinquished 
to the Congress and Government of the United 
States, in full and absolute right, and exclusive 
jurisdiction, as well of soil as of persons residing 
or to reside thereon, pursuant to the tenor and 
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effect of the eighth section of the first article of 
the constitution of Government, of. the United 
States: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed to vest in the United States 
any right of property in the soil, as to affect the 
rights of individuals therein, otherwise than the 
same shall or may be transferred by such indi- 
viduals to the United States: And provided, also, 
That the jurisdiction of the laws of this State, 
over the persons and property of individuals re- 
siding within the limits of the cession aforesaid, 
shall not cease or determine until Congress shall 
by law provide for the government thereof, under 
their jurisdiction, in manner provided by the 
article of the Constitution before recited. 

3. And be tt enacted, That all the lands belong- 
ing to minors, persons absent out of the State, 
married women, or persons non compos mentis, or 
lands the property of this State, within the limits 
of Carrollsburg and Hamburg, shall be and are 
hereby subjected to the terms and conditions 
hereinbefore recited, as to the lots where the pro- 
prietors thereof haveagreed concerning the same; 
and all the other lands belonging as aforesaid, 
within the limits of the said City of Washington, 
shall be and.are hereby subjected to the sameterms 
and conditions as the said Notley Young, Daniel 
Carroll of Duddington, and others, have by their 
said agreements and deeds, subjected their lands 
to; and where no conveyances have been made, 
the legal estate and trust are hereby invested in 
the said Thomas Beall, son of George, and John 
Mackall Gantt, in the same manner as if each 
proprietor had been competent to make, and had 
made, a legal conveyance of his or her land, 
according to the form of those already mentioned, 
with proper acknowledgements of the execution 
thereof,and, where necessary, of release of dower ; 
and in every case where the proprietor is an in- 
fant, a married woman, insane, absent out of this 
State, or shall not attend on three months’ adver- 
tisement of notice in the Maryland Journal, and 
Baltimore Advertiser, the Maryland Herald, and 
in the Georgetown and Alexandria papers, so that 
allotment cannot take place by agreement, the 
Commissioners aforesaid, or any two of them, may 
allot and assign the portion or share of such pro- 
prietor, as near the old situation as may be, in 
Carrollsburg and Hamburg, and to the full value 
of what the party might claim under the terms 
before recited; and as to the other lands within 
the said city, the Commissioners aforesaid, or 
any two of them, shall make such allotment and 
assignment, within the lands belonging to the 
same person, in alternate lots, determining by lot 
or ballot whether the party shall begin with the 
lowest number: Provided, That in the cases of 
eoverture and infancy, if the husband, guardian, 
or next friend, will agree with the Commissioners, 
or any two of them, then an effectual division 
may be made by consent; and in case of contrary 
claims, if the claimants will not jointly agree, the 
Commissioners may proceed as if the proprietor 
was absent; and all persons to whom allotments 
and assignments of lands shall be made by the 
Commissioners, or any two of them, on consent’ 


6th Con.—43 


and agreement, or pursuant to this act without con- 
sent, shall hold the same in their former estate 
and interest, and in lieu of their former quantity, 
and subject in every respect to all such limita- 
tions, conditions, and incumbrances, as their former 
estate and interest, and in lieu of their former 
quantity, and subject in every respect to all such 
limitations, conditions, and incumbrances, as their 
former estate and interest were subject to, and as 
if the same had been actually reconveyed pursuant 
to the said deed in trust. 

4. And be il enacted, That where the proprietor 
or proprietors, possessor or possessors, of any 
lands within the limits of the City of Washing- 
ton, or within the limitsof Carrollsburg and Ham- 
burg, who have not already, or who shall not within 
three months after the passage of this act, execute 
deeds in trust to the aforesaid Thomas Beall, and 
John M. Gantt, of all their lands within the lim- 
its of the said City of Washington, and on the 
termsand conditions contained in the deeds already 
executed by Notley Young and others, and exe- 
cute deeds in trust to the said Thomas Beall and 
John M. Gantt, of all their lots in the towns of 
Carrollsburg and Hamburg, on the same terms 
and conditions mentioned in the deeds already 
executed by the greater part of the proprietors of 
lots in the said towns, the said Commissioners, or 
any two of them, shall and may, at any time or 
times thereafter, issue a process directed to the 
Sheriff of Prince George’s county, commanding 
him, in the name of the State, to summon five 
good substantial freeholders, who are not of kin 
to any proprietor or proprietors of the land afore- 
said, and who are not proprietors themselves, to 
meet on a certain day, and at a certain place 
within the limits of the said city, to inquire of 
the value of the estate of such proprietor or pro- 
prietors, possessor or possessors; on which day 
and place the said sheriff shall attend, with the 
freeholders by him summoned; which freeholders 
shall take the following oath or affirmation, on 
the land to be by them valued, to wit: “I A. B, 
do solemnly swear (or affirm,) that I will, to the 
best of my judgment, value the lands of ©. D. 
now to be valued, soas to do equal right and jus- 
tice to the said C. D. and to the public, taking into 
consideration all circumstances,” and shall then 
proceed to value thesaid lands; and such valuation, 
under their hands and seals, and under the hand 
and seal of the said sheriff, shall be annexed to 
the said process, and returned by the sheriff to the 
clerk appointed by virtue of this act, who shall 
make record of the same ; and the said lands shall, 
on the payment of such valuation, be, and are 
hereby, vested in the said Commissioners, in trust, 
to be disposed of by them, or otherwise employed 
to the use of the said City of Washington; and 
the sheriff aforesaid and freeholders aforesaid 
shall be allowed the same fees for their trouble 
as are allowed toa sheriff and jurymen in execu- 
ting a writ of inquiry; and in all cases where 
the proprietor or possessor is a tenant m right of 
dower, or by the courtesy, the freeholders afore- 
said shall ascertain the annual value of the lands 
and the gross value of such estate therein ; and, 
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upon paying such gross value, or securing to the 
possessor the payment of the annual valuation, at 
the option of the proprietor or possessor, the Com- 
missioners shall be, and are hereby, vested with 
the whole estate of such tenant, in manner and 
for the uses and purposes aforesaid. 

5. And be it enacted, That all the squares, lots, 
pieces, and parcels of land, within the said city, 
which have been or shall be appropriated for the 
use of the United States, and also the streets, shall 
remain and be for the use of the United States; 
and all the lots and parcels which have been or 
shall be sold to raise money asa donation as afore- 
said, shall remain and be to the purchasers, ac- 
cording to the terms and conditions of their re- 
spective purchases ; and purchases and leases from 
private persons claiming to be proprietors, and 
having, or those under whom they claim having, 
been in possession of the lands purchased or 
leased, in their own right, five whole years next 
before the passing of this act, shall be good and 
effectual for the estate, and on the terms and con- 
ditions of such purchases and leases, respectively, 
without impeachment, and against any contrary 
title now existing ; but if any person hath madea 
conveyance, or shall make a conveyance or lease, 
of any lands within the limits of the said city, not 
having right and title to do so, the person who 
might be entitled to recover the land undera con- 
trary title now existing may, either by way of 
ejectment against the tenant, or in action for 
money had and received for his use against the 
bargainer or lessor, his heirs, executors, adminis- 
trators, or devisees, as the case may require, re- 
cover all money received by him for the squares, 

ieces, or parcels, appropriated for the use of the 

nited States, as well as for lots or parcels sold, 
and rents received, by the person not having title 
as aforesaid, with interest from the time of the 
receipt; and,on such recovery in ejectment, where 
the land is in lease, the tenant shall thereafter hold 
under, and pay the rent reserved to, the person 
making title to and recovering the land; but the 
possession bona fide acquired in none of the said 
cases shall be changed. 

6. And be it enacted, That any foreigner may, 
by deed or will hereafter to be made, take and 
hold lands within that part of the said territory 
which lies within this State, in the same manner 
as if he was a citizen of this State, and the same 
lands may be conveyed by him, and transmitted 
to, and be inherited by, his heirs or relations, as if 
he and they were citizens of this State: Provided, 
That no foreigner shall, in virtue hereof, be en- 
titled to any further or other privilege of a citizen. 

7. And be it enacted, That the said Commis- 
sioners, or any two of them, may appoint a clerk 
for recording deeds of lands within the said Ter- 
ritory, who shall provide a proper book for the 
purpose, and therein record, in a strong legible 
hand, all deeds duly acknowledged, of lands in the 
said Territory, delivered to him to be recorded, 
and in the same book make due entries of all di- 
visions and allotments of lands and lots made by 
the Commissioners in pursuance of this act, and 
certificates granted by them of sales, and the pur- 


chase money having been paid, with a proper al- 
phabet in the same book of the deeds and entries 
aforesaid; and the same book shall carefully pre- 
serve, and deliver over to the Commissioners afore- 
said, or their successors, or such person or persons 
as Congress shall hereafter appoint; which clerk 
shall continue such during good behaviour, and 
shall be removable only on conviction of misbe- 
haviour in a court of law; but before he acts as 
such, he shall take an oath, or affirmation, well 
and truly to execute his office, and he shall be enti- 
tled to the same fees as are or may be allowed to 
the clerks of the county courts for searches, copy- 
ing, and recording. 

8. And be it enacted, That acknowledgments 
of deeds made before a person in the manner and 
certified as the laws of this State direct, or made 
before and certified by either of the Commission- 
ers, shall be effectual; and that no deed hereafter 
to be made of or for lands within that part of the 
said territory which lies within this State, shall 
operate as a legal conveyance ; nor shall any lease 
for more than seven years be effectual, unless 
the deed shall have been acknowledged as afore- 
said, and delivered to the said clerk to be’ re- 
corded within six calendar months from the date 
thereof, 

9. And be it enacted, That the Commissioners 
aforesaid, or some two of them, shall direct an 
entry to be made in the said record book of every 
allotment and assignment to the respective pro- 
prietors, in pursuance of this act, 

10. And, for the encouragement of master build- 
ers to undertake the building and finishing houses 
within the said city, by securing to them a just 
and effectual remedy for their advances and earn- 
ings, Be it enacted, That for all sums due and 
owing, on written contracts, for building any 
house in said city, or the brick work, or carpen- 
ters’ or joiners’ work thereon, the undertaker, or 
workman, employed by the person for whose use 
the house shall be built, shall have a lien on the 
house.and the ground on which the same is erect- 
ed, as well as for the materials found by him; 
provided the said written contract shall have been 
acknowledged before one of the Commissioners, 
a justice of the peace, or an alderman of the cor- 
poration of Georgetown, and recorded in the office 
of the clerk for recording deeds herein created, 
within six calendar mouths from the time of ac- 
knowledgmentasaforesaid ; and if, within two years 
after the last of the work is done, he proceeds in 
equity, he shall have remedy as upon a mortgage ; 
or, if he proceeds at law within the same time, he 
may have execution against the house and land, 
in whose hands soever the same may be; but this 
remedy shall be considered as additional only, nor 
shall,as to the land, take place of any legal incum- 
pee made prior to the commencement of such 
claim. 

11. And be it enacted, That the Treasurer of 
the Western Shore be empowered and required 
to pay the seventy-two thousand dollars agreed 
to be advanced to the President by resolutions of 
the last session of Assembly, in sums as the same 
may come to his hands, on the appointed funds, 
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without waiting for the day appointed for the 
payment thereof. 

12. And be it enacted, That the Commissioners 
aforesaid for the time being, or any two of them, 
shall, from time to time, until Congress shall ex- 
ercise the jurisdiction and government within 
the said territory, have power to license the 
building of wharves in the waters of the Potomac 
and the Eastern Branch, adjoining the said city, 
of the materials, in the manner, and of the extent, 
they may judge durable, convenient, and agreeing 
with general order ; but no license shall be granted 
to one to build a wharf before the land of another, 
nor shall any wharf be built in the said waters 
without license as aforesaid; and if any wharf 
shall be built without such license, or different 
therefrom, the same is hereby declared a common 
nuisance; they may also, from time to time, make 
regulations for the discharge and laying of ballast 
from ships or vessels lying in the Potomac river, 
above the lower line in said territory and George- 
town, and from ships and vessels lying in the 
Eastern Branch; they may also, from to time, 
make regulations for landing and laying materials 
for building the said city, for disposing and laying 
earth which may be dug out of the wells, cellars, 
and foundations, and for ascertaining the thick- 
ness of the walls of houses, and to enforce the ob- 
servance of all such regulations, by appointing 
penalties fora breach of any one of them, not ex- 
ceeding ten pounds current money, which may be 
recovered in the name of the said Commissioners, 
by warrant, before a justice of the peace, as in 
case of small debts, and disposed of as a donation 
for the purposes of the said act of Congress; and 
the said Commissioners, or any two of them, may 
grant licenses for retailing distilled spirits within 
the limits of the said city, and suspend or declare 
the same void; and if any person shall retail or 
sell any distilled spirits, mixed or uamixed, in less 
quantity than ten gallons to the same person, or 
at the same time actually delivered, he or she 
shall forfeit for every such sale three pounds, to 
be recovered and applied as aforesaid. 

13. And be it enacted, That an act of Assembly 
of this State, to condemn lands, if necessary, for 
the public buildings of the United States, be and 
is hereby repealed. 


{Communicated to the House of Reps., Feb. 27, 1801.] 
Mr. Griswotp, from the committee who were appoint- 
ed to inquire into the expenditure of money made by 
the Commissioners of the City of Washington, the 
disposition of public property made by them, and gen- 
erally into all the transactions of the Commissioners 
which relate to the trust confided to them by the Pre- 
sident of the United States, made the following report: 


That the short period which has elapsed since 
they have been possessed of the documents relating 
to the transactions of the Commissioners, the im- 
perfect situation of those documents in several 
particulars, and the complicated nature of the in- 
quiry, will prevent the committee from presenting 
to the House that full view of the subject which 


was desired. They deem, it, however, their duty 
to submit the result of their inquiry, so far as the 
same has been made. 

_By the general account of receipts and expen- 
ditures, hereuntoannexed, it appears thatthe Com- 
missioners have expended more than one million 
of dollars on various subjects, which are partially 
detailed in that statement. Whether those expen- 
ditures have been made with economy, or not, it 
is not necessary for the committee to decide, as 
the House will possess the same information which 
the committee possess on this point. It may, how- 
ever, be proper to remark that the principal objects 
of expense have been the Capitol, the President’s 
house, and the two buildings erected for the ac- 
commodation of the Executive Departments ; and 
that the situation of those buildings, being under 
the eye of every member of the Legislature, can- 
not want a particular description. 

As large as these expenditures have been, it is 
understood that the accounts of the Commissioners 
have not been regularly audited by any public offi- 
cer, but have rested on their own statements. 

By the report made by the Commissioners to the 
President of the United States, and by him trans- 
mitted to Congress during the present session, it 
appears that the site of the City of Washington 
was conveyed by the original proprietors to cer- 
tain confidential persons, in trust, for certain uses 
which were defined in the deeds delivered to the 
trustees, a copy of which is annexed to the Com- 
missioners’ report; that the trustees have conveyed 
to the Commissioners, for the use of the United 
States, agreeably to the provisions of those deeds, 
the building lots which belonged to the public, and 
were laid down on the plan of the city, but that 
the trustees have declined to convey the streets of 
the city and the public squares and other grounds 
designated and appropriated for public uses. 

The committee have thought it their duty to as- 
certain the causes which induced the trustees to 
refuse their deeds of this part of the public pro- 
perty ; and, without pronouncing whether the trus- 
tees have conducted correctly or not, they under- 
stand that the trustees claim that they held these 
lands as well for the benefit of the proprietors as 
for the public; that the price allowed to the pro- 
prietors for those squares and publie grounds being 
comparatively small, it was expected that these 
grounds should forever remain unoccupied, except 
by necessary public buildings; that the areas which 
they furnished should remain open for general con- > 
venience, and thereby increase the value of the 
building lots, and particularly those lots which ad- 
joined those public grounds; that, under these im- 
pressions, and after receiving a remonstrance from 
some of the proprietors, they deemed it proper, in 
faithfulness tothe parties concerned. torequire that, 
before they made a conveyance of this property, 
the principle should be settled that the public 
grounds should not, after the same were conveyed, 
be converted by the Commissioners into building 
lots; that the Commissioners, however, declined 
establishing that principle, and claimed the right 
of converting such parts of the public ground into 
building lotsas should be afterwards judged proper. 
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The trustees further state that the plan of the city | has satisfied them that, as the Executive Depart- 
has been varied more than once, and that some of ; ments of the Government are now established at 
the public grounds which are delineated upon a | the City of Washington, the expense of the Board 
plan which was engraven and circulated by the | of Commissioners may very well be saved ; that 
Commissioners as a true plan of the city, and is | the business of that board may with propriety be 


now in the hands of the members of the Legisla- 
ture, have since been surveyed by the Commis- 
sioners into building lots; that, under these cir- 
cumstances, the trustees did not believe that, in 
justice to the proprietors, they could convey these 
publie grounds. 

The committee have likewise understood that, 
in consequence of the contracts entered into with 
Morris, Greenleaf, and Nicholson, for the sale of a 
large number of the building lots belonging to the 
public, and the failure of payment on their part, 
and thesubsequent transactions which have grown 
out of that contract, some doubts have been enter- 
tained respecting the titles to a considerable part 
of those lots. These doubts, whether well or ill 
founded, must necessarily embarrass the sale of 
those lots, and ought, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, to be removed by a law of the National Le- 
gislature to establish titles. both in law and chan- 
cery, where lands shall be resold, under proper reg- 
ulations, to raise the purchase money which shall 
fall due from the first purchaser: 

The Commissioners undoubtedly possess much 
better means of judging of the value of the build- 
ing lots belonging to the public than the com- 
mittee; but it could not escape the observation of 
the committee thatthe actual sales which have been 


transferred to the Treasury Department; and that 
it will be proper to require that the Commissioners 
account with the accounting officers of the Trea- 
sury for the moneys received and expended by 
them. 

The committee likewise believe that a plan of 
the City of Washington ought to be prepared, and, 
at the next session of Congress, to receive the sanc- 
tion of the Legislature, and means taken to obtain 
from the trustees a deed of the streets and public 
grounds, conformably to such plan, for the use of 
the United States; and that a law ought to pass for 
quieting titles in the District of Columbia, by au- 
thorizing the sale of lands contracted to be sold 
where the purchase money shall not be paid with- 
in the time limited for payment. 

Conformably to the opinion herein expressed, the 
committee respectfully submit to the House the 
following resolutions: iS 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
prepare and report a bill to abolish the Board of 
Commissioners of the City of Washington, and to 
direct that the business of that board be transferred 
to the Department of the Treasury. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
prepare and report a bill directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury, under direction of the President of 


made for cash since the Board of Commissioners | the United States, to prepare a plan of the City of 
was established cannot, in their opinion, supportthe | Washington, delineating the ‘streets, squares, and 
estimate which the Commissioners have made of | public grounds therein, and to report the same to 
this property ; and, whatever may be the product | Congress, in December next. 
of sales hereafter, the committee believe that the | Resolved, That a committee be appointed to pre- 
Government cannot rely upon that fund for com- | pare and reporta bill to authorize the sale of lands 
pleting the objects which the Legislature may deem | in the District of Columbia, under proper regula- 
necessary for the accommodation of Government. | tions, to raise the moneys which may at any time 
The view which the committee have taken of | be due and unpaid on contracts for the sale of such 
this subject has been necessarily imperfect, but it ! lands. 


1354 


kad 


APPENDIX. 


1353 


City of Washington. 


4, 

PS Tagot log seori |Le eTo‘zetSles #986 ET 969‘ zLBlFz LEGS) 00 EH , p8 197907 | 
68 €18 - 2 K - - - 9641 ‘KEW Jo WT Oy} UO spuey sIouOISssIUIUIOG OYI Ul YseQ || 
Gb 9c - 3 z - - - - - S621 sek oy) 07 cold, suorsspuo pue s10179 pasoddng 
00 t08 $ 100. POS 00 00€ - - $ Surpuədəp. ans : 10919Layu09 ogy Åq parepuss usaq BULABY 

qanoose ou UMOTAUN st Awenb ayı mq Spe woeq vagy Salt 

-aasfop PILA YAYA so “eau uerpuj 10} yous V UO paea py 
OF 'E19°S . > OF 819° - - - - - * F - - = - 96I ‘eni 

Jo SẸ OY) VO INP Yor sem pjos Ise] asoy) Jo Louour oseomnd oyi 

Jo yed e mq ‘pios Useq ouis oae YM JO TL ‘oJ Pacts9sqns 

i Aeus 000g Jo wed Sutaq ‘eiquinjo). Jó ueg YI UL SAYS 
94 60z'6t tescr’6 jagorsg (00 000 : - - SAIA pur MOUII ‘eucyseary 103 S107ILIUOI 07 JUNOIIE UO SIULA PY 
00 OSST  J00.098'T . 7 $ : $ - ’ - . - - HAI HICH I9A0 PFPA MEI 
AY 44ST 2 - zy £9 G1 PIS op oT - . * - Á1ona1ə) pue Ayo aq Jo suejd paavasugy 
4% SINE ¢ - 3 PG Gez‘t |EE 267 : $ = gi * uo Sutyse m Jo AUD ayi YSnoayl peor 160g 
16 92€°1 è ‘ Ob 9B 109 208 16 6€0'T | 00 à ‘ 7 $. - - SPULY snorea jo s{isusr/) 
GA BLO : eh tpa'r (000091 leg serg s EI a = = HOA s,saureg 07 H00 IQI, Woy) eur 
88 PELT f “ : Tre90'P 122 189°8 - - (aed 4xəU ‘ojou 998) (A19 Woo JO YMOU IYI Ie IFP IUNIS 
84 SIE i 3 "a ELSIE 7 7 ž 5 7 5 - -IFP suoig IV JIM PUNIS 
2% 60BIT > $ g6 6oo‘s jog 060'e |24 80zx‘e ë : é S - ~ . - Junodae UOIS{AOLY 
PI 2689 : : 7 PE 4629 = - . = = - - - - IUNOIIW LTMOFNV) 
60 607'E ° s - $ 60 602g - - x - = (ə3ed yxou ojou eas) MoI SuIyeu HINA || OF EBT - SLOUOIsg{LUUIOY) o Aq Oy 
Eg £49 = & ` EE £49 - # - - - - - . - SsSuIPIMG MUA paquosqns 4 {[euls{Jo equm] og 
84 Sb6T $ ET 984 2% Sh6 8E 41S X . < . E - (ƏZed yxau ‘oou eas) dwems eoon M | Jo ueg ug soreys uo spuaprhidq 
TI 6819, : z - = BT 68t'9 > $ $ z * = = S : OL JM | BO LTE x * ‘sduippng orjqud 
0E 8S8 I 3 ` d (Waray TS Peel . - - S - : - - + qunog08 JY M Of) AO PULM WU 10 Ə Joy 
99 go'e 5 0% $0% oe gie 9E FEG 0S S94‘F ~ $ : : - > weUyIOA Joy sSurpting Lresodwiey, TUN OOM OLY “pos STELNEIN 
99 166, S S 99 16% $ - s - . = ‘wo Surysey so A119 op ug Sarenb oucis uonepunog || 18 O18'T - + foudes IYI W HIOM 
13 618 9T 0E 00 000% “n 9921 [8E 09ST $ - - < - - gen oi[qnd 07 portidoadde punong auvIsaay SULOP Of JOIOeIIUCD 
8E LTP 6% > Sb t6% TT S96'TT jB6GTIG - |19 PS0'8 g . . -, (Sed 4xeu ‘ajou 9a) emby me safarenb guos g L se WLY 0} PIIUVAPE suing JO 
81 90l 29 8% 60 89 Sh 688 - - . - - ` - . + YLIT VLA OL W HEM qed 303 ‘pəpunjaxr uosqog vYor 
P0 884 i 0 884 > . ` - : : - . - = 9912 Jaqty, Joao espng || 00 009 g = ; 2 HWM 
FO GPE, s pe FO GE i à - - - : - - - 319019 s,sawler 1940 OFPUT aAaJop Jo əpuənbəsuoo Ut 
81 $66.1 99.08% SETET |4 186 * g - - - . . - eSed yxau ‘oI0u 399) UNIE Suey CHII YOY 1940 IFP ouois 
EEA FE elg 69 FPS, bP €19, p 3 7 * : $ z < E BISIOAPI HNS 107 TeNASOH ƏY Jo 1609 oy1 JO vd 10) UNY 
gg Srog |99 606, £0 Z00"3 F299 «|e PPE TI |49 POT > 7 k . (oed yxou ‘orou 998) uounredag Jurlorng Áq papunyes tygneq BET pxvuos'’y 
So Spat je gees FO arg‘ 9E 827, 84 £8 , ae a - - - - P - - 90g sxatiorssimmo) || 00 00006 | BiquINtoD JO ULg IYI UOI VeO'T 
SE 860,9% 48 400,£ 18 9019 26 066$ 83 yeas 03 LBbL < - - - - (Zed yxou ‘opu ves) UOIIUIYSEM JO LUNO || 16 GOT'ELE | - . - S101 JO BILS 
Le eT ott 99 TEF 8 ST Ogesbh [9T 607E LE 9ILGT [08 96 P - - - - - - - - osno sauepIsorg |} GO ONO I~ - pueydreyy 4q uonruodq 
E6 sos’cot jozgcrs jot tor'tg 9s zae‘ee |14 0968 * - - s - - - - - - - youded || 00 000'0Z1$! erara Jo awg oyi Aq uoneuo 
“9621 ‘ST , 
ABT PUR j 
‘yunowe pues uosmy  'GGLT “FELT "6621 “BOLT ‘IGATI *SHUNLIGNTAKA "paatoa 'SLUZIAUN 
tiog  leqimmouy! “unowy | Sunoury | “unoury | “unowy | Iunoury] . qunowy 

ag “aq 


hymoh-fyoy posapuas uaag aany szunooon fi: 
fo ungi 243 07 puaupuzoddn nay, fo sung ay} wnf ‘mqwnjog fo muig ‘uopdurysny 


youn gous ‘96.1 fonr 
o h 


no ay fo swuonssuuwop oy} fig sosmppuadxa pun spdisoe fo punosoy 


1356 


APPENDIX. 
City of Washington. 


1355 


ug 44419 ‘TOUNOW SVWOHL 
9 44219 Q "LOSI ‘9 Aumnugay NOLINIHSY y INAQ SULNOLSSINWOD 


Cpaydeoxe suotssrwo pue song) 


[eer oy} ‘IOM oaToafap roy 1079VI4U09 IY} Áq pəpunyəx ‘sejop 


“squ90 oay-AYy pue swejjop uaaajo pue perpuny omy puesnoyy OM} Aquo aq p% onqud ayy 0} 4800 
parpunty, oso} aSptq siqy JO UODO OI 107 PAP punox3 103 oyjqud eq} 0} painos pue pred suns oy} 


aspadsor oyy uo posn IQUMU IYI JO qday Juno 
-asn orjqnd 1oy poxedord pue 


«sasuadxə [eJUIPIOUL PUB U07 OY} Surfurenb 104 vouvyeq pue ‘sataxenb 
-Kjoyeurunosipur sosodimd oygnd reo pue 


-si8a1 pue ‘souojs-punog Suņyuejd pue Sutseyomnd 
-wua suosIad jo sosuadxe Je pue ‘19981940 [edtourad e jo Arees 

230d Sumparaed IY} UO QO} IY} 07 S40N 
i A 


98 AQTLEOTS . 
. "0081 “AON PST ‘Spury 

SIUOISSTUTIOD 94} UT YseD 
t yunoIIL 


Suoy sod səmypuədx y 
19 86LZZI$ | 89 APS OOTS | SL IES'GTI$ |- - palapuar syunoooe 


PS ELBOT = 


G6 Lb6°S07 : 


Sunonpog—yaetg yoo fo yinopr ay} mW aap Puos 


"sSurpying 


poe wpnonzed ou pue ‘Ajjereued sesodind ayqnd soy pasn pue ope 319M SANA IYL —7Unovy Surynu-youg 
umop mo TL pey ‘Burpusys soqury ey pesvyoand srauorstuuo) ay [dung y00-9]24\4, 
say} Sururezuos PURIST oY} 107 pred sxvjjop pussnoyy xig—-ninby PO SILLON) 90789947 
‘sBurpiinq WwerayIp oy} 103 Toquary oy) Sunyes jo asuadxy—yunoop sugfoy 

*S}O] 0JUL poprarp SV 
‘s399148 Jo [aaa] SUIUTBIIEOSe pus Sutuodo ‘Ayo pue yorysiql ey} Jo Learns sapnpul—guarupindagy Fuhing 


‘gorenbs Sunepnoyeo pue Junaa 


‘shaamns [exaued roy pokoyd 


tooo PIYSIP OY} UT səarenbs Surprooes ‘syunoostp ‘suoIssyuTWOd sopnpuy—uopsurysny fo hng 


o nnn 


98 LOT‘LPOTS 


$8 19890% > $ yuno008 
Surət rod sydraoey 


we G06‘0T9S - ‘poropuar sjunos0e 
jenuue-lutes 10% sydroooy, 


‘sunowe jejo luor yunowy 


woy zunowy 


Woy qunouy wor 


| 2 spe‘ogos | 16 FOS'STIB | t AGT'OITS 
yeuuue-taes 13d seinyipued xq 
“Q0gt ‘AON | '66LI “AON, | “8641 ‘AON | “L621 “AON "96LT “AON 
MST 0} “EGLIMIST OF ‘SEL TBST OF “LEATMISI OF 96AT MST OF “96LT eedncuudaia 
"AON WIST | “AON TWIST | “AON WST | “AON UST AeW UST 


qunomy woy pUNOUy 


-pastaer "SEALE LA 


qunowy 


squnoooy Fuodesof. ayy fo uornnpdnooy 


1357 APPENDIX. 1358 


BOOKS AND PAPERS DESTROYED BY FIRE | bounty lands, the entries of which were, by the 
IN THE WAR OFFICE, IN 1800. act of 2d of March, 1799, limited to the "si day 
nae eye Orc many oll ealn unsatisfied. 
Communicated toth pe at, from the manner in which the grants were 
I olay oe Feb- ea che and toak being all ine a great 
ifficulty will oppose the renewing issues of war- 
. War Department, Feb. 12, 1801. | rants for those lands. The Secretary has recom- 
The acting Secretary for the Department of | mended to applicants that all claims be filed in 
War, in obedience to the direction of the House | the office before the day on which the above- 
of Representatives, expressed in their resolution | mentioned limitation will take place, in order that 
of the 2d instant, that he “ communicate to the ! the examination of them may thereafter be made 
House such information as may be in his power ‘under such regulations as may be judged most 
in relation to the destruction of the books and pa- | proper to secure to the claimants their lawful 
pers in that Department by fire; designating par- | rights, and protect the United States as much as 
ticularly what description of books and papers has | possible from fraud and imposition. 
been lost thereby, and what the probable effect of; That it is not presumed that any consequences 
such loss will be in the adjustment of the unset- | to effect the adjustment of unsettled accounts will 
tled accounts of the United States,” respectfully | follow from the loss of the papers of the Secretary’s 
reports: ! office, the original directions for expenditures be- 
That he has very little doubt that the fire which, | ing, it is supposed, to be obtained on the exhibi- 
on the evening of the 8th of November last, en- | tion of the accounts growing from them ; and it 
tirely destroyed the house then occupied by the | is not probable that any material injury will re- 
Department of War, was communicated from the i sult from the losses sustained in the Accountant’s 
adjoining house, as it was first discovered in the | office; the specification of which, with the remarks 
Sbert eoira amaga against paon i of the Accountant thereon, follows, viz: 
wall directly behind the fire-place of that house, į . 
and at the distance of the Shole width of the , Relating ails poe ieee 
house (twenty-five or twenty-six feet) from the Several cases containing muster and pay-rolls ; 
only fireplace in the apartment; in which last | others containing accounts and vouchers of sun- 
fire-place a fire had not been made on that day or | aty paymasters and agents for paying troops 5 and 
for upwards of three weeks immediately preceding. | 02e case containing individual settlements. made 
That the rapidity with which a large library | by the late Paymaster General and Commissioner 


extended the flames, on the admission of fresh air | of Army Accounts. , i 
These papers could only be of use in the exami- 


into the room, entirely precluded the possibility | ` 5 5 : i : 
of saving any hooks OF papers that wero deposited | nation of claims for services prior to the establish- 


on the the second or third floor; the whole of the | ment of the present Government, which, if not 


former, and one apartment on the latter, then be- arei a areare a barred ane foreclosed 
ing occupied as the Secretary’s office. iby acts of limitation. The loss will, therefore, 


That not a book or paper of the office was saved, | not materially affect the unsettled accounts of the 


except one volume, in which the contracts and j United States. 


deeds for lands sold to the United States were re- | Relating to services and supplies under the present 
corded. This had been taken into the Account- | Government. 
ant’s apartments, on the ground floor, in the morn-| William Colfax’s accounts, as contractor for the 
ing, for the adjustment of some accounts, and į State of New York, from the 1st of January to 
was saved, with his books and papers which were | the 31st of December, 1799. 
in those apartments. i Robert Ball’s accounts, as contractor for North 
That, immediately after the fire, measures were | Carolina, for supplies furnished in 1799 and 1800. 
„taken to secure a renewal of the most necessary, These accounts had been examined, and the 
and important documents in all possible cases. ' balances ascertaimed, but had not been entered on 
That the lists of invalid pensioners have already ‘the principal books, owing to differences in the 
been renewed, and sundry communications of ; statements of the claimants and those made at 
importance from the Department returned and | this office, of which they had been informed, but 


copied. That additions to these are still making, ; had not finally removed the objections. No ma- 
and that the examination of the claims to land for | terial inconvenience, it is thought, will arise from 
services in the Virginia line on Continental estab- i the loss of those accounts. 
lishment, as directed by law, though now sus-; William Colfax & Cos accounts, as contrac- 
pended, is expected soon to be in the usual state ‘tors for the States of New York, Massachusetts, 
of progression. ' Rhode Island, and Vermont, from the Ist of Jan- 
That the library, which was entirely destroyed, | uary to 31st of December, 1800. ; 
was extensive, and contained many military works, This account had not been examined; the 
of celebrity, which it is scarcely expected can be | amounts are, therefore, only known from the 
replaced. In order, however, to effect so desirable | claimants’ own statements when they were ren- 
‘an object as far as may be, the Secretary has | dered. It is therefore thought that no settlement 
added a proportionate sum to the estimated appro- | can be made until a principle shall be fixed for 
priation for the present year for the purpose. the settlement of accounts in this situation. 
That of the claims for Continental military | Nathan Starr’s accounts, as contractor for fur- 
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Books, §c., destroyed by fire in the Treasury Department, in 1801. 


nishing swords, belts, and scabbards, per contract 
in 1779. 

This account had not been examined, owing to 
a want of vouchers. Itis probable that duplicates 
of the accounts can be furnished, and that no in- 
convenience will arise in the settlement. 

Part of the vouchers belonging to the Paymaster 
General’s accounts. 

Some of the muster and pay-rolls of this ac- 
count were lost, but they can all be replaced. No 
inconvenience but that of having copies made 
from duplicates in the possession of the Paymaster 
General will arise. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

SAMUEL DEXTER, 
Acting as Secretary of War. 


BOOKS, &c. DESTROYED BY FIRE IN THE 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, IN 1801. 


{Communicated to the House of Reps., Feb. 23, 1801.] 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
February 23, 1801. 

Sır: In obedience to the resolve of the House 
of Representatives of the 2d instant, I have the 
honor of transmitting herewith the best informa- 
tion it is in my power to obtain, in relation to the 
destruction of official books and papers by the fire 
in the building occupied by the Treasury Depart- 
ment. To the enclosed statements from the other 
officers of the Department, I have the pleasure to 
add, that the books and papers belonging imme- 
diately to my office, with the exception of a few 
official letters and documents which can be re- 
placed, have been preserved. It is not probable 
that any great public inconvenience will be the 
consequence of the unfortunate accident which 
gave occasion to the inquiry. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, sir, 


your obedient servant, 
SAMUEL DEXTER. 
Hon. Speaker of the House of Reps. 


. Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
Comptroller's Office, Feb. 19, 1801. 

Sır: In reply to-your letter of the 4th instant, 
I have the honor to inform you, that after a care- 
ful and diligent examination, it does not appear 
that any records or documents appertaining to this 
office are missing in consequence of the late fire, 
from which any loss can result to the public, or to 
individuals. One book, in which sundry forms 
prescribed by this Department are recorded, has 
not yet appeared, though, as its destruction is 
highly improbable, expectations are entertained 
that it will eventually be found: if it should not, 
it-can be replaced with some labor. 

T have the honor to be, sir, with great respect; 
your. obedient servant, 
oe: JOHN STEELE, 

Uhe Hon, Samvuet Dexter, 

n <: Seeretary of the Treasury. 


A list of books and papers. destroyed or lost in the Au- 
ditor’s office, in consequence of the fire which took 
place in the Treasury on Tuesday, the 20th of Jan-. 
uary 1801. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Auditor's Office, Feb. 19, 1801. 

1. The books containing copies of reports on all. 
the accounts which have been adjusted since the 
establishment of the present Government, except- 
ing those on the public debt funded at the Trea- 
sury, which being entered in a distinct set of books 
and kept in another room, were preserved. With. 
the aid and expense of an extra clerk, the lost. 
copies may be replaced, as the originals, with the 
statements and vouchers belonging to them, are 
deposited in the Register’s office. 

2. The books containing copies of various state- 
ments made by the Auditor and Accountants un- 
der the late Government. The originals of these 
are also in the Register’s office, and new copies. 
may be made from them, if necessary. 

3. The ledgers and journals in which were en- 
tered the accounts settled by the late commis- 
sioner with the officers of the old quartermaster 
and commissary departments. The loss of these 
books adds to the difficulty of adjusting such of 
the accounts in these departments as remained 
open; but from examination which had been 
made, the greater part were found so defective as. 
to leave little hope of a satisfactory statement.. 
Some of them, however, though not passed, have 
been stated as far as the materials would admit. 
h is believed that few, if any, of the papers are 
ost. 

4. The books in which were entered the ac- 
counts of the late secret and commercial commit- 
tee. The papers being safe, no great inconve- 
nience will result from the loss of the books, as. 
few, if any of the transactions of this committee 
remain unsettled. 

5. A number of claims exhibited by individuals, 
for services or supplies during the late war. Most. 
of these had been presented in the first instance to 
the State Commissioners, and turned over by them 
to the Treasury. They had been all examined 
many years ago, and judged inadmissible; but as. 
the register or list is gone with them, it is impos- _ 
sible to state the particular nature of each, or the 
names of the respective claimants. 

6. An account rendered by the Bank of the 
United States, for the sale of 8 per cent. stock,. 
under the last act authorizing a loan. A dupli-- 
cate of this may be obtained. 

7. An account of Hazen Kimball for the con-- 
tingent expenses of the Office of State, which had 
been examined and was ready for stating. The 
vouchers cannot be replaced, but the particulars. 
may be had from a book in which they were re- 
gularly entered by Mr. Kimball. 

8. An account of Thomas Claxton, as agent for: 
furnishing the Capitol. The vouchers had been. 
all examined and found right, but the statement. 
suspended until he should also render his account 
for furnishing the President’s house, with which. 
it had some connexion. 
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9, The accounts and vouchers of Tench Francis, 
late Purveyor of Public Supplies, for purchases 
from July 1, 1797, to the month of September, 
1798, accompanied by a general account current, 
stated by his executors; in which they claimed a 
balance. The examination of these accounts was 
nearly completed, but the final settlement of them 
suspended from a wish to bring into view the bal- 
ances for or against him with the Departments of 
War and Navy, with which his accounts were 
also in a course of settlement. Duplicates of the 
abstracts and (it is understood) of the vouchers 
also, can be furnished. 

10. Three partial. or subordinate accounts of 
Israel Wheelen, the present purveyor. Duplicates 
of all these have been already furnished. 

11. The accounts of the following gentlemen, 
acting as agents for the commissioners of the direct 
tax, in their respective States: 

Joseph Israel, Delaware; Nathaniel Gilman, 
New Hampshire; James White, Tennessee; Ste- 
phen Bayard, New York; Paul Zantzinger, Penn- 
sylvania; Thomas. Davis, Massachusetts. 

All these accounts, except the last, had been ex- 
amined, and some of them, particularly the two 
first, would have. been stated and passed the next 
day. The others were suspended, either for want 
of warrants, or some futher explanation on par- 
ticular points.. As the vouchers, though much 
injured, are not entirely destroyed, it is probable 
that when they can be more thoroughly examined 
and properly arranged, they may be yet found suf- 
ficiently perfect to admit of settlement with at 
least some of the agents. 

A few other accounts were also somewhat in- 
jured; but being still, however, in a state to be 
settled, a detail of them is deemed superfluous. 

In addition to the foregoing, it is possible, and 
even probable, that in the course of business some 
other papers may be found missing, which are not 
recollected at this time; but none, it is believed, 


of much consequence. 
R. HARRISON. 


—— 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
Register’s Office, Feb. 19, 1801. 


The Register of the Treasury, upon the com- 
munication of the Secretary of the Treasury, of 
the 4th instant, transmitting a copy of the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives of the Uni- 
ted States, of Monday, the 2d of February, 1801, 
begs leave to report: 

That upon the alarm of the late fire in the house 
occupied by the Treasury Department, all the books 
and records of the United States appertaining to 
his office, and which were deemed of primary im- 
portance, were removed from the fire-proof rooms 
occupied by the Register; and that, upon their 
being replaced, it does not appear, after a minute 
examination, that any of the books and records of 
the United States in his possession at the time of 
the late fire sustained either injury or loss, except- 
ing statements Nos. 8,961, 10,919, and 11,349, with 
their respective vouchers, which were in a part of 
the building exposed to the fire. The official re- 


ports upon those three statements having been 
preserved, and the accounts thereof closed in the 
Treasury books, it is presumed no injury can pos- 
sibly arise from the want of those destroyed docu- 
ments. Respectfully submitted. 
JOSEPH NOURSE, 
Register of the Treasury. 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 

February 19, 1801. 
Sir: In answer to your letter of the 4th instant, 
I can assure you that my office has not suffered 
any injury of the least consequence by the late fire. 
Iam, with respect, your most humble servant. 

SAMUEL MEREDITH, 
Treasurer of the United States. 

Samuet Dexter, Esq., 
. Secretary of the Treasury. 


7 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Revenue Office, Feb. 13, 1801. 

Sır: I have paid dueattention to a notice from, 
the House of Representatives, which you com- 
municated to me on the 4th instant. ; 

I have the satisfaction of assuring you that the 
books are all safe, and that I know of no paper 
missing from this office which can impede or in 
any manner affect the adjustment of the public 
accounts. 

I am, with perfect respect, sir, your obedient 
servant, WILLIAM MILLER, 

f ' Commissioner of the Revenue. 

The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


GENERAL STAMP OFFICE, 
February 23, 1801. 


Sır: In obedience to your request and the reso- 
lution of Congress on the 2d current, I have the 
honor to report, that I have been fortunate enough 
to reclaim all the papers belonging to the General 
Stamp Office, of any consideration, and that the 
public will sustain no material injury in this office 
by the unfortunate fire. 

I am, with the most perfect respect and esteem, 
sir, your most obedient and most humble servant, 

JOSHUA JOHNSON, 
Superintendent of Stamps. 
SAMUEL Dexter, Esq.. 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


FIRES IN THE WAR AND TREASURY DE- 
PARTMENTS. 


[Communicated to the House of Reps., Feb. 28, 1801.] 


Mr. Nicuoxas, from the committee appointed 
to inquire into the causes of the late fires in the 
War and Treasury Departments, made the fol- 
lowing report: 

That they have taken the depositions of all the 
persons from whom they had reason to expect any 
information, and herewith report them: those 
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marked A relate to the fire in the War Office, and 
those marked B to the fire in the Treasury De- 
partment. = ` 

The committee having seen an assertion in a 
paper called the Cabinet, that; during the fire in 
the Treasury Department, persons were discover- 
ed in one of the rooms of that Department, in cir- 
cumstances which excited suspicion, the commit- 
tee called on the editor of that paper, and request- 
ed to be informed whether he could mention the 
names of any persons who were witnesses of that 
fact, or any other relating to the fires. By him 
they were referred to Lawson Pearson and Salem 
Roe; from whose depositions, and the deposition 
of John Woodsides, (among the papers marked 
B,) it appears that the persons thus discovered 
were clerks of the Department employed in taking 
care of the books and papers. 

It having been mentioned in the depositions of 
some of the witnesses, from whom the committee 
were taught to expect material information, that 
Mr. Oliver Wolcott, late Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, was seen at one end of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, during the fire therein, loading a cart with 
boxes and papers, the committee considering it asa 
circumstance which might be made to excite sus- 
picion, and believing it was due to Mr. Wolcott 
to investigate thoroughly a fact of this nature, 
which had been partially disclosed by their means, 
have taken several depositions on that subject, 
which are herewith reported, marked C. From 
these depositions no suspicion can remain that the 
boxes and cases were not Mr. Wolcott’s private 
property. 

The committee do not think it necessary to 
make a minute report of their opinion on the facts 
of these several cases, as the depositions them- 
selves will afford more satisfactory information: 
they report, as the general result of their inquiries, 
that it is probable the fire in the War Department 
was communicated from the fire-place in the ad- 
joining house, and that there is no evidence what- 
ever on which to found a suspicion of its originat- 
ing in negligence or design; that, as to the origin 
of the fire in the Treasury Department, they have 
obtained no evidence which enables them to form 
a conjecture satisfactory to themselves: it would 
only be in their power to make an abstract of the 
testimony; and, in doing this, they might add to 
or diminish its force: and therefore choose to re- 
port it only in the words of the witnesses. them- 
selves. 


A. 


Mr. Loring, a clerk in the War Department, 
states, that,on the day of the 8th of November, 
1800, (the evening of which the office was burnt,) 
he was engaged in filing and arranging the papers 
of the office, (which were very much deranged in 
consequence of removing first from Philadelphia, 
‘and afterwards from the store, commonly known 
by thename of Lear’s store, in the City of Wash- 

< Ington,)-a business in which he had employed- all 
~~, “his houts which were not immediately necessary 
*wfor the routine of business common in the office ; 


that, having on that day nearly finished, he had 
determined to continue until he had completed the 
work, as he was anxious to have them arranged; 
that, in consequence, he remained an hour or an 
hour and a half after the other gentlemen of the 
Department had left it; that when he had finish- 
ed the business he was engaged in, which wa3after 
three o’clock, he locked the door of the room, and 
carried the key thereof into the room of the mes- 
senger, which was in the kitchen; that the day 
having been uncommonly warm for the season, 
the fire had been reduced at about 11 o’clock in 
the morning, and that the door which led into the 
room usually occupied by the Secretary was or- 
dered by the chief clerk to be opened in order to 
admit fresh air, (there having been no fire in that 
room on that day, or for three weeks and upwards 
prior to it;) that no more fire was made in the 
room in which he was employed that day; and 
that, when he left the room, he doubts whether 
there was fire cnough on the hearth to have light- 
ed a candle ; that he went home to dine, and be- 
lieved everything was perfectly secure in the of- 
fice, as he looked into the Secretary’s room. to see 
if the windows were shut, and finding them’to be 
so, he doubted not everything was safe;.that, in 
the evening, about (he believes) six o’clock, or 
perhaps a little after, Mr. Brown, a clerk to the 
Accountant, came over to his lodgings and inform- 
ed the gentlemen that the War Office was on fire; 
that Mr. Wolcott, and every other man in the 
house immediately ran over; that, when we ap- 
proached the house, we observed the light very 
strong from the window over the door of the en- 
trance of the house immediately adjoining the 
library, which was arranged along the partition 
wall of that building, and the adjoining house oc- 
cupied by Mr. Jackson, and against which the 
chimney of Mr. Jackson’s house stood; that he, 
with Mr. Wolcott, went immediately up stairs, 
and he, Mr. L., being first, opened the door of the 
room generally occupied by the chief clerk, viz: 
(the room immediately in the rear of the Secreta- 
ry’s, the one which was on fire;) that, when he 
opened the door, the force of the smoke was so 
great as to stagger him; he, however, recovered 
himself, and made a second attempt, but to no 
purpose ; finding it impossible to save anything on 
that floor, he immediately left the house and went 
tothe Treasury office for the engine, which, with 
assistance, he brought to the fire; but the house 
being in such a state, it proved ineffectual. That, 
on the morning after the fire, (Sunday,) he went 
over before breakfast to examine the partition wall; 
that he ventured as near as the walls, which were 
then tottering, would admit, and examined partic- 
ularly as to the structure of the chimney ; that, in 
viewing the partition wall, he did not doubt the 
fire was communicated from the chimney of the 
next house, as the partition wall was very thin, 
and the evident appearance of wooden blocks or 
bricks interspersed in it; and that it appeared to 
him that the wall was only the thickness of the 
length of a brick from the first floor to the second, 
and the thickness of the width of a brick from the 
second floor up to the roof; and knowing that a 
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large library was extended along that wall; and Markward, to make inquiry how the fire origina- 
upon the lower shelf of the library, about eight | ted, (Col. Burrows went with me;) he Mark- 
inches from the floor, stood a number of large vol- | ward, could give us no satisfaction ; we then went 
umes, behind which (for convenience) many | to the burnt house, and, on examiving the walls, 
pamphlets and loose papers were thrown ; and he | were of opinion that it had been communicated 
has no hesitation in saying, that he firmly believes | from the back of Mr. Jonathan Jackson’s chim- 
it was from these causes that the fire was commu- | neys to the library ; and, on further examination, 
nicated. we saw a number of places where wood had been 

With respect to the Treasury Department, Mr. | let into the wall; and nearly at the back of the 
L. has very little to say, which can give informa- | chimney of Mr. Jackson’s house I saw a light 
tion or throw light on it; he has only to observe, | through the wall, (and mentioned it to Col. Bur- 
that at about five o’clock in the evening of the —— | rows,) which I suppose was the place that the fire 


January, he, agreeably to an appointment he had 
made with Mr. Steele, left the hotel in which he 
lodged, directly opposite to the Treasury, to call 
for Mr. Steele, who was writing in his office ; that, 
as he crossed the street, he saw large columns of 
smoke issuing from the two southeast chimneys 
of the office; he immediately entered the east 
door, which led to the centre of the building, 
through a narrow passage ; that, in passing through 
this passage, he observed the smoke issuing from 
under the two first doors on the left side of the 
passage; that he ‘did not stop to open either of 


got through to the library ; and was further con- 
vinced, for the back part of the place is but four 
and a half inches thick. And further this depo- 
nent saith not. WM. O’NEALE. 


Crry or WASHINGTON, Feb. 25, 1800. 
The above deposition was taken by the com- 
mittee, this 25th February, 1801; Wm. O’Neale 
being first sworn. 
JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


Thomas Y. Sprogel, being first sworn, deposeth 


them, his object being to get the engine out which | and saith that at about three o’clock, P. M., of the 
stood in the hall 3 that not more than two or three day on which the War Office was consumed, he 
persons were wik him at the time, and that, with | assisted in laying out the corpse of a Mr. Jackson, 
the assistance of one of them he broke open the | who died in the room adjoining to the room occu- 


ro ik ee fers me ae ee eth ae | pied by the Secretary of War, in which the fire 
ately ©: ing this he returned into the pas- | appeared to originate ; that at that time there was 
sage, where he discovered several persons forcing | so little fire in the hearth, that he, this deponent, 
the middle door, (or that which led to Mr. Ferrall’s | could with difficulty burn vinegar enough to cor- 
room,) which they immediately succeeded in. As | rect the effect of the body on the air of the room. 
soon as the door was opened, the flames and smoke | That while the house was on fire, he returned 


rushed out ina diagonal line from the back of Mr. | into the room where the corpse was laid, and found 


Ferrall’s room, where his cases stood, which was 
the part of the room opposite to his fire-place. 
This is all he can say respecting it, as his whole 
attention and exertions were to check and conquer 
the flames; which, with great exertions, on all 
sides, was finally accomplished. 


Sworn before me, the subscriber, onc of the jus- 
tices of the peace for Prince George’s county, this 
23d day of February, 1801, 


RICHARD FORREST. 


On the evening of 8th November last, about 
seven o'clock, P. M., I was alarmed with the cry 
of fire, and on inquiry it was the War Office ; I 
immediately alarmed Mr. Hodgson and Mr. Wood, 
and desired them to bring with them buckets, and 
I unhung my garden gate, that free access might | 
be had to my pump; I gave orders to fill all the | 
buckets and tubs that were about the house, and 
took with me two buckets of water; when I got | 
to the War Office the smoke was issuing out of the | 
front windows like a cloud; soon afterwards the | 
flames broke out of the front window over the 
front door; I was then asked by Mr. Watson, a | 
clerk, to assist him in getting a ladder, but before | 
we could procure the ladder the fire broke out of 
the back side of the house. I assisted about half 
an hour to save the papers, but on seeing that my 
own house was in danger, I left the fire and went 
home. The next day (Sunday) I went to see Mr. 


| gers to inform hi 


the fire totally extinguished to all appearance ; 


| that he was informed a fire had been kindled in 


the interval of his two visits to the room, and that 
it had been extinguished because it had a bad ef- 
fect on the corpse. THOS. Y. SPROGEL. 


Sworn to before me, this 27th day af February, 


| 1801. 


JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


B. 
The testimony of Patrick Ferrall, principal clerk in the 
office of the Auditor of the Treasury, relative to the 
fire that took place on the 20th January last. 


Having received a letter by the mail of the 19th: 
from a mercantile house in Philadelphia, that re- 
quired an answer by the return of post, not being 
enabled from the officiai duties of the office to 
write the answer during office hours of the 20th; 
on leaving the office between two and three 
o'clock, and not seeing Fogel, the messenger, in 
the hall, I mentioned to one of the other messen- 
i m when he came in to leave the 
key, as I should be back after dinner to write a 
letter. I returned between threeand four o’clock, 
and found the key of the Auditor’s room, which I 
opened and went into the room usually occupied 
by me, and wrote my letter; after which I locked 
the door, and went to the house occupied by the 
messenger, delivered him the key and the letter, 


’ 
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desiring him to leave it at the post office before 
five o'clock. At my going in, and during my 
stay in the office, I observed not the least appear- 
ance of fire, but what was in the fire-place of the 
room where I was writing, which at the time was 
very low, being the remainder of that made in 
the early part of the day. After delivering the 
key to the messenger, 1 went over toa house in 
the neighborhood where a billiard-table is kept, 
where I remained, until the cry of fire was heard; 
when the whole of the persons that were there 
ran over to the office. On my entrance, finding 
the doors locked, I called on the messenger by 
name, who immediately appeared and delivered 
me the key of the Auditor’s room, which I un- 
locked, and made to the door that opened into the 
room in which I had been writing; on opening 
which the smoke and flames gushed out with such 
violence, that I had nearly been suffocated. On 
which I returned into the entry and requested 
some persons that were there to break open the 
door; on this being done, I clearly perceived that 
the great pee of the fire proceeded from three 
large cases, which were placed back of the fire- 
place in the room occupied by the Auditor. How 
or by what means this unfortunate accident took 
lace, I do not deem myself competent to de- 
cide; but this I will say, I had neither hand nor 
deed in it. P. FERRALL. 


Sworn to before me, this 23d day of February, 


1801. JOHN NICHOLAS, 
Chairman of the Committee. 


The representation of Albright Fogle, Messenger to 
the Auditor’s Office, respecting the fire which took 


place in the Treasury Department on the 20th of 


January, 1801. 


The Auditor left his room on that day a little 
before two o’clock, when the fire in his fire-place 
was reduced so low that the ashes covered it close 
up, over which I placed the fender. 

Mr. P. Ferrall left his room at about half past 
two o’clock on the same-day, when his fire was 
also low. J covered it immediately with the fen- 
der, and locked the doors. The key leading to 
Mr. Ferrall’s room was then, by his request, put 
into a certain place where he could have access 
to it after dinner. 

I returned to the room about half after four 
o'clock, and found Mr. Ferrall writing at his desk; 
I inquired of him if I should put a stick on the 
fire, which he refused. About twenty minutes 
before five o’clock he called on me at my house, 
delivered me the key of the room and a letter, re- 
questing me to put it 
hastened to the office, examined the fire in the 
Auditor’s room, raked up the remains of that in 
Mr. Ferrall’s, covered it with the fender, and 
secured the windows and doors; at which time 
everything appeared, as usual. very safe from fire. 
About dusk, and some time after my return from 
the post office, I heard the first ery of fire; and, on 
pening the door of the Auditor’s room, I did not 
‘perceive any fire, but a vast quantity of smoke 
‘came out, which prevented an entry at that time; 


in the post office; I then 


the door of Mr. Ferrall’s room was then forced 
open, when the large cases and furniture in it, 
which stood close to the wall adjoining the Audi- 
tor’s room, were all on fire; at that time I did not 
perceive anything on fire at the other end of the 
room, near the fire-place. 

ALBRIGHT FOGLE. 


Sworn to before me, this 23d of February, 1801. 
JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


—_— 


Jonn Woopsins, clerk in the office of the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury of the United States, up- 
on his oath, deposeth: That on the 20th day of 
January, 1801, having left the office about half 
past four, P. M., and:gone to his place of lodging, 
about one hundred paces west of the building oc-: 
cupied by the Treasury Department, it being be- 
tween sundown and dusk, approaching nearer the 
latter, when the deponent heard the ery of fire; 
upon which he immediately ran to.the Treasury, 
from whence hesaw smoke proceeding; and, upon 
his nearer approach, saw the smoke and. flame is- 
suing from the windows or window ofthe room 
occupied by the principal clerk in the office of the 
Auditor, which room is adjoining to the Auditor’s, 
the latter being in the southeast part of the build- 


ing. 

The weather for the season had been moderate, 
as to cold, for a day or two preceding; but in the 
afternoon of the said 20th day of January, the 
wind had changed, and blew, especially at the 
time of the fire, cold and violently from the north- 
west, 

The deponent, finding that the apartment in 
which the fire had commenced was all.in flames, 
seeing sundry persons engaged in getting the en- 
gine ready, and not doubting the immediate assis- 
tance of other citizens, considered it most for the 
interests of the people to endeavor to save the 
books and papers in the two apartments up stairs 
of the office to which he was more immediately 
attached, viz: the Comptroller’s, and that of his 
principal clerk, the latter being immediately over 
the one in flames; and therefore proceeded to these 
apartments as soon as they could be opened. 

Early in the morning of the 21st, the day after 
the fire, as soon as there was light, the deponent, 
living in the vicinity, attended at the Department 
with a view to collect what papers might be found 
in a scattered state; and, before sunrise, went to 
the apartment where the fire had begun, and found 
the fender in the fire-place, in such a state as to 
lead, from appearances, to the conclusion that the 
fire had been carefully covered; the tender being 
somewhat in the form of part of a circle, the one 
edge resting upon the hearth, the other edge touch- 
ing the back of the fire-place. 

Since the fire, it having been proposed to the de- 
ponent to take the superintendence of the building, 
so far as respects the prevention of accidents by 
fire, he undertook the business confided to him; 
and, having been of opinion thatthe fire might have 
been communicated by the mantel-pieces, the de- 
ponent had an examination of one of the fire-places, 
upon which, apprehension of the probability of 
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fire being communicated to the building thereby 
was not lessened; but, from the blocks placed 
in the jambs, for nailing the surbase and wash- 
board, being exposed to the fire of the flues of the 
chimneys from below, by sparks passing though 
open joints one quarter of an inch in width be- 
tween the bricks, and these open joints being only 
about three inches from the block to the inner 
part of the chimney, additional ground was given 
to apprehend danger ; as likewise from the blocks 
placed in the walls, immediately back of the fire- 
places, in the rooms in the east and west ends of 
the building. 

These apprehensions were communicated to the 
Register of the Treasury, upon which orders were 
given to have removed every block or piece of 
wood, with the mantel-pieces, which might possi- 
bly endanger the building. In the execution of 
these orders, it was found that the blocks back of 
the -fire-places, in the apartment occupied by the 
Commissioner of the Revenue, have the appear- 
ance of being in a degree scorched. In the same 
room, that is, the one adjoining the Commission- 
er’s, a wedge of pine. wood was taken out of the 
chimney jamb, which had been driven into an 
open joint between the bricks, which led directly 
into the flue of the fire-place in the room below. 
To this wedge the wash-board was nailed. The 
wedge was found burnt to coal at the end next to 
the chimney, and. was scorched on the under part, 
the board nailed thereto having been also touched 
with fire. 

In the room occupied by the superintendent of 
stamps an open joint was found, which led to the 
block to which the wash-board was fastened into 
the chimney of the fire-place below; this block 
did not appear'to be scorehed, but a quantity of soot 
had made its way through this open joint to the 
board to which the wuash-board was nailed. The 
whole of the circumstances, taken together, afford 
just ground for very-serious.apprehensions of the 
liability of the place being set on fire by sparks, 
especially if the chimney should have taken fire. 

Similar facts occurred in breaking out the blocks 
n the jamb of the fire-place in the room occupied 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and in another 
apartment belonging to the said officer, adjoining 
to that of his principal clerk. Here the danger 
appeared to be much greater, as it did not arise 
from open joints leading eight or nine inches into 
the flues of the chimneys below, but from open- 
ings immediately from the blocks to the flues. In 
one instance, a hole an inch and a half in diam- 
eter was discovered, the block, &c. very much 
dried and smoked, if not scorched. In the other 
instance, several openings leading directly to the 
flue from the block to which the surbase was 
nailed, two pieces of bats lying between the block 
and the flue, which, not being close to each other, 
and having no mortar, caused the last mentioned 
openings, opposite to which the block and other 
wood appeared to be scorched, and the turpen- 
tine to have been extracted by the heat from the 
chimney. 

In relation to the state of the room where the 
fire originated, the deponent saith that he made 


a particular examination, and finds that the man- 
tel-piece, except upon the south side, appears to 
have been burned or removed; that the blocks to 
which it was nailed appear to have been in part 
burnt on the outer surface next to the room, ex- 
cept one in a small degree scorched; that part of 
the mantel-piece on the south side of the fire-place, 
which remains standing, being burnt to coal upon 
the outside, which, if pulled down, the blocks to 
which it is nailed, it is supposed, will appear like 
those upon the other side of the fire-place, in some 
degree scorched or burnt. 

In the said apartment, directly opposite the fire- 
place in the Auditor’s room, there had been placed 
two blocks of wood, the uppermost fourteen inches 
in length, with two others upon a line, the right 
hand block four feet, the one on the left hand three 
feet and a quarter distant; these blocks were placed 
in the wall for the purpose of nailing the surbase 
thereto. The place where a block had been placed 
for nailing the wash-board is also back of the said 
fire-place, and nearly under the one already men- 
tioned, and, like that, flanked upon the right and 
left with blocks, at the distances above mentioned; 
the block, from the opening in the wall, could not 
have been more than nine inches in length and five 
inches in width; the blocks upon the right and left 
of those back of the fire-place do not appear to 
have beeen burnt, except one upon the outside, 
next to the surbase, which appears to have been 
touched with fire. 

The block behind the fire-place, to which the 
surbase was nailed, was burnt on the surface next 
to the room in which the fire originated, but that 
part of the said block which was within the wall 
had not any appearance of being scorched; the 
block immediately below, to which the wash-board 
had been nailed, the deponent did not see, as it 
was missing the first or second day after the fire, 
he having looked for it in the cellar, where he 
found the upper block. 

The thickness of the wall back of the said fire- 
place is thirteen inches, by measurement, and de- 
ducting five inches, the width of the block, or 
rather depth of the place where it would appear 
a block had been, leaves eight inches brick be- 
tween where the block had been and the fire in 
the Auditor’s room; the joints between the bricks 
in the back of said fire-place appear to have been 
filled with mortar, except one joint about three- 
sixteenths of an inch wide, into which a piece of 
wood of that thickness can be inserted four inches, 
leaving, from the inner part of the joint, and the 
space which had been occupied by the block upon 
the opposite side, a thickness of four inches brick. 

This deponent, on being asked, further saith, 
that he can discover no way in which the fire 
could have communicated from the fire-place in 
the Auditor’s room to Mr. Ferrall’s room, unless it 
was by the lower block to which the wash-board 
in Mr. Ferrall’s room was nailed, which block was 
not to be found at the time this deponent exam- 
ined the place. JOHN WOODSIDE. 

Sworn to before me, this 24th February, 1801. 4 

JOHN NICHOLAS, >` 
Chairman of the Committee. 
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On afurther examination, the said John Wood- 
side. says that he was employed in the first room 
on the left-hand side of the passage, on the second 
floor of the Treasury Department, which leads to 
the east end, at the time the door was forced open; 
and that he was endeavoring to remove the books 
and papers into the fire-proof room adjoining; that 
he believes several other persons were also employ- 
ed in the same way with him at the time. 


Ciry or Wasuineton, Feb. 24, 1801. 


On the evening of the 20th January, 1801, as I 
was going to Dr. Cunningham’s, on business, I 
saw a great smoke arising near the President’s 
House. I directly called fire! Mr. Cunningham 
was in his yard, and asked where; I answered on 
the President’s square. He replied that it was 
shavings; I said no; then we both ran. I got to 
the Treasury Office first, and found it on fire; (it 
was between sunset and dark,) and the alarm of 
fire was general, and the bells were ringing. I 
called. for buckets, and to man the pump at the 
north end of the building, which was soon done, 
and water passed as long as there was any to be 
had. When the pump sucked, I went to the south 
side, and began to form a line to Mr. Blodget’s 
pump; this being done, I returned to the north side, 
and proposed to convey water into the rooms where 
the fire was; after some time the fire began to abate, 
and I went to Mr. Ferrall’s room door and began 
to throw water where the greatest appearance of 
fire was; and after some time the room got dark, 
I got a candle to see if I could discover where the 
fire originated. I felt on the floor near the fire- 
place, and it was not burnt; I then felt several 
other places, and, on feeling near the jamb of the 
door leading from Mr. Ferrall’s room to the Audi- 
tor’s, in the recess of the said door, I put my hand 
on a hickory chunk about twelve or fifteen inches 
long, and about three inches in diameter; it ap- 
peared to be burnt at one end to a coal; there was 
bark on oneend. Ithink it was hickory ; it might 
not have been hickory, but I think itwas, Ithen 
said that the building was set on fire by some evil- 
disposed person. About this time it was said that 
the building was on fire up stairs; I ran to give 
my assistance, met Mr. Wolcott, and requested 


him to give some directions concerning the papers; | 


Mr. Wolcott said he had nothing to do with them, 
that he was not the Secretary, and it was as much 
-as he could do to take care of his own private pro- 
perty. I went up stairs, and Mr. Woodside gave 
me a quantity of books and papers to carry down 
stairs, which I delivered to Mr. Dawson, and told 
him that I was of opinion that the building was 
set on fire, and that I had found a chunk in the 
recess of the door of Mr. Ferrall’s room. On my 
return up stairs I met Mr. Wolcott, and said for 
God’s sake, Mr. Wolcott, give some directions; he 
told me he would introduce me to Mr. Dexter, 
who would give me the proper directions, which 
he did: Shortly afterwards, an alarm of fire took 
place in the cellar, and I got water carried down 
and: putit-out-in a short time. On examination, 
it was found that thefire had found its way between 


the floor and the counter-ceiling, and it was pro- 
posed to tear up the floor, which was done, by Mr, 
Dexter’s orders; and further this deponent saith 


not. 
WILLIAM O’NEALE. 


On being asked, the deponent saith that the 
floor was burnt through about the place where 
he found the piece of wood which he has before 
mentioned.’ 

The above deposition was given by William 
O’Neale, before the committee; he being first 
sworn, this 25th February, 1801. 


JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


Thomas Y. Sprogel, being first sworn, deposeth 
and saith, that, after the fire in the Treasury De- 
partment, he was employed by Mr. Nourse, the 
Register, to watch in the office: and that about 
twelve o’clock at night, he discovered a wooden 
block behind Mr. Harrison’s fire-place, in Mr. Fer- 
rall’s room, to which the wash-board had been 
nailed, to be on fire; that he extinguished the fire 
with water, and that it appeared to him to be burn- 
ing from Mr. Ferrall’s room, and towards Mr. Har- 
rison’s fire-place; that the block appeared to‘ be 
about half consumed; that soon after he under- 
stood, from the conversation of persons present, 
that they had taken out the block and found the 
end next Mr. Harrison’s fire-place untouched by 
fire, but did not see the block himself; that the 
fire in Mr. Ferrall’s room appeared to have been 
perfectly secured, and that he is very well satisfied 
that the fire did not proceed from that fire-place. 

THOMAS Y. SPROGEL. 


Sworn to before me, this 27th day of Febru- 
ary, 1801. 
JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


I, Jonathan Freeman, testify, that I was at the 
Treasury Department about sunrise on the day 
after the fire happened at that place. In the room 
which was the most damaged I observed the strong- 
est marks of fire, on the side of the room opposite 
to the fire-place, in the wall on this side, directly 
(as it appeared to me) opposite to the fire-place 
in the Auditor’s room, near the floor, were two 
holes in the wall, in which had been placed wood 
for fastening; in the largest and lowest of those 
holes were some coals, and ashes, and such marks 
of fire as induced me to suppose that the wood had 
been consumed there; and the strongest marks of 
the fire were at the end of the hole next to the oppo- 
site room; from which I was led to believe that the 
fire was communicated from the fire-place in the 
Auditor’s room, by means of a block or wooden 
brick, which appeared to have been in the lowest 
of the above-mentioned holes, and to which the 
wash-board or surbase of the room where the fire 
broke out had been fastened. 

JONATHAN FREEMAN. 


Sworn to before me, this 28th day of February, 
1801. 
JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 
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Lawson Pearson, being first sworn, deposeth | gress; my immediate concern was to see after the 
and saith, that he came to the Treasury Depart- | papers, as from the appearance of the flame I 
ment when the fire was at its height; that after | thought it impossible the building could be saved. 
assisting an acquaintance in emptying a room, On my going to the west end of the department 
which was in danger, of the things in it, he went | where the greatest number of boxes and cases of 
up stairs, and turned into the passage running to! papers were placed, a carman came up and in- 
the east, and he discovered a light through the | quired for Captain Coyle, who, he said, had de- 
key-hole of the door of the first room on the left | sired him to convey away a parcel of papers 3 not 
hand; that, supposing the room was on fire, be knowing what authority Coyle had to issue any 
forced the door open, and discovered three men | directions concerning the removal of papers, my 
with a number of papers before them; that the | curiosity was excited to such a degree as to keep 
candle was extinguished either by the sudden | me on the spot where the records were; in a short 
opening of the door or some other cause; that, on time after Oliver Wolcott made his appearance, 
in company with Coyle, and began to load the 


his proposing to remove the furniture, he was ad- | 
vised by one of the persons to throw it out of the 


window, which he refused, as being likely to de- 
stroy it; tbat the persons in the room discovered 
no embarrassment on its being opened. He fur- 


ther saith that he laid the bricks in the east end | 
| the place, and expressed his astonishment at see- 


of the Treasury Department, and that after the 


fire he examined the wall between the Auditor’s 


cart which was there with chests of papers; being 
surprised at this conduct, and in order to aid any 
evidence which should in future be called for, I 
looked for and imparted my information to Mr. 
Kramer, who immediately repaired with me to 


ing Oliver Wolcott so extremely attentive to the 


room and the room which was on fire, and could | carrying away of papers, when the department 


find no reason to suppose that the fire had been 


communicated from the Auditor’s fire-place ; that | 
there was the length of the brick between the, 


fire-place and the wooden bricks in the opposite 
room, and that there was no appearance whatever 
on the brick or mortar of the wooden brick to 
which the wash-board was nailed having been 


burnt; that the wooden brick last mentioned had | 


been removed when he examined, which was the 
day after the fire. He further saith that he as- 
sisted in the examination which has taken place 
of the fire-places in the Treasury Department, 
and that a number of blocks have been taken out 
which were touched by fire, but that none of them 
were as far from the fire-places as those behind 
the fire-place in the Auditor’s room, and that none 
which were touched by fire, which he has seen 
taken out, were more than four inches from the 


fire. 
LAWSON PEARSON. 
Sworn to before me, this 25th day of February, 


1801. 
JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


— * 


Salem Roe, being first sworn, deposeth and 
saith, that he was in company with Lawson Pear- 


son when he forced open the door mentioned in} 


his deposition, and that he saw two or three per- 
sons sitting in the room; that they proposed to 
remove a case of papers, and were told they should 
not, unless they would throw it out of the win- 
dow; that they, notwithstanding, took it up and 


carried it down stairs. 
SALEM ROE. 


Sworn to before me, this 25th day of February: 


1801. i 
JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


—_—— 


c. x 


Having been in Georgetown at the time the 
fire was discovered in the Treasury Department, 
I did not arrive there until it had made some pro- 


i 
4 


1801. 


| appeared in imminent danger of being destroyed. 


THOMAS WATERMAN. 
Sworn to before me, this 23d day of February, 


JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


| : ; ; 
The night on which the fire was discovered at 


the Treasury Department I wasin Georgetown, in 
company with several friends, when a person 
came to the door of the house in which we were, 
and gave the alarm; on which we proceeded to 
the Treasury Department, and I joined the ranks 
to hand water. The night being somewhat cold 
I left said station, and went into the. house to as- 
sist in getting out and securing the papers; when 
Mr. Waterman informed me that some persons 
were busy in taking from the department a num- 
ber of cases, &c., with papers. I went with him 
to the place and saw two carts, one of which had 
a number of cases loaded up, and Mr. Wolcott, 
and Captain Coyle, a clerk to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, appeared to be busy in assisting to 


load one of the carts. 
HENRY KRAMER. 


Sworn to before me, this 23d day of February, 


1801. 
JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


John Coyle, of the City of Washington, being 
| duly sworn on the Holy Evangelists of Almighty 
God, doth depose and say, that on or about the 
20th day of January, 1801, at about half past five 
o'clock, P. M., when the alarm was given that the 
Treasury Office was on fire; in going towards said 
office he overtook Oliver Wolcott, Esq., late Sec- 
| retary of the Treasury, who observed to this de- 

ponent, that he was very much interested in sav- 
‘ing his private papers, as the justification of all 
his official transactions depended on that circum- 
stance, and requested his assistance to effect that 
purpose, if possible; that he went with Mr. Wol- 
cott into the northwest room of the building, 
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where Mr. W. pointed out a chest of about four 
feet by one foot six inches; a trunk of about three 
feet four inches by one foot six inches; two boxes 
of about two feet by thirteen inches, and a small 
writing desk, already packed and locked, as those 
containing his private papers: these this deponent 
assisted in removing out of the house. Mr. Wol- 
cott also requested the removal of an iron chest, 
as he said it contained valuable public property 
and documents. He also requested me particu- 
larly to assist in removing Mr. Miller’s books and 
papers generally, as they were very important ; 
which { did, and observed Mr. Wolcott active in 
assisting, and appeared very anxious for their pre- 
servation. 

He then observed that it was his intention to 
have his papers removed to his lodgings in the 
course of two or three days if the fire had not 
happened, and as they were then exposed, he 
wished to have.them taken there. 

This deponent then went to the sign of the 
Black Horse, where he knew carts were to be 
hired, and engaged one. Asit did not arrive soon, 
he went to the front of the house and observed an 
empty cart, employed the owner, and brought him 
to where’ the trunks, &c., were. Mr. Wolcott 
then went into the house and cellar to observe the 
state of the fire, returned, and reported that the 
danger was apparently over. 

Mr. O’Neale then came up and requested Mr. 
Wolcott’s orders respecting the removal of papers. 
Mr. W. replied he would give no orders, but would 
introduce him to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who was the proper person; this was done, and 
the orders given. Mr. O’Neale then demanded 
his assistance as Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. 
W. replied, I am not Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. O’Neale then said, you are a citizen, and I 
demand your assistance to save the public pro- 
perty. Mr. W. replied, I cannot; I must take care 
of my private property. 

This deponent and Mr. Wolcott had previously 
examined the state of the fire, and concurred in 
opinion that the danger was all over ; the fire ap- 
peared completely subdued, and any further re- 
moval we conceived to be superfluous. We then 
had loaded into a cart the before-mentioned chest, 
&c., with the addition of an iron box, which Mr. 
Wolcott said contained valuable public docu- 
ments, and did it as a measure of safety. 

The cart then drove to the house of said depo- 
nent and unloaded. The iron box was returned 
in safety to the Treasury Department in the course 


of a day or two following. - 
JOHN COYLE. 


Sworn to before me, this 25th day of February, 
1801. ; 
JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


Bazil Wood, of the City of Washington, doth, 
üpon the Holy Evangelists of Almighty God, de- 
‘Pose and say, that on the 20th of January last, 
and in-the evening of the same day, during the 
_firé-which:commenced: in the evening aforesaid 


in the Auditor’s office of the Treasury Depart- 


ment; he, this deponent, saw several chests and 
boxes containing books and papers belonging to 
Oliver Wolcott, Esq., late Secretary of the Trea- 
sury; that this deponent did not then, nor has he 
since seen the papers then contained in the said 
boxes; but for some time previous to Mr. Wol- 
cott’s resignation, he did prepare, and cause to be 
prepared, copies of various public documents and 
records in his office; that this deponent did several 
times assist the said Mr. Wolcott in removing 
these papers into Mr. Miller’s room, which Mr. 
W. occupied for a few weeks, and from which 
the before-mentioned chests, &c., were, as before 
said, removed on the evening of the fire; that he 
verily believes there was not a single original doc- 
ument removed, or a paper which was not re- 
corded taken away from the office by Mr. W. 
This deponent asserts that the space which the 
papers intended to be taken away by Mr. W. could 
not be less than four feet square at least, and the 
person (to wit, Robert Jones Heath, one of the 
clerks, who examined the rough draughts of let- 
ters and other documents, being sick,) this depo- 
nent can only further say, that he believes the 
said Heath could give particular information as 
to the papers, &c., which he examined and deliv- 
ered to Mr. Wolcott. Mr. Wolcott received from 
this deponent no papers, or copies of books or 
papers, other than the weekly state of balances, 
of which the records are now in this deponent’s 
possession. The kinds of papers which Mr. Wol- 
cott intended, or said he intended to take were. 
the rough draughts of his own public letters 
and the copies of several reports: to the vari- 
ous departments, printed journals of Congress, 
printed reports of the different departments to the 
President and Congress, copies of weekly state- 
ment of balances, the annual statements of receipts 
and expenditures of the United States: and fur- 
ther this deponent saith not. 

Sworn to before me, this 27th day of February, 
1801. 

JOHN NICHOLAS, Chairman. 


OFFICIAL CONDUCT OF GOV. SARGENT. 


[Communicated to the House of Reps., Feb. 19, 1801. 


Mr. CHAUNCEY Goopricn, from the committee 
appointed to inquire into the official conduct of 
Winthrop Sargent, Governor of the Mississippi 
Territory ; and to whom also was referred the pe- 
tition of Cato West and others, made the following 
report: 
In the above-mentioned petition, the adminis- 
tration of Governor Sargent is criminated on the 
ground of improper and arbitrary misbehaviour ; 
of an unconstitutional exercise of the legislative 
authority by the Governor and Judges, and of un- 
lawful exactions of office fees. 

First. Of improper and arbitrary misbehaviour. 

As the particular instances and acts of improper 
and arbitrary misconduct imputed to Governor 
Sargent are not specified, nor evidence adduced 
whereby to verify the general charges alleged 
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against him, your committee have not been able to 
Such papers relative thereto 
as have come to their possession accompany this 


investigate them. 


report. 


Second. Of an unconstitutional exercise of le- 


gislative authority by the Governor and Judges. 


On this point it is alleged that the Governor 
and Judges have made and published laws not de- 


rived from the codes of the original States. 
By Governor Sargent this fact is admitted. 


The President of the United States, by the act 
entitled “An act for an amicable settlement of lim- 
its with the State of Georgia, and authorizing the 
establishment of a Government in the Mississippi 


Territory,’ was empowered to establish there a 


Government, in all respects similar to that exer- 


cised in the Territory Northwest of the river Ohio, 
excepting and excluding the last article of the or- 
dinance made for the government thereof by the 
late Congress, on the 13th of July, 1787. 

In the ordinance referred to in the aforesaid act, 
are the following clauses: 

“The Governor and Judges, or a majority of 
them, shall adopt and publish in the district, such 
laws of the original States, criminal and civil, as 
may be necessary and-best suited to the circum- 
stances of the district, and report them to Con- 
gress from time to time: which laws shall be in 
force in the district until the organization of the 
General Assembly, unless disapproved by Con- 
gress; but afterwards, the Legislature shall have 
authority to alter them as they shall think fit. The 
Governor for the time being shall be commander- 
in-chief of the militia; appoint and commission all 
officers in the same, below the rank of general 
officers ; all general officers shall be appointed and 
commissioned by Congress. Previous to the or- 
ganization of the General Assembly, the Governor 
shall appoint sueb magistrates and other civil ofi- 
cers in each county or township, as he shall find 
necessary for the preservation of the peace and 
good order in the same. After the General As- 
sembly shall be organized, the powers and duties 
of magistrates and other civil officers shall be regu- 
lated and defined by the said Assembly; but all 
magistrates and other civil officers not. herein 
otherwise directed, shall, during the continuance 
of the temporary Government, be appointed by 
the Governor. For the prevention of crimes and 
injuries, the laws to be adopted or made shall 
have force in all parts of the district; and for the 
execution of process, criminal and civil, the Gov- 
ernor shall make proper divisions thereof; and he 
shall proceed, from time to time, as circumstances 
may require, to lay out the parts of the district in 
which the Indian titles shall have been extin- 
guished, into counties and townships; subject, 
however, to such alterations as may thereafter be 
made by the Legislature.” . 

Your committee are of opinion that the legisla- 
tive power of the Governor and Judges, by virtue 
of the above mentioned ordinance, is restricted to 
the adopting of laws from the codes of the original 
States, and cannot be extended to the making or 
enacting of laws not derived from those codes. 

It appears to your committee, that the Governor 


6th Con.—44 


and Judges of the Mississippi Territory miscon- 
ceived the nature and extent of their authority in 
this particular. Justly to appreciate their motives, 
it is essential to state the principles on which they 
have acted. By them, the ordinance appears to 
have been understood as vesting in the Governor 
and Judges a plenary legislative authority. Gov- 
ernor Sargent justifies its exercise on the ground 
of construction, and of the principle being avow- 
ed and acted on by the Governor and Judges, in 
making laws in the Northwestern Territory; and 
its being impliedly if not directly sanctioned by 
Congress. In his letter of the 15th of June, 1800, 
to the Secretary of State, he observes, “upon the 
subject of making or adopting laws, Í have writ- 
ten you largely heretofore. It is not necessary to 
repeat my Own opinions; many letters in your 
office evince my anxiety to have possessed the 
codes of the original States. We began by legis- 
lating, however, with the laws of the Northwest- 
ern Territory; they had been long subject to the 
disapprobation of the honorable Congress; and 
daring not to doubt their intention, we believe 
them good. We have uniformly continued, how- 
ever, to declare our willingness to receive and 
respect authenticated information for the quiet 
and interests of this people.” In another letter, of 
the 25th of August, 1800, to the Secretary of State, 
(already communicated to the House) he observes, 
“the honorable Mr. Davis seems to have been at 
much trouble to establish what the Governor and 
Judges are very willing to admit, ‘that they have 
made laws.’ As Secretary of the Northwestern 
Territory, and vested with the powers of the Gov- 
ernor, I fully concurred with the Judges that we 
were a complete legislative body. We never hes- 
itated to manifest this to Congress; and the laws 
by Governor St. Clair, the Judges Parsons, Symmes 
and Varnum, enacted as early as 1788, demon- 
strated that such also was their opinion. I sol- 
emnly deny to have acknowledged (as Mr. Davis 
asserts I have) a deviation from the ordinance of 
Congress in the thus enacting of laws; for the 
ordinance, in my acceptation thereof, tolerates so 
doing; in strong presumptive proof of which, I 
shall offer, as the honorable Mr. Davis and myself 
seem to have so differently read the same, that 
the laws which were regularly transmitted to the 
General Government, in one solitary instance only 
were disapproved; thus evidencing their perfect 
coincidence in sentiment with us upon this very 
important subject. As a further proof of their 
will and pleasure that we should ‘make laws,’ 
they have enacted, nearly in the words following, 
‘that the laws of the Territory that have been, or 
hereafter may be enacted by the Governor and 
Judges” &c.; and again, that the Governor and 
Judges shall be authorized to repeal their laws 
by them made, whenever the same may be found 
to be improper.” : ; 

With respect to the practice which Governor 
Sargent alleges obtained with the Governor and 
Judges of the Northwestern Territory on this point, 
your committee are informed, that at their first 
meeting in 1788, a difference of sentiment arose 
between the Governor and Judges on this subject; 
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them: That those laws appeared to have been 
passed by the Secretary and Judges, on the idea, 
that they were possessed generally of legislative 
power,and havenot, in whole or in part, been adopt- 
ed from laws of the original States; that on the 
12th of February, 1795, an engrossed resolution, 
in the form of a concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses, disapproving all those laws except one, 
was agreed to by the House of Representatives 
and sent to the Senate. In the Senate, on report 
ofa special committee, the resolution was disagreed 
to. The consideration of those particular laws 
does not appear to have been resumed. 

In a letter of Governor Sargent’s to the Secre- 
tary of State, dated Mississippi Territory, January 
15, 1799, he writes: “ the Judge’s arrival enables us 
to legislate: it was most essential, and we will set 
about it without delay, though with much regret 
on my part at the want of the laws of the several 
States, as we must be compelled to form our code 
from the volumes of the Northwestern Territory, 
which I by no means can be induced to believe a 
very good basis.” 

And in another letter of the 18th of March, 1799, 
he writes to the Secretary of State: “I have al- 
ready advised you of the arrival of Judge Tilton, 
and, in consequence, we are at length legislating ; 
but destitute of the laws of the several States, we 
necessarily make instead of adopting them; the 
right to do which has heretofore been a ques- 
tion. Very diffident of my own law knowledge, 
I feel extremely anxious for the presence of Judge 
McGuire, who, I am taught to believe, is a great 
professional character.” 

Third. Of unlawful exactions of fees for offi- 
cial acts. 

The fees alluded to are for passports to persons 
travelling from the Mississippi Territory to other 
parts of the United States, through the Indian 
country, and on marriage and tavern licenses. 

Governor Sargent acknowledges his having re- 
ceived fees of the above description. He justifies” 
the practice on the principle of those acts being 
extra from the duties of the Governor’s office, and 
also of precedent in the Northwestern Territory, 
known, as he presumes, for a long time, to the 
General Government. 

A law of the Mississippi Territory, entitled a 
law to regulate taverns and retailers of liquors, 
and concerning Indians, allows to the Governor a 
fee of eight dollars on a tavern license, which, 
with a like fee on marriage licenses, Governor 
Sargent has received. The amount of the fee on 
passports is unknown to the committee. 

By a law of that Territory, fees are allowed to 
the Judges, on certain processes and official acts. 

It is understood, that, for a course of years, the 
Governor of the Northwestern Territory has been 
in the practice of receiving four dollars on marriage 
licenses, and one guinea on tavern licenses. Laws 
have also been there passed, allowing to the judges 
fees on processes and official acts and compensa- 
tion for travelling expenses; one of which was 
among the laws disapproved by the before men- 
tioned resolution of the House of Representatives, 
which was disagreed to by the Senate; the other 


they asserting and he denying, the power of the 
Legislature to make laws not derived from the 
codes of the States. After protesting against the 
assumption of that power, the Governor yielded 
to the opinion of the Judges. The subject was 
again resumed in 1795, when the Governor pub- 
lished his correspondence with the Judges, show- 
ing his disapprobation of the principle of making 
laws; on their part, the then Judges also published 
the reasons and grounds of their opinion and con- 
duct in making laws. The Governor again yield- 
ed to that opinion, and from time to time, till the 
second grade of Government was established, the 
Legislature enacted laws not derived from the 
codes of the States. 

The laws of that Territory being voluminous, a 
complete set whereof is to be had for examination 
only, in the office of the Secretary of State, your 
committee have not been able, from their own in- 
spection, toascertain how far the practice of making 
laws obtained, or how constantly it was adhered 
to in successive periods, as the judges have suc- 
ceeded to each other. They find that several of 
the laws passed before the year 1795 were not taken 
from the statutes of eitherofthe States. Mr. Wag- 
ner, clerk in the office of the Peery of State, 
who, at the request of the committee, has exami- 
ned the laws of the Territory in reference to this 
point, certifies, “that he has examined the laws of 
the Northwestern Territory from the commence- 
ment of its legislation, to the 1st of August, 1792, 
ut it does not appear, from the face of them, which, 
or what parts of them have been adopted from the 
codes of the original States, or have been originally 
made by the Legislature of that Territory.” How 
far, therefore, they have been mere adoptions from 
those codes, can only be established by comparison. 
That is not the case with respect to the printed 
jaws of the Territory, published since May, 1799, 
in which they are invariably stated in their titles 
to be adopted laws, except in the instance of re- 
pealing laws; to pass which, the Governor and 
Judges were expressly authorized by the act of 
Congress of the 8th of May, 1792, and except a 
law in addition to a law, entitled a law ascertain- 
ing the fees of the several officers and persons there- 
in named, published at Cincinnati on the first of 
May, 1798, by Winthrop Sargent, acting as Gov- 
ernor, and John Cleves Symmes, Joseph Gilman, 
and Return J. Meigs, Judges, which is-not stated 
to have been adopted. Your committee further 
find, that on the 21st day of January, 1794, the Pre- 
sident of the United States laid before the two 
Houses of Congress a copy of such laws of the Ter- 
ritory of the United States Northwest of the river 
Ohio, as had been passed from July to December, 
1792, inclusive ; that on the 21st day of April, 1794, 
they were, by order of the House of Representa- 
tives, referred to a special committee, who, on the 
24th day of May, 1794, among other things, report- 
ed, that on examination of thesaid laws, they found 
‘many of the provisions contained in them objec- 
tionable, but that they conceived it would be im- 
material for them to detail the particular objections, 

.. as one applying-to the whole of said laws afforded, 
“Vattheir opinion, sufficient reason for disapproving 
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purports, on the face thereof, to have been adopted 
from the New York and Pennsylvania codes. Both 
of those laws were passed by Governor Sargent, 
when Secretary, and acting as Governor of the Ter- 
ritory. 

The act of Congress, authorizing the establish- 
ment of a Government in the Mississippi Terri- 
tory, provides that the officers therein shall receive 
the same compensation for their services, to be 
paid in the same manner, as is by law established 
for similar officers in the Territory Northwest of 
the river Ohio, and the powers, duties, and emolu- 
ments of a Superintendent of Indian Affairs for 
the southern department to be united with those 
of Governor. 

To the Governor of the Northwestern Territory, 
for discharging the duties of that office and those 
of Superintendent of Indian Affairs, is allowed an 
annual salary of two thousand dollars, and to each 
of the Judges eight hundred dollars. 

As the Governor and Judges of the Territorial 
Governments are officers of the United States, 
with annual salaries fixed by the laws of Congress, 
their exacting and receiving fees, as before stated, 
cannot be otherwise considered than as an abuse 
which ought to be corrected. 

Although the committee find cause to notice as 
irregularities, in Governor Sargent’s administra- 
tion, the making laws not derived from the codes 
of the original States, and also his receiving fees 
for certain official acts, yet it appears satisfactory 
to them, from the circumstances under which they 
took place, that those irregularities originated from 
incorrect and misconceived opinions respecting the 
extent of his powers, and not from impure or crim- 
inal intentions. 

They therefore respectfully submit to the con- 
sideration of the House the following resolution : 

Resolved, That there does not appear cause for 
further proceedings on the matters of complaint 
for mal-administration against Winthrop Sargent, 
as Governor of the Mississippi Territory. 


Mississippi! TERRITORY, 
August 25, 1800. 


Sır: In consequence of proceedings in the Na- 
tional House of Representatives, tending to impli- 
cate the Governor and Judges of this Territory, 
unofficially communicated from the Department 
of State, I took leave to address the then Secre- 
tary, in a long letter, bearing date the 15th June, 
to exculpate, defend, and justify our aspersed con- 
duct. Since that period there has come to my 
view, through the medium of the public prints, a 
resolution of the House of Representatives, for 
disapproving so much of two of our laws as au- 
thorizes certain fees to myself and their honors; 
with notice that the consideration thereof had been 
postponed by the wisdom and justice’of the hon- 
able Senate. : 

In a public paper styled the True American, 
and printed at Philadelphia upon the 15th of May, 
we observe an extraordinary motion, and a more 
extraordinary preamble, to have been made on the 
preceding day by the honorable Mr. T. T. Davis, 


and such as the most rigid justice should not have 
dictated, but upon fullest proof of foulest deeds. 
To the distinguished sympathies and candor of 
Messrs. Harper, Craik, Nott, and Griswold, we 
stand indebted for reminding gentlemen that “the 
accused had no opportunity of answering to the 
very serious charges contained in the honorable 
Mr. Davis’s preamble; that, if the censure was 
just, impeachment ought to be obtained by other 
means,” more equitable, more ingenuous, and less 
dishonorable, they might well have added; and 
for impeachment, conscious we have discharged 
our duties according to honor and to conscience, 
we stand prepared; persuaded always that the 
tenure of public commissions, under the American 
Government, rests not upon their forfeiture. 

Whether we may be indulged with the privilege 
of being heard is yet a question. Upon most of 
the allegations so odiously blazoned in the pream- 
ble of the honorable Mr. Davis, I have, I fondly 
trust, so fully expressed myself as at least to sus- 
pend sentence of public condemnation; and, ere 
another session of Congress, gentlemen who may 
seek truth, shall find fullest conviction that we 
have been most barbarously abused and vilified ; 
for my own part, I have already thrown the gaunt- 
let, and defy the most insidious as well as active 
malice to establish— 

That I have “acted under the influence of a 
faction, or pursued the principles of despotism, in 
excluding from my confidence a majority of the 
well disposed citizens.” 

Or that I have “indulged an unwarrantable 
distrust of the great body of this people, and ap- 
pointed over them, to offices civil and military, 
persons obnoxious for their intrigues‘and foreign 
influence.” I deny that I have “practised ava- 
rice, extortion, or any oppresssive measure,” as 
has been ascribed to me by the honorable Mr. | 
Davis. 

Fees warranted by a law predicated upon long- 
continued practice of the Northwestern Territory, 
and which had received the approbation of Con- 
gress, we have sometimes demanded, with this 
very essential difference, however, and as is in 
some measure stated in my last letter: that there 
the Governor and Judges have actually exacted 
fees for services expressly required by the ordi- 
nance under which they were appointed; whilst 
in this Territory (as it respects myself, this is most 
confidently asserted) they have been received for 
such only as seemed extra. f 

Judges in the Northwestern Territory are al- 
lowed by law a reimbursement of all expenses of 
themselves and servants in going the circuits to 
hold the courts. They have also fees {for allow- 
ing writs of error, supersedeas, for taking bail, filing 
bail pieces, and all the et ceteras for which the 
honorable Mr. Davis has so zealously assayed to 
attach odium to the judicial character within this 
Government. The honorable Congress could not 
have been uninformed thereof, for the laws and 
records in point had been officially transmitted by 
myself, as secretary, consequently, long ere the 
practice of exacting fees could have been adopted 
into the United States’ Mississippi Territory, 
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granting then, sir, for a moment, the exacting of 
fees to be wrong, should not manly candor have 
dictated that the example of an older colony, so 
long and so strongly sanctioned by the very high- 
est authority we under God can know, might in 
justice have been accepted as an apology, and we 
humanely spared the cruel mortification of suffer- 
ing the hard, the intemperate language with which 
we have been assailed in the face of Congress, our 
friends, and the world? 

The privilege of gentlemen tolerating full free- 
dom of speech does not warrant indecorum, nor 
can any power, I humbly conceive, command my 
tacit acknowledgment of the “avarice and extor- 
tion” ascribed to me by the honorable Kentucky 
member. Though constrained always to rigid 
economy by the hard service of my country, I ac- 
knowledge not to have practised “avarice and 
extortion.” 

A soldier of the Revolutionary war, I retired 
not from the field till the close thereof; and it may 
be remembered by some of the veteran comrades 
in those days of peril, and who have witnessed the 
whelming calumny so unjustifiably attached to 
my humble name, that bread and fame were our 
sole reward. 
` Yn civil life, of the ten years that the Govern- 
ment of the Northwestern Territory had been es- 
tablished, ere I was commanded to this country, 
the arduous and complicated duties of Governor 
and Secretary, with the accumulated expenses of 
both offices, were mine to discharge, and without 
further public provision than the small stipend al- 
lowed the Secretary. 

By statements made to the honorable Congress 
in 1796, for a compensation which is yet withheld, 
it will appear that my expenses were necessarily 
very considerable, the salary small, and that there 
were none of the operating motives for an avari- 
cious man to have continued in office; that repu- 
tation, a good name, must have been the grand de- 
sideratum. Officesin your Western country were 
long acknowledgedly the posts of danger; hence, 
perhaps, their tenure undisturbed: but gentlemen 
read in the history of the sufferings and peril of 
those days, a just anda grateful country cannot 
hastily prostrate servants grown gray in hardihood 
and toil. 

“The honorable Mr. Davis seems to have been 
- at much trouble to establish what the Governor 
and Judges are very willing to admit, “that they 
have made laws.” As Secretary to the North- 
western Territory, and vested with the powers of 
the Governor, I fully concurred with the Judges 
that we were a complete legislative body. We 
never hesitated to manifest this to Congress, and 
‘the laws by Governor St. Clair, the Judges Parsons, 
Symmes, and Varnum, enacted as early as 1788, 
demonstrated that such was their opinion also; 
but I solemnly deny to have acknowledged (as Mr. 
Davis asserts I have) a deviation from the or- 
dinance of Congress, in the thus enacting of laws; 
for the ordinance, in my acceptation thereof, tole- 
ratesso.doing: in strong presumptive proof of which 


- -Ushalloffer, (as the honorable Mr. Davis and myself: 
gem to have so differently read the same,) that: 


the laws which were regularly transmitted to the 


General Government, in one solitary instance only, 


were never disapproved; thus evidencing their per- 


fect coincidence in sentiment with us upon this 
very important subject. As a further proof of their 
will and pleasure that we should “make laws,” 
they have enacted nearly in the words following: 

“That the laws of the Territory that have been 
or hereafter may be enacted by the Governor and 
Judges,” &c., and again, “that the Governor and 
Judges shall be authorized to repeal their laws by 
them made, whenever the same may be found to 
be improper.” 

Whence we certainly may take leave to infer 
our most incontestable right to the so very essen- 
tial and salutary measure of enacting as well as 
adopting laws for common good; and further, that 
we shall stand exonerated, in the minds of the vir- 
tuous and the wise, from even the intention of 
exercising that “most dangerous assumption of 
power,” so unadvisedly ascribed to us by the hon- 
orable Kentucky member. 

Amongst the rolls in the office of the Territorial 
Secretary, we are ingenuously to acknowledge a 
law for the punishment of arson, that seems to. have 
escaped the watchful eye of the honorable Mr. 
Davis, and which, together with the statute against 
treason, are, in our view, alike exceptionable. No 
legal decision or proceedings, however, have been 
had thereupon; nor will the Judges, I persuade 
myself, ever designedly transgress the sacred rules 
of our more respected Constitution. But so much 
has already been said upon this unpleasant theme, 
without anticipating opprobrious misconceptions 
of our intentions, and which appears in my address 
to the Legislature of the 5th of May, in your office, 
that no more explanation or comment can be now 
necessary. In any formal investigation, I hope to 
demonstrate that the original of the laws (our 
great anxiety to disseminate hastily sent to the 
printer) was unexceptionable in matter; but that 
we have been inadvertent in our signatures to the 
rolls cannot be denied; an act acknowledgedly 
hostile to the Constitution, though we have the 
consolation to believe it has operated no evil. For 
my own part, however, I claim no indulgence in 
official transactions, and will await, in respectful 
submission, such censure as may be deemed pro- 
portionate to the magnitude of my transgression ; 
but, when it shall be mercifully considered that the 
law for the punishment of arson in the North- 
western Territory, subject to the same Constitu- 
tidnal objections with any of the statutes of this 
Government, had been ten years before Congress 
at the time we adopted it, (and never disapproved,) 
it must be received as an extenuation of our crime. 

There has been transmitted to the Department 
of State the copy of an appeal to the justices of 
Adams county, made immediately upon my re- 
ceiving the reports of the committee of Congress, 
to whom had been referred the petition of Cato 
West, and certain letters of Narsworthy Hunter. 
The only matter therein which I then deemed of 
consequence enough to engage my special atten- 
tion, and publicly demonstrate to be false, was Mr. 
Hunter’s so positive declaration of my usurping 
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the powers of the court, (their duty to hold sa- 
cred,) and with. most nefarious and dishonorable 
intention. : 

My appeal is annexed to the letter of the 15th of 
June, before mentioned, but it was not until the 
4th instant that the justices were in session, which 
necessarily delayed their response herewith trans- 
mitted, and which I respectfully solicit may ac- 
company the petitions of Cato West and others, 
“as the natural and legitimate relatives of those 
documents,” which the honorable Mr. Davis has 
proposed to lay before the President. 

Under any other circumstances than a base im- 
peachment of almost all the territorial officers, I 
could not myself announce to Congress that the 
“accredited agent” of those persons, “styling them- 
selves a committee regularly chosen by the inhab- 
itants of the Mississippi Territory,” &c., stands 
convicted, to every man of mind, of malice, mis- 
chief, and falsehood; and, if words have meaning, 
that he is recorded in the honorable court of gen- 
eral quarter sessions of the peace of Adams coun- 
ty, in their August term, to the present people and 
posterity, as a most infamous liar. 

The character of:the members of this court gen- 
erally is, I believe, less exceptionable than that of 
any other equal number of men within the Gov- 
ernment; but they are sufficiently known to reject 
cor confirm my estimation by the most abundant 
testimony: 

The presiding justice is respectable for integri- 
ty, science, and wealth; with very conciliating 
manners, and an independence of sentiment most 
happily adapted to his public station. I shall take 
leave to enclose unto you his charge to the grand 
jury, in this same August term, adding my request 
that it may be brought to the view of Government 
to illustrate the reputation of accusers and accused, 
and for other purposes important to this Territo- 
ry, whenever proceedings shall be continued un- 
der the petition of Mr. West and committee. The 
name of Mr. Hugh Davisin the list of magistrates 
will also be found in the Mississippi committee; 
this, and the character which I have drawn of the 
former, may seem incompatible. The motives for 
my own appointments I can explain, but not al- 
ways the conduct of officers. 

This Mr. Davis is the same gentleman I have 
quoted in my address of the 15th of June, as the 
“well-meaning member of the committee, obtain- 
ing a copy of a letter of the 20th of December, 
1798, to the Secretary of State,” and which he 
believed to have been by them most basely per- 
verted. He has since communicated to me that 
the representations made in that letter of the suf- 
ferings of the inhabitants from the Indians under 
Spanish and American government, then com- 
plained of by almost every man of my knowledge, 
and late presented as a grievance by the grand 
inquest, would have been stated to the General 
Government at that time as a wicked and abomi- 
nable falsehood of the Governor; and that neither 
injury nor inconvenience from the Indians had 
ever been experienced by this people, but for his 
special opposition to the measure, made under the 
fullest impression of the justice and propriety of 


my statements, and which the committee had been 
constrained reluctantly to acknowledge. Facts, 
produced to them by Mr. Davis, had been too 
strong, and of too much publicity, to have escaped 
the notice of many of the members, and must in- 
duce a powerful presumption of more than want 
of candor upon the oceasion. 

The clerk, sheriff, and one of the justices, have 
transmitted to me some documents relative to the 
alarming depopulation said by Mr. Hunter to have 
taken place under Doctor White; the site of pub- 
lic buildings, “so marked by opposition to general 
opinion,” and other matter, all which I take leave 
to submit as proper to be brought forward in fu- 
ture attention to the motion and preamble of the 
honorable Kentucky member. 

My respected friend Colonel Clarke, deceased, 
whose eulogium and worth have been so long es- 
tablished, and whose situation as commanding the 
militia, and presiding in the courts of justice, ren- 
dered him more and better conversant in the ad- 
ministration of the Government than almost any 
other man within the Territory, sensibly impressed 
by the insults and injury offered to the Governor, 
and the country, devoted the last moments of a life, 
passed in honor, to the bearing strong testimony 
against that obloquy and odium which had been 
produced by the unprincipled clamors of malevo- 
lence. 

Mr. D. Clark,a citizen of the Territory, nephew 
to the colonel, and inheriting his valuable posses- 
sions in this country, a gentleman long known and 
respected for his spirited and successful exertions 
in favor of our oppressed countrymen at Orleans, 
has obligingly committed to me his uncle’s senti- 
ments, addressed, and intended to have been di- 
rectly communicated, it seems, to the honorable 
Mr. C. C. Claiborne, of Congress. 

Testimony from characters so endowed as to 
command universal credibility, and so honorable 
to the administration of this Government, I shall 
certainly avail myself of. The letter, therefore, 
from Colonel Clark to Mr. Claiborne, and one from 
his nephew, (in connexion,) I respectfully solicit 
may be considered by the honorable Mr. Davis as 
true “relative documents” to the petition of Cato 
West, and transmitted to the President, or other- 
wise, as shall be deemed best for his so censorious 
motion and preamble. 

The same reasons, sir, which induced my last 
long letter, have made me at this time thus im- 
measurably prolix, and I have again to pray your 
enduring patience. Once I would have deemed it 
an undue condescension to have brought forward 
voucher or collateral aid against more respectable 
men, than any enrolled in the list of those who 
are warring upon my fame; my own declaration 
I should have believed enough under any circum- 
stances but formal impeachment. Wary, how- 
ever, and apprehensive from late sufferings and 
persecution, I would guard against wiles, wicked- 
ness, and surprise. 

The precedent of censure, and other uncommon 
proceedings upon “ex parte” evidence and state- 
ment, demand, on our part, more than. ordinary 
circumspection. The attentions which have been 
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bestowed upon the representations of the smallest 
and the least respectable part of this community, 
I will venture to say, has excited astonishment in 
the mind of almost every man within the Missis- 
sippi Territory. That Mr. West and signers of 
the petition to Congress were not even a moiety 
of the committee pretended to have been duly 
elected, is well known to themselves, and no secret 
within the Government. 

The circular letter which Mr. Hunter states to 
Congress as originating this body, was an indeco- 
rous publication, dated upon the 6th of July, 1799, 
requesting meetings of the inhabitants in the sev- 
eral districts to elect members for a general con- 
vention. This letter, to use the language of re- 
spectable characters amongst us, was evidently 
intended to have been communicated to those only 
who had been loud in disaffection to the Govern- 
ment; “not general, but to be whispered to a few 
individuals only.” 

If the whole people of the Mississippi Territory 
could have been assembled, or a due proportion of 
character only, the late proceeding of Cato West, 
and others, would probably have been discounte- 
nanced in all its parts. This is not mere matter 
of opinion; for, in the January of 1799, the same 
was demonstrated by analogy. In a committee, 
who then petitioned Congress upon the subject of 
these lands, were some of the leading characters of 
Mr. West’s party assembled, with the same views 
which they dey have of late accomplished; but the 
members who generally had been elected upon fair 
and honest. principles, that is, after due and dif- 
fused notice, whose names are with Congress, 
and who probably were a representation of the 
majority, curbed, with strong hand, the spirit of 
faction and intrigue. 

Fourteen days only elapsed, from the notice 
contained in the letter before mentioned, to the 
time appointed for holding the election; a short 
period, indeed, considering the extent of our coun- 
try, and the dispersed state of its inhabitants, 
Many respectable persons, indeed whole settle- 
ments, Tensaw and Tombigbee (now Washing- 
ton county) not included, were without notice 
upon this important occasion; nor can J learn 
that in any one of the districts there was an as- 
sembly sufficient for much less interesting pur- 
poses than constituting delegates to a general con- 
vention. 

In the town of Natchez, which comprehends an 
important part of a respectable population, forty 
persons only assembled ; a moiety of them are re- 
presented destitute of all visible property; people 
of any country, but never acknowledged to have 
been enrolled within this Territory. They chose 
two delegates; in the certificate of the election, 
however, the qualifications of the electors are can- 
didly stated to have been problematical. One of 
the delegates, it is said, never attended the com- 
mittee, and that the other, after in vain combat- 
ing the violence of its proceedings, withdrew 
himself altogether. This is certain, that neither 

of their names are found affixed to the represent- 
ations-which have been published from this com- 
mittee. . By unquestionable authority, I am in- 
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formed that the principal inhabitants of the settle- 
ment of Big Black and Bayou Pierre, in the upper 
county, were without notice of the district meet- 
ings; and that out of one hundred and forty free 
male inhabitants, who should have voted for del- 
egates to this committee, twenty-one attended; 
that their’ most weak and most abandoned char- 
acters were elected, amongst whom was one Rob- 
ert Ashley, said to have fled from the justice of 
some of the Southern States, and who has been 
indicted within the Mississippi Territory for horse 
stealing. 

All this, and much more anecdote, as well as 
public history of, and in relation to, Mr: Wests. 
committee, was. known to the respectable citizens. 
of the Mississippi Territory ; and the natural in- 
ference, “so just, so wise and so wary a body as 
Congress, will not act upon.such irregular, such 
partial proceeding,” was the general sentiment, 
the general expression of the most worthy char- 
acters amongst us. Experience, however, has 
shown us, that conclusions, founded upon the in- 
telligence of man, are too often fallacious. Ab- 
stract of all consideration merely personal, I must, 
sir, continue to view it as a very great misfortune 
that one party only should have been heard upon 
decisions so momentous to us all. 

Information might have been had from sources 
disinterested, impartial, and of confidence; less in- 
trusion and importunity upon the important time 
of Congress, (for the past, present, and to come,) 
with more tranquillity to this restive country, 
would probably have been the happy consequence. 

General Wilkinson, it is believed, was in Phil- 
adelphia in time to have met inquiry; as an offi- 
cer of rank and confidence, he was worthy to have 
been consulted; he had spoken and written hon- 
orably of the administration of this Government 
within my knowledge; he is conversant with 
men whom the people should have respected, and 
few of whose names are enrolled amongst our. ac- 
cusers. His testimony must have been favorable 
to the Mississippi Territorial officers. 

He could have informed Congress that we are 
unprepared for any accumulation of expense ; that 
the statement of Mr. Hunter, of the wealth and 
numbers in this Government, is exaggerated; that 
we were so involved in debt as to have rendered 
interposition of the Spanish Government, between. 
us and bankruptcy, absolutely indispensable; and 
that in Pickering county, where discontent with 
the present administration had originated, there 
were not enough of informed men to fill the pres- 
It is my 
duty, however, to endeavor to conciliate all this. 
people to the change which has been commanded, 
and I shall most religiously perform it. 

With the sensibilities of a man wounded in his: 
better, his immortal part—reputation, I have, sir, 
written much, but I feel much more. l 

Assailed violently by a party in this country, 
from motives probably most impure, and in man- 
ner and language which, I persuade myself, no- 
gentleman shall ever cease to abhor, some unbe- 
coming wrath of expression, some undue consider- 
ation of self may have escaped me; but that no: 
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indecorum to characters in that honorable House, 
so much my duty to respect, may be found on 
those, or any of my future pages, is the object of 
my most devout prayers. 

The honorable Mr. T. T. Davis, of Kentucky, 
seems to the Governor and Judges of the Missis- 
sippi Territory to have been unnecessarily severe. 
Towards the former he has practised most wan- 
ton and unwarrantable cruelty. He has given 
publicity to one of. his letters seemingly intended 
only for his constituents, but which has circulated 
in the Northwestern Territory, where my very 
interesting concerns, where almost all my pecuni- 
ary affairs are afloat, calculated evidently to im- 
press the people with such sentiments as may do 
me irreparable injury. He has added insult to in- 
jay by addressing to me directly a copy of this 

etter, from which the following is a verbatim ex- 
script: 

“A bill to authorize the Mississippi Territory 
to elect a Legislature of their own, and to take 
from their Governor the power.of dissolving and 
proroguing them at pleasure, has passed the House 
of. Representatives. - The numbers in this Terri- 
tory did not, according to. the ordinance, entitle 
them to a Legislature, but to curb the usurpation 
of their Governor, to wit, Winthrop Sargent, Sec- 
retary to the Governor of the Northwestern Ter- 
ritory, Congress. are inclined to grant them this 
extraordinary privilege; and much I fear this will 
not be sufficient to protect the people from the in- 
solence of this Federal Governor, as he still retains 
the power of putting his veto on all their legisla- 
tive acts.” 

T will conclude this long epistle, sir, inthe words 
of a very celebrated poet— 
“Durum! Sed levius fit patientié, 
Quicquid corrigere est nefas.” 
and subscribe myself, with every sentiment of 
most respectful consideration, f 
Your obedient, and Government’s faithful and 


zealous servant, 
WINTHROP SARGENT, 
The Hon. Sec. or Stars of the U.S. 


The Charge delivered to the Grand Jury at the open- 
ing of the Court of Quarter Sessions for the county 
of Adams, on the 4th instant, by the Hon. William 
Dunbar, presiding Justice : 

Gentlemen of the Grand Jury: The court ex- 
presses great satisfaction at meeting a Grand Jury 
composed of such respectable persons now assem- 
bled for the discharge of its important duties to- 
wards our country i 

It is with peculiar concern that this court has 
to lament, in the decease of its late able and wor- 
thy presiding magistrate, a loss which at this mo- 
ment will be deeply felt. Gentlemen, you will 
undoubtedly mingle your griefs with ours in de- 
ploring a misfortune which this country was ua- 
prepared to sustain. Of all those gentlemen who 
have been honored with seats upon this bench, 
the late Colonel Clark was perhaps the only per- 
son who possessed, from the experience of his ear- 
lier years, treasured up in a mind replete with na- 


tive energy, a sufficient fund of knowledge to en- 
able him to preside over this court with conscious 
dignity. Long will the community have cause 
to lament the departure of this able magistrate, 
whose every moment, while he resided in this: 
place, was dedicated not merely to the discharge 
of his official duty, but the ardor of his mind was 
perpetually occupied in seeking occasions to cor- 
rect vice and repress immorality, whether of a 
public or private nature, and with a truly pater- 
nal care sedulously watching over the peace and 
happiness of this vicinity. The human mind is 
so constituted that,in order to discover the true 
value of an object, it would seem that it must first 
be lost; the public, therefore, will now begin to 
appreciate more justly the worth of this estima- 
ble character. 

It has been said, with truth, that his brother as- 
sociates relied on his perseverance, and would 
sensibly feel his loss; but, above all, this loss is 
most sensibly and severely felt by myself, who am 
now called upon, with inferior talents and very 
limited experience, to fulfil the important duties: 
of his station in thiscourt. If, in the infancy of our 
courts, this able magistrate thought it necessary 
to solicit the candor of his fellow-citizens, certainly 
I, whose whose education and pursuits of life have 
been altogether foreign to the modes of this court, 
have more abundant reason to entreat the indul- 
gence of a generous public. The court is per- 
suaded that if any deviation from technical rule 
should appear in the procedure of this court, it 
will be ascribed by our country to its true cause, 
and not to any deficiency in the virtuous wishes 
of its members to discharge with fidelity its du-. 
ties in the public service. 

Gentlemen, an important change has taken place 
in the form of our Government since the last 
meeting of this court. Congress, with great wis- 
dom, considers all new colonies as in a state of 
infancy ; and, as they are insufficient for their 
own protection, so also they are supposed to be 
unqualified for their own government. Protec- 
tion and obedience must always go hand in hand. 
Congress, therefore, sends forth her chosen and 
approved servants with ample powers to guide the 
inexperience of her younger sons, who are not 
permitted to have a voice in their own Govern- 
ment, for the same reason that the infant is not 
permitted to oppose, the will of the parent. The 
peculiarity of our situation, and our great distance 
from the seat of the General Government, have, 
no doubt, induced the honorable Congress to re- 
lax from the general rule established for the 
government of Territories; for it is to be re- 
collected that the settlers of a British province, 
older than the Revolution, form the basis of the 
population of this Territory. It is true that ac- 
cessions have been made to it by native Ameri- 
cans who have removed themselves during the 
war of the Revolution, and in a time of peace 
since the conquest by Spain; but the mass of our 
population not resembling any American colony, 
it is probable that this Territory has been con- 
sidered as an ancient settlement, entitled to ear- 
lier privileges than young colonies just emigra- 


1391 


APPENDIX. 


1392 


Official Conduct of Governor Sargent. 


ting frorn the bosom of the United States. It 
would seem that, with a view to facilitate the ob- 
taining the consent of Congress, it has been stated 
that our population cannot be less than 6,000 free 
inhabitants, and that our annual revenue in cot- 
ton, at one quarter dollar per pound, amounts to 
$750,000. I do not know that evil consequences can 
result from this exaggerated statement, excepting 
that, in the course of possible events, we may be 
called upon by Congress for a contribution to- 
wards the general defence of the Union; which 
probably would be demanded in the ratio of the 
above statement. of $750,000: There are no data 
which have come to my knowledge, that would 
justify a calculation of half the above sum ; and 
it ought, therefore, to be remembered that, at this 
early period, we refuse our assent to the above 
statement. 

It may not be improper to say a few words upon 
the subject of another statement, in which it ap- 
pears to me the honor of this court is implicated. 
This court has been called by the Governor of the 
Territory to declare whether it has been truly 
stated, that he, the Governor, did send to the first 

eneral court of quarter sessions of Adams county, 
or their sanction, an estimate of upwards of 
ten thousand dollars, which it is said the Governor 
thought necessary to be raised in that county. I 
answer, that no such statement was ever sent to 
this court by Governor Sargent. I have ever 
been astonished how such an absurd idea could 
get abroad. Those who affected to believe it, 
must previously have admitted the turpitude of 
this court; for certainly, as the law exists, it is 
not easy to conceive how the Governor could 
have hazarded issuing so extraordinary a mandate, 
unless he were well assured that this court was 
predisposed to be his obsequious and servile min- 
ions. I presume that I speak the general opinion, 
when I say that this court is composed of men 
possessing sound republican principles, and of in- 
dependent fortunes, who court not the smiles, nor 
fear the frowns of any man, however exalted may 
be his rank in life. The more ample reply, with the 
statements requested by the Governor, will be re- 
ferred to the consideration of my brotherassociates. 

Let us hope, gentlemen, that, by the virtue of 
our citizens and the wisdom of our legislators, 
our new privileges will become a source of addi- 
tional happiness and prosperity to this Territory. 
It is a pleasing presage of our improving manners 
and peaceful disposition, that the late elections for 
this county were conducted with so much order, 
harmony, and decency, greatly to the honor of 
both candidates and people; and I do most sin- 
cerely congratulate my country on this recent 
proof that party spirit is retreating from our land. 
Itis a certain truth, that the interests of the citi- 
zens of this Territory, when properly under- 
stood, are one and the same, and ought to bind us 
to each other in a firm bond of union. It is 
grievous to all good men, when the demon of 
party spirit stalks over the land. It will be always 
“found’to originate with men of despicable talents, 
x spair, by other means, of raising themselves 

popular estimation. Gentlemen, you can- 


not do a more acceptable office to your country 
than by carrying to your respective homes a spirit 
of conciliation, endeavoring to extinguish this 
pernicious principle which harasses the peace of 
society, and keeps asunder families whose mutual 
happiness and interest itis to live in harmony and 
the exchange of good offices. Those who take a 
pleasure in. broils, dissensions, and tumults, will 
counteract your virtuous endeavors, because their 
importance would be destroyed :by- your success; 


‘but if the worthy characters of the community 


could at length resolve to use their exertions, the 
fomentors of this malignant spirit would be com- 
pelled to hide their heads-in the darkness of: their 
evil designs. 

Gentlemen, you are specially returned the grand 
inquest of the county, toinquire of all crimes and 
misdemeanors committed therein, and which are 
within the jurisdiction of this court to determine 
and sentence. i 

A crime or misdemeanor is defined to be “an 
act committed or omitted in violation of a publie 
law, either forbidding or commanding it;” and 
this public law that is violated may be either the 
written statute or the common law of the land, 
which prohibits all offences of a public and. evil 
example, and contrary to good morals. The juris- 
diction of this court is limited by a statute of 
this Territory, and. extends to all crimes and mis- 
demeanors, of whatever nature and kind, com- 
mitted within this county, thepunishment whereof 
doth not extend to life, limb, imprisonment for 
more than one year, or forfeiture of goods and 
chattels, of lands and tenements, to the Govern- 
ment of the Territory. All offences punishable 
in less degree or in any other manner than by the 
punishments above enumerated, are within the 
jurisdiction of this court, and, therefore, proper 
objects of your inquiry. Offences against the 
penal statutes of the Territory come before this 
court through your presentments, such as perjury, 
larceny, forgery, making of fraudulent deeds, 
maiming or disfiguring, usurpation of office, as- 
sault and batteries, riots, routs, and unlawful 
assemblies, marrying persons contrary to law, 
offences against the statute regulating taverns and 
retailers of liquors and concerning Indians, also 
offences against the law regulating slaves, with 
others that might be enumerated from our penal 
code. Many offences against the common law 
might be noted as proper for your inquiry, such as 
challenging to fight or bearing a challenge, libels, 
nuisances, cheating, forcible entries and detainers, 
kidnapping, &c. In fine, every offence of a pub- 
lic and evil example, contrary to good morals, the 
punishment whereof this court can inflict, is 
within your duty to present. 

Your presentments are made either by bill of 
indictments presented to you by the attorney for 
the Territory, or by a presentment, properly so 
called, which is the notice taken by you of any 
offence, from your own knowledge and observa- 
tion, without any bill of indictment being laid be- 
fore you, upon which, if the object admits of it, 
and is properly supported by evidence, an indict- 
ment is afterwards framed. 
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On the subject of offences, I find myself impelled 
to animadvert upon a crime of a heinous nature, 
which is too often resorted to upon very slight 
and trivial occasions; I mean the practice of duel- 
ling, where both parties meet avowedly with an 
intent to murder, presumptuously arrogating: to 
themselves the right to wanton with their own 
lives and those of their fellow-creatures, in direct 
contradiction to the laws both of God and man. 

Challenges'to fight, either by word or letter, or 
to be the bearer of such challenge, are punishable, 
by fine and imprisonment, according to the cir- 
cumstances of the offence. 

Where two persons coolly and deliberately en- 
gage in a duel, this being attended with:an appa- 
rent intention and danger of murder, and being a 
high contempt of the justice of the nation, is pun- 
ishable as an affray of an aggravated nature, 
though no mischief has actually ensued. 

Where killing has been the consequence of de- 
liberate duelling, the law has‘justly fixed the crime 
and punishment of murder on both principals and 
seconds. 

Hence, gentlemen, you perceive that the law 
has made ample provision for restraining this bar- 
barous practice; and if it comes to your know- 
ledge that any person has committed any one of 
the above-mentioned crimes or misdemeanors, you 
are bound by your oaths to present them. 

Before you retire to your chamber, I have to 
request that, if you find your business likely to 
detain youa considerable time, you will be pleased 
to present to the court a few of the bills which 
may be first found, to enable us to proceed to try 
the traverses while the Grand Jury is occupied 
with the remainder of their business ;- the court 
having it greatly at heart to save as much as pos- 
sible the precious time of the industrious inhabi- 
tants who are obliged to attend here at the present 
season. : 


The justices of the court of quarter sessions for 
the county of Adams, in court assembled, having 
taken into consideration an appeal made to them 
by his excellency the Governor of this Territory, 
on the subject of certain statements made to the 
committee of Congress by Mr. Narsworthy Hun- 
ter, as contained in Green’s Impartial Observer of 
the 14thof June last, do declare in the most explicit 
manner, that the Governor did not send to this 
court, for their sanction, an estimate of $10,760, 
said to be for the current expenses of Adams county 
for the year 1799; nor did he ever send any other 
estimate to this court for that purpose ; neither did 
he ever interfere, either directly or indirectly, with 
the proceedings of this court, in any manner con- 
trary to the existing laws of this Territory. 

Given under our hands, in court, the 6th day of 
August, 1800. 

WILLIAM DUNBAR, 
THOMAS WILKINS, 
ABRAM ELLIS, 
JOHN COLLINS, 
HUGH DAVIS, 
WILLIAM KENNER. 


Estimate of the probable expenses of a public nature 
for the county of Adams, for the year 1799, made by 
the justices of the court of quarter sessions, and ap- 
proved by the Governor and Judges. 

For building a jail, including all materials $3,300 

Timber for a kitchen for the same - 80 

Pickets for enclosing the jail  - - 

Sheriff ’s expenses, including fire-wood, 
water; and provisions for the prisoners 
for the present year - - - 

Carpenter’s expenses in preparing the pre- 
sent court-house - - - 

For inquests held on the bodies of Ann 
Daugherty and. Duncan, by L. Evans, 
before theappointment of Melling Wool- 
ley as coroner - - - = 

For 3,000 days labor of one man, supposed 
to be necessary for repairing the high- 
ways - - 2 = - 1,500 

For contingencies - - - 


80 


500 
50 


The above is the amount of the tax ordered to 
be collected from the county of Adams, for the last 
year, which is only received in part. From the 
returns made by the supervisors of the highways, 
which are not yet perfected, it is presumed there 
will be a surplus on that object of $500, and the 
tax on tavern licenses has amounted for the last 
year to $965, making the whole surplus $1,465; 
out of which an unforeseen expense of $360, for 
paupers’ expenses, will be paid; which objects will 
be‘introduced into the following estimate for the 
present year, 1800, viz: 


Court-house rent for the year 1800 - $250 
Sheriff's expenses, including fire-wood, 
water, &c. for the jail - - - 250 
Paupers’ expenses for two years - - 600 
Contingencies, including the treasurer’s, 
commuissioner’s, assessors, sheriffs, coro- 
ner’s, (clerks and prothonotary extra 
charges, ) attorney general’s, and other ac- 
counts, and compensations for services 
rendered to the county, and not specially 
provided for - - - - 500 
Deficiency of the contingent accounts for 
1799 ž - - - - - 500 
Making and repairing public highways - 1,000 
Ways and Means. $3,100 
Surplus of the tax for highways for the 
year 1799 z = E - $500 
Tax on tavern licenses for 1799 - - 965 
Tax on tavern licenses for 1800, estimated at 965 
$2,430 
To be raised from the county of Adams, 
for 1800 = - x - $670 


Certified in court, the 4th day of August, 1800. 
WILLIAM DUNBAR, 
THOMAS WILKINS, 
ABRAM ELLIS, 
JOHN COLLINS, 
HUGH DAVIS, 
WILLIAM KENNER. 


_. opposition to the public opinion, with regard to 


1395 APPENDIX. 1396 


Official Conduct of Governor Sargent. 


I, Peter Walker, Clerk of the Court of General 
Quarter Sessions for the county of Adams, do 
hereby certify, that the persons whose names are 
above written are justices of the peace, duly com- 
missioned and qualified, in and for the county 
aforesaid ; and that they signed their names unto 
the original. of which the foregoing is a copy, in 
open court, the day and year above mentioned. 

In testimony whereof, I have undersigned my 
name, this fifteenth day of September, one thou- 


sand eight hundred. : 
PETER: WALKER. 


be erected, that it received the immediate disappro- 
bation of the court; and, I believe, a similar in- 
strument was never presented to the county of 
Pickering ;” and, also, a malicious and sandalon: 
libel against the Governor and Judges of this T'er- 
ritory, in their legislative capacity, contained in 
the aforesaid letter, in the words following, to wit:, 
“The whole country were influenced by an idea 
that the ordinance for our government had been 
wantonly abused, and the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States as wantonly violated, at a time and un- 
der the circumstances which required no such sac- 
rifice.” Which said libels have direct tendency 
to expose them to public hatred, contempt, and 
ridicule, as also to disturb, in a violent degree, the 
peace and good order of society, by destroying that 
confidence so essential to the happiness of the peo- 
ple, which ought to subsist between them and their 
rulers; and by breaking down that respect which 
all ranks owe to those who are the guardians of 
our laws, may be productive of. the worst of all 
human evils, the natural result of anarchy and un- 
bridled licentiousness. The grand jury view, with 
horror, the late prevailing disorders, of a most 
alarming nature, which pervade the Territory, 
and which will all be the consequence of such 
crimes as have a manifest tendency to loosen the 
sacred bands that cement together the laws, the 
people, and their magistrates; for certainly, of all 
the most dreadful evils, that is the greatest which 
points out the means by which wicked men may re- 
sist and defeat the laws of their country, the conse- 
quences of which are too shocking to be here de- 
tailed. The grand jury expect, with confidence, 
that by the legal powers and influence of this hon- 
‘orable court, vigorous measures will be adopted to 
check the growing evils of our country, and, by 
the inflexible execution of the laws, we may be 
once more restored to peace, harmony, good order, 
and mutual confidence. 

4thly. The grand jury are impressed with the 
fullest conviction that the second grade of Terri- 
torial Government is fraught with inconveniences 
which the good people of this Territory are not in 
a situation fully to encounter; they are persuaded, 
in particular, that the very considerable expense 
which will be occasioned by the new Legislature 
superadded to the county levies, already a subject 
of complaint, will be beyond the ability of our lim- 
ited population to support, without very sensibly 
feeling its detrimental effects in the diminution of 
their small revenues; thereby procrastinating the 
time of extinguishing the remains of long standing 
debts, and of enabling their families of enjoying, 
at an earlier period, a few of the comforts of life. 
They earnestly recommend to their fellow-citizens 
to reflect, whether it will not meet the general wish 
of the Territory, that application be made to Con- 
gress to suspend the operation of the supplemental 
act for establishing the second grade of Territorial 
Government until it shall be fairly established to 
be the wish and desire of a majority of our citizens; 
this privilege will not be denied to our citizens, 
which has been conceded to the new Territory of 
Indiana, whose inhabitants, deriving wisdom from 
two years experience of the second grade of gov- 


Presentment of a Grand Jury, at October term of the 
Supreme Court, Mississippi Territory, A. D. 1800. 


Ata court of oyer and terminer, held at Natchez, 
for the county of Adams, on the 13th of Octo- 
ber, 1800. The grand jury for the said county 
present: 

Ist. That it will be highly expedient to make 
an application to the Territorial Legislature, pray- 
ing them to frame or adopt laws for the more 
summary trial of slaves than can at present be ef- 
fected by the existing statutes of this Territory ; 
from which may result a considerable saving in 
expense and time to the owners, as well as the 
exercise of humanity towards the slaves, by the 
speedy termination of the trials. 

Qdly. We present Hugh Davis, Esquire, a ma- 
gistrate of this county, for having committed a 
breach of the statutes of this Territory, in defacing 
a record of the court of quarter sessions of this 
county, to wit, the certification of the court in con- 
sequence of an appeal, made by his excellency the 
Governor of the Territory, on the subject of cer- 
tain statements made to thecommittee of Congress, 
by Narsworthy Hunter, on the 8th February, 1800, 
and the estimate of the probable expenses of the 
county of Adams, for the years 1799 and 1800, by 
drawing a line through four words of said record, 
to wit, Hugh Davis, twice written, and ordering 
the printer not to insert said words, contrary to 
the instructions of the said court. 

3dly. We present that Narsworthy Hunter has 
been guilty of composing and uttering a malicious, 
scandalous, and false libel against Winthrop Sar- 
gent, Esq., Governor of this Territory, as contained 
in a letter purporting to be addressed to the hon- 
orable W. C. C. Claiborne, chairman of Mississippi 
committee, dated 8th February, 1800, in the words 
following: “ The estimate annexed to the petition 
of Cato West and others, mentioned in your note, 
is not the amount of the tax laid on the county of 
Adams by a law of the Territory; but it appears 
to be the sum which the Governor thought neces- 
sary to be raised in that county, for the service of 
the last year, and it was sent by him to the first 
court of general quarter sessions, in order to receive 
the sanction of the court. This would give it 
immediate currency, and. necessarily operate in 
aid of his future projects of taxation ; but such a 
manifest prodigality of the public resources appear- 
ed upon theface of it, together with so marked an 
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ernment, have found it their interest to repose en- War Department. Jan. 5, 1800. 
tire confidence in the Legislature appointed by | The Secretary of War respectfully requests the 
and under the control of the General Government, | attention of the President of the United States 
the people still retaining in their hands the power, | to certain measures and arrangements, which ap- 
which cannot fail to havea happy influence over | pear to him to be indispensable to the improve- 
their government, to wit, that of assuming the se- j ment of our military system, and solicits, if it 
cond grade whenever it shall be the will of the | shall be thought proper, that the same may be 
majority of their citizens. The grand jury have | submitted to Congress. — 

strong reasons to belieye that the majority of our) No sentiment is more just than this, that, in 
citizens will approve of postponing the operations | proportion as the circumstances and policy of a 
of the second grade, under the above stated privi- | people are opposed to the maintenance of a large 
lege of assuming it whenever they shall find it ex- | military force, it is important that as much per- 


pedient. The grand jury think it, therefore,a duty 
to present, as a grievance, that the sudden and un- 
expected alteration in the government of the Ter- 
ritory, has been brought about by the industry of 
fifteen persons, part of a committee of thirty-five, 
irregularly chosen, at whose election not one-hal 

of the inhabitants are supposed to have attended ; 
and which election was held for the express pur- 
pose, as the people were informed by a hand-bill, 
not todemand achange of the former Government, 
but to obtain a redress of grievances; and conse- 
quently this important measure has been effected 
with the implied consent of less than one-quarter 
part of the citizens; or, more properly speaking, 
by the unauthorized agency of fifteen persons, com- 
pone the minority ofthe committee. The grand 
jury feel themselves forcibly compelled by their 
duty to add, that so great an alarm exists in the 
minds of the ‘people, on the subject of taxation, 
that they are of opinion that, if the second grade 
of government is not arrested in its present stage, 
and postponed until the population and finances of 
the Territory become adequate to the increased 
expense of that grade, a very great depopulation 
will be the inevitable consequence. 

The grand jury return their thanks to the court 
for their excellent charge; they presume to hope, 
that the just sentiments therein expressed will 
make a happy impression on the minds of the peo- 
ple, contributing, with other means, to attain the 
desirable end so much to be wished by all good 
men. WILLIAM G FORNAN, 

Foreman. 


Ordered by the Court, That process issue on the 
second and third presentments, on application of 
Lyman Harding, Esq., Attorney General. 


A true copy, test: 
ROBERT STARK, C. S. C. 


MILITARY ACADEMY—REORGANIZATION 
OF THE ARMY. 


[Communicated to Congress, January 14, 1800.] 

Gentlemen of the Senate, and f 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

A report made to me on the fifth of this month, 
by the Secretary of War, contains various mat- 
ters, in which the honor and safety of the nation 
are deeply interested; I transmit tt, therefore, to 
Congress, and recommend it to their serious con- 
sideration. JOHN ADAMS. 

Unirep States, Jan. 13, 1800. 


fection as possible be given to that which may at 
any time exist. f 

It is not, however, enough, that the troops it 
may be deemed proper to maintain be rendered as 
perfect as possible, in form, organization, and dis- 
cipline ; the dignity, the character to be supported, 
and the safety of the country, further require that 
it should have military institutions, should be ca- 
pable of perpetuating the art of war, and of fur- 
nishing the means for forming a new and enlarged 
Army, fit for service, in the shortest time possi- 
ble, and. at the least practicable expense of the 
State. 

Let it not be presumed, that a country, how- 
ever distantly situated from other nations, or fa- 
vored by the courage and genius of its inhabi- 
tants, can neglect, with impunity, military insti- 
tutions, or that it may, safely, consider all regular 
force to be useless, except when there is an enemy 
present to employ it. A country which acts upon 
such a maxim will invariably attract injuries and 
enemies, and, sooner or later, sink by internal dis- 
cords, or see its noble spirit broken down by re- 
peated humiliations, and the whole people thus 
prepared for the last stage of national degradation. 

If the farmer would secure his flocks, he must 
go to the expense of shepherds; if preserve his 
crops, he must enclose his fields. In like manner, 
to insure safety to the nation, it is necessary that 
the leading avenues into it be guarded by troops 
and fortifications. Before the invention of gun- 
powder, the smallest villages were invested with 
walls, so that a long siege was often requisite to 
reduce them. Since that epoch, the history of 
almost, if not every war, contains undeniable 
proofs of the utility of fortifications, and the ne- 
cessity of disciplined troops, to the defence of a 
country. Would it be wise or expedient in us to 
pursue a different course, and shut our eyes 
against the innumerable facts on record, in favor 
of their essentiality? Are we without regular 
troops, we may soon lose the military art; are we 
without engineers, not a little of the money em- 

loyed on fortifications will be always hazarded, 
if not actually thrown away, and generals of the 
most consummate genius forced to capitulate in 
the field, whose retreat might have been covered 
by a fortification, or the battle decided in his favor 
by a happily contrived intrenchment. 

Since, however, it seems to be agreed, that we 
are not to keep on foot numerous forces, and it would 
be impossible, on a sudden to extend, to every es- 
sential point, our fortifications, military science, in 
| its various branches, ought to be cultivated with 
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peculiar care, in proper nurseries; so that a suffi- 
cient stock may always exist, ready to be imparted 
and diffused to any extent, and a competent num- 
ber of persons be prepared and qualified to act as 
engineers, and others as instructers, to additional 
troops, which events may successively require to 
be raised. This will be to substitute the elements 
of an Army to the thing itself, and will greatly 
tend to enable the Government to dispense with 
a large body of standing forces, from the facility 
which it will give of procuring officers, and form- 
ing soldiers promptly in all emergencies. 

No sound mind, after a fair view of the subject, 
can doubt the essentiality of military science in 
time of war, any more than the moral certainty 
that the most pacific policy on the part of Gov- 
ernment, and the most solemn and well observed 
treaties, will not preserve a country from being 
engaged in war more or less frequently. To avoid 
great evils, we must either have a respectable 
force always ready for service, or the means of 
preparing such a force with certainty and expedi- 
tion. The latter, as most agreeable to the genius 
of our Government and nation,is the object of the 
following propositions: 

First—A Military Academy. 


The object has repeatedly engaged the favor- 
able attention of the Legislature, and some laws 
towards its consummation have been passed. 
These, however, being yet inadequate to afford 
„the requisite instruction to officers, and others, in 
“the principles of war, the exercises it requires, 
and the sciences upon which they are founded,” 
the adoption of a more perfect plan is conceived 
to be indispensable for these purposes. With this 
view, the following plan is respectfully suggested, 
formed upon those of institutions of a similar na- 
ture, from which the nations who have founded 
them derive the most decided advantages. 

It is proposed that this Academy shall consist 
of four schools: one to be called “The Funda- 
mental School;” another, “ The School of. Engi- 
neers and Artillerists;” another, “ The School of- 
Cavalry and Infantry;” and a fourth, “The School 
of the Navy ;” and be provided with the following 
officers, professors, and teachers: 

A Director General to superintend the three first 
schools. 

A Director of the Fundamental School. 

A Director of the School of Engineers and Ar- 
tillerists. l ee 

A Director of the School of Cavalry and In- 
fantry. 

A Director of the School of the Navy. 

Six Professors: of Mathematics. 

Four Professors of. Geography and Natural Phi 
losophy. l 

Two Professors of Chemistry, including: Min- 
eralogy. i 
- Three Architects. 

Four. Designing and Drawing Masters. 

One Riding Master. 

One Fencing Master. : 

“To: -be-thus:.distributed among the several 


wo “Bow 
“Schools 


To the Fundamental School. 


One Director. 

Four Professors of Mathematics. 

Two Professors of Geography and Natural Phi- 
losophy. ` 

One Designing and Drawing Master. 

One Professor of Chemistry. 


To the School of Engineers and Artillerists. 


One Director. 

Two Professors of Mathematics. 

Two Professors of Geography and Natural Phi- 
losophy. 

One Professor of Chemistry. 

Two Architects. 

Three Designing and Drawing Masters. 


To the School of Cavalry and Infantry. 


A Director. 
A Riding Master. 
A Fencing Master. 


To the School of the Navy. 

A Director. 

A Professor of Mathematics. 

A Professor of Geography and Natural. Phi- 
losophy. l 

An Architect. 

One Designing and Drawing Master. 

The Fundamental School is designed to form 
Engineers, including Geographical Engineers, Mi- 
ners, and officers for the Artillery, Cavalry, In-. 
fantry, and Navy; consequently, in this school is 
to be taught all the sciences necessary to a perfect 
knowledge of the different branches of the mili- 
tary art. 

The School of Engineers and Artillerists, to 
teach those admitted therein, and appointed or 
designed for Engineers, the application of the 
theoretic knowledge which they had acquired in 
the Fundamental School, to the construction of 
all sorts of fortifications and military buildings 
appertaining thereto, to mines, and counter mines, 
sieges, attack, and defence, to mineralogy, to. the 
art of projecting and constructing bridges, roads, 
canals, and maritime posts, and all works relative 
thereto, to all geographic and topographic opera- 
tions, the calculations relative to the same, to de- 
signing and drawing charts, &c. 

To those appointed or designed for the Artillery 
service, the application of the theoretic know- 
ledge, acquired in the Fundamental School, to 
the construction of gun-carriages, pontoons, the 
fabrication of cannon and fire-arms, and all the 
maneuvres of war which depend upon artillery. 

The School of Cavalry and Infantry, to teach 
those admitted therein, and appointed to, or des- 
tined for, the cavalry, the tactics,. exercise, and 
police of cavalry ; those for the infantry, the tactics 
of infantry, and all that concerns the police of an 
army, in the field and in quarters. 

The School of the Navy, to teach those ap- 
pointed to, or destined for, this service, the appli- 


‘}eation of the knowledge acquired in the Funda- 


mental School in arithmetic, algebra, geometry. 
statics, and navigation. To this end, after having 
passed examination, they shall make voyages or 
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cruises, under skilful officers, for certain periods, 
during which time they ought to be exercised in 
the manoeuvres and observations most useful in 
service, and be instructed. in whatever respects 
rigging of vessels of war, pilotage, and the man- 
agement of cannon. 


Functions of the principal officers. 


The Director General to have the general su- 
perintendence of the schools, particularly of the 
‘Fundamental School; to occupy himself inces- 
santly with the means of attaining the end of the 
institution, which is the greatest possible instruc- 
tion to the pupils. 

He will inform himself of their progress in the 
studies relative to the service to which they are 
destined, and collect all the facts proper to be laid 
before the President. to enable him to form an 
opinion of the fitness of any individual, who has 
not had one, for an appointment; or, in case he 
has, to judge how, and when, his talents can, upon 
occasion, be most beneficially employed. + 

‘He will attend, particularly, to the execution of 
whatever respects the admission of pupils; their 
transfer from the school of theory into that of 

ractice; their passage from one class or division, 
in the same school, to another; and the examina- 
tions which they ought respectively to undergo. 

He will propose a list of the officers of the 
Army, proper to'be received into the schools, and 
will furnish the Secretary of War with informa- 
tion, from time to time, relative to their progress, 
conduct, and capacity to fill stations to which their 
genius and knowledge may particularly point. 

He will give such certificates to the officers, 
cadets, or pupils, as they shall have merited. 

The directors of cach of the military schools 
will receive, from the Director General, instruc- 
tions detailing their functions and powers; to him 
they will make their reports. 

With respect to the School of the Navy, the di- 
rector thereof will receive his instructions from 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

The Director General, and the other directors, 
to be officers of the Army or Navy, according as 
the studies and exercises of the particular school 
shall be most intimately connected with either 
service. 

These schools to be provided with proper ap- 
paratus and instruments, for philoso hical and 
chemical experiments, for astronomical and nauti- 
cal observations, for surveying, and such other 
processes as are requisite to the several topics and 
branches of instruction. 

The site of schools of Engineers and Artillerists, 
and of the Navy, ought to be on navigable water. 
For this purpose, a piece of ground ought to be 
purchased, sufficient for experiments in tactics, 
gunnery, and fortification. The situation upon a 
navigable water is also requisite, to admit of speci- 
mens of naval construction and naval exercises. 

It would also tend greatly to the perfection of 
the plan, if the academy of Artillerists and Engi- 
neers was situated in the neighborhood of foundries 
of cannon and-manufactories of small arms. 

Barracks and other proper buildings must be 


erected, for the accommodation of the directors, 
professors, and students, and for the laboratories 
and other works to be carried on at the respective 
schools. 5 

The cadets of the Army, and a certain number 
of young persons, destined for military and naval 
service, ought to study at least two years in the 
Fundamental School; and if destined for the 
corps of Engineers or Artillerists, or for the Navy, 
two years more in the appropriate school; if for 
the Cavalry or Infantry, one year more in the ap- 
propriate school. But persons who, by previous 
instruction elsewhere, may have become acquaint- 
ed with some or all of the branches taught in the 
Fundamental School, may, after due examination 
by the directors and professors of that school, be 
either received then for a-shorter time, or pass 
immediately to one or other of the schools of 
practice, according to the nature and extent of 
their acquirements and intended destination. 

In addition to these, detachments of officers and 
non-commissioned officers of the Army ought to 
attend one or other of the schools, in rotation, for 
the purposes of instruction and exercise, according 
to the nature of the corps to which they respec- 
tively belong. 

It may be noticed also in this place, that it 
would be a wise addition if Government would 
authorize such a number of sergeants, supernu- 
merary to "those belonging to the regiments on 
the establishment, as would suffice with them for 
an army of fifty thousand men. All the super- 
numeraries to receive, according to their capacities, 
instruction at the academy, and occasionally sent 
to do duty with the Army. 

This outline of a Military Academy, which is 
conformable to that of similar institutions in other 
countries, particularly in France, is not meant to 
imply anything conclusive; the plan may be 
modified, perhaps, to advantage. At all events, 
it ought to be left with the President to propor- 
tion the number of cadets, and others, to be admit- 
ted into the schools, and to prescribe, definitively, 
relative to the requisites to entitle to admission, 
the periods of novitiate, transfers from the schools 
to particular corps, and whatever respects organi- 
zation, regulations, and police. 

And here it may be proper to observe, that though 
provision should be made by law for the proposed 
establishment, in its full latitude, yet it may be 
left in the discretion of the President to appoint 
so many of the professors and masters only, as 
experience shall show to be necessary. 

Will it be thought superfluous to remark, rela- 
tive to the utility of this institution, that it is from 
the military schools of France have issued those 
general and other officers, whose skill and recent 
achievements in war have rendered them subjects 
for military history, and enabled the present gov- 
ernors of that nation, successively, and almost in- 
stantaneously, to form immense disciplined armies. 

Is it not greatly desirable to be so provided and 
prepared for all emergencies? , 

An enemy who meditates invasion will natu- 
rally examine what he will have to encounter be- 
fore he undertakes it. Acting with common pru- 
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dence, he must proportion his military array to 
the obstacles in fortifications and disposable force 
it will have to overcome, and. which may be so 
stationed and improved, as to require from himan 
army and apparatus, expensive beyond his resour- 
ces to support. Our country, by a skilful applica- 
tion of very moderate means, may thus avert from 
its bosom the most expensive and calamitous 
wars, 

In treating upon such an institution, it was en- 
couraging to reflect, that, happily, it coincided 
with your uniform wish to see our country placed 
in a situation which would entitle the just max- 
ims of its policy to be respected, and enable it to | 
meet any adverse accidents it may be reserved to 
encounter. 

The measure proposed has also the high sanc- 
tion of our late venerated President, whose talents 
and services were devoted, not to produce per- 
sonal results, but to render a whole people great, 
flourishing, and happy. 

“ The institution of a Military Academy,” this 
great man observes, in his last impressive speech, 
“is also recommended by cogent reasons; how- 
‘ever pacific the general policy of a nation may 
‘be, it ought never to be without an adequate stock 
‘of military knowledge for emergencies. The 
‘first would impair the energy of its character; 
‘and both would hazard its safety, or expose it to 
‘greater evils, when war could not be avoided. 
‘ Besides, that war might not often depend upon 
‘its own choice. In proportion as the observance 
‘of pacific maxims might exempt a nation from 
‘the necessity of practising the rules of the mili- 
‘tary art, ought to be its care in preserving and 
‘transmitting, by proper establishments, the knowl- 
‘edge of that art. Whatever argument may be 
‘drawn from particular examples, superficially 
‘viewed, a thorough examination of the subject | 
‘will evince. that the art of war is at once com- | 
‘prehensive and complicated; that it demands 
‘much previous study ; and that the possession of 
‘it, in its most improved and perfect state, is al- 
‘ways of great moment to the-security of a nation. | 
‘This, therefore, ought to be a serious care va 
‘every government; and, for this purpose, an | 
‘academy, where aregular course of instruction | 
‘is given, is an obvious expedient, which differ- | 
tent nations have successfully employed.” | 

Will not the patriotism and good sense of our } 
country readily consent to found an institution, at | 
a moderate expense, recommended by such au- 
thorities, and which must produce the happiest 
effects? And yet, it ought not to ‘excite surprise, 
if, in a season of profound peace, the minds of a 
generality of a people, partaking of the public 
calm, should become inattentive to the storm that 
may be collecting at a distance. Are we in the 
midst of that profound calm, and can the eye per- 
ceive no cloud in the horizon? But, were the 
heavens without one threatening spot, and peace 
universal on earth, ought the watchmen of a na- 
tion to trust to such evanescent and deceptive ap- 
:péarances? - And will not an intelligent people, 
¿> instructed by the- wisdom of ages, and having 
“every reason- to confide in those to whom they 


have assigned the direction of their affairs, gladly 
see establishments arise, and arrangements made, 
which shall render the thunder harmless when it 
shall burst over their heads. In such conjunctures, 
(and such must happen to the United States,) 
corps of well-instructed officers and troops are to 
a country, what anchors are to a ship driven by a 
tempest towards a rocky shore. 


Second—A modification of the two Regiments of Ar- 
tillerists and Engineers, so as to create, instead there- 
f one Regiment of Foot Artillerists, another of 

orse Artillerists, and a third of Engineers. 

It is conceived, that the entire union of the offi- 
cers of artillerists and engineers in one corps, as 
in our present establishment, is not advisable. 
The art of fortification, and the service of artil- 
lery, though touching each other in many points, 
are, in the main, distinct branches, and each so 
comprehensive, that their separation is essential 
to perfection in either. Thishas been ascertained 
by long experience. Among the Powers of Eu- 
rope, there is not one recollected, which, at the 
present day, is not conscious of this truth. When 
any of them have attempted to unite these corps, 
the disadvantages which resulted were. soon felt 
to be so momentous, as to produce conviction that 
each required a separate organization. Such an 
union was once attempted in France. 

According to an ordinance of the Sth of De- 
cember, 1755, the artillery and engineer corps of 
that nation, which had been separate, were com- 
bined into one. The experiment, however, was 
of short duration. In 1758, the engineer corps 
was disjoined from the corps of artillery, and 
called, as before, the corps of engineers, since 
which time these corps have remained separate. 

The two regiments of artillerists and engineers 
consist of the following officers, non-commis- 
sioned officers, and privates; each of, viz: 

1 Lieutenant Colonel-commandant, 
4 Majors, 
1 Adjutant, 
1 Quartermaster, 
1 Paymaster, 
1 Surgeon, 
2 Surgeon’s Mates, 
16 Captains, 
32 Lieutenants, besides the three above-men- 
tioned, 
32 Cadets, 
4 Sergeant-Majors, 
4 Quartermaster-Sergeants, 
64 Sergeants, 
64 Corporals, 
1 Chief Musician, 
10 Musicians, 
128 Artificers, 
768 Privates, 


Let the regiments of foot artillerists and horse 
artillerists consist each, as follows, viz: 


1 Lieutenant Colonel-commandant, 
3 Majors, 

1 Adjutant, 

1 Quartermaster, 
1 Paymaster, 


each being a Lieutenant, 


l ench being a Lieutenant, 
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1 Surgeon, 
2 Surgeon’s Mates, 
12 Captains, 
24 Lieutenants, besides the three above-men- 
tioned. 
24 Cadets, 

3 Sergeant-Majors, 

3 Quartermaster-Sergeants, 
48 Sergeants, i 
48 Corporals, 

1 Chief Musician, 

12 Musicians, 

780 Privates, including Artificers. 

The artilicers forming a part of each company 
in the regiments as they now exist, to form two 
companies of miners, and two companies of artif- 
icers, to be arranged as will be hereafter noticed. 

It is also proposed: First, In the event of a war, 
that these two regiments shall be augmented to 
the complement of officers and men, composing 
the existing regiments of artillerists and engi- 
neers. Second, That the regiment of horse-ar- 
tillerists shall perform their service on horseback 
during war only. Third, That provision be made 
to enable the President of the United States, in 
case war shall break out between the United 
States and a foreign European Power, or in case 
imminent danger of invasion of their territory, 
by any such Power shall, in his opinion, be dis- 
covered to exist, to organize, and cause to be or- 

anized, two additional regiments of horse-artil- 
ery.. Fourth, That the officers which shall be- 
come supernumerary, by this aforesaid organiza- 
tion, shall, at the discretion of the President, be 
transferred to fill vacancies in other regiments, on 
the establishment, corresponding with their grades, 
or be retained to fill appropriate vacancies which 
shall happen in their respective regiments, by 
deaths, resignations, &c. 

In addition to the economical effect of the lat- 
ter arrangement, it may be mentioned, that the 
officers to one whole battalion of the second regi- 
ment of Artillerists and Engineers have not yet 
been appointed. 

The regiment of engineers consisting entirely 
of officers, if we exclude the companies of miners, 
it remains to speak of its organization. 

Let it consist of, viz: 

Two Lieutenant Colonels, one first and one 

second, as already provided by law, 

Three Majors, 

Twelve Captains, 

Twenty-four First Lieutenants, 

Twenty-four Second Lieutenants, 

Twenty-four Cadets. : 

The companies of miners and their laborers to 
be under the direction and immediate command 
of officers of this corps, and to make a part there- 


It will be perceived, and it is observed with re- 
gret, that, the engineer regiment cannot be imme- 
diately formed, by the mere act of transferring 
into it officers from any of the existing regiments. 
In order to answer its high destination, it must be 
filled slowly, and under the exercise of great cau- 
tion and responsibility. 


For this purpose, selections may be made from 
among the officers of the army, and others who 


‘shall have passed through the military schools, 


and prescribed examinations, and obtain certifi- 
cates of their possessing the requisite knowledge 
and qualifications. 

It may also be permitted, in cases of uncom- 
mon urgency, requiring the completion of the 
corps, to choose officers among our citizens, whose 
professions or functions are most analogous to 
those of engineers, after an examination made by 
a special commission named by the President. 

But let it be remembered, that this corps is too 
essential to the success of military operations, to 
be hurried in its formation, or composed of other 
than persons qualified to discharge its high and 
important functions. Is authority necessary to 
support this truth? A general, of the first repu- 
tation as a commander, observes on this subject, 
in speaking to his Government of an officer, who 
had been killed in action, “ He was the best offi- 
‘cer of engineers, a body on which so much of 
‘the success of campaigns and the fate of a coun- 
‘try depend, and where the least fault may be at- 
‘tended with the most fatal consequences.” 

The horse-artillery being a subject that cannot 
fail to attract attention, it will not, it is conceived, 
be deemed superfluous to submit a few observa- 
tions and facts, relative to its structure, advanta- 
ges, and importance. 

The Prussians were the first who employed 
horse-artillery, invented by the great Frederick, 
at a time when the league which was formed 
against him, called upon his genius to multiply 
his resources. It was then, that the same army, 
transported with a celerity and precision, till then 
unknown in war, was seen to triumph against su- 
perior forces during the same campaign. upon op- 
posite frontiers, to the east and to the west of his 
States. It was then were seen horse-artillery ac- 
companying strong advanced bodies of cavalry 
without embarrassing, or retarding, their rapid 
marches and evolutions. 

Horse-artillery was introduced into the Austrian 
army during the reign of Joseph II., but it was 
not made a principal object, and remained in a 
state of imperfection. The cannoniers were trans- 
ported upon the ridges of covered caissons, stuffed 
in the attitude of men on horseback. These car- 
riages were called Wurst-wagen. 

Some attempts were made in France to intro- 
duce the horse-artillery before the Revolution 
there; the subject, however, was not well under- 
stood; the general officers, who were present at 
the attempt, proposed to place the cannoniers, like 
the Austrians, on wursts. 

In 1791, Mr: Duportail, Minister of War, au- 
thorized the commandant of the division of Mity 
to form two companies of horse-artillery. The 
success of this experiment was decisive, and an- 
swerable to the minister’s expectations. The offi- 
cers and men were in a few weeks in a condition 
to manœuvre with light troops. 

In 1792, Mr. Narbonne, who succeeded to Mr. 
Duportail, composed a committee of the most 
enlightened officers of the army, to examine and 
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decide upon the means of improving and extend- 
ing, in the French army, the use of horse-artillery. 

“As no better idea can be given of thisnew mil- 
itary arm, than what is reported of the result of 
this conference, the Secretary takes the liberty to 


introduce it. 
These officers resolved, as fundamental points— 


1. That a numerous horse-artillery well served, 
and kept complete in cannoniers and horses, was 
the most certain means to protect the evolutions 
of troops indifferently instructed, to support their 
attack with bayonets, and to render null, by posi- 
tions seasonably taken and with celerity, the ad- 
vantage which troops better disciplined, might 
confidently promise themselves from superiority 
in mancuvres. 

2. That with respect to the employment of this 
arm, the rules of service, instruction, &c., the 
horse-artillery ought to differ from the field-artil- 
lery only, in having its pieces so managed, as to 
be drawn with the utmost celerity wherever they 
can produce the greatest effect, and in the can- 
noneers being able to follow their guns, and com- 
mence action as soon as they are placed. 

3. That to fulfil this object, it is more conve- 
nient to have the cannoniers all mounted on 
horses, than a part of them on wursis, because on 
horses they are less subject to accidents, their 
movement more rapid, their retreat more secure, 
and the replacing of horses easy. 

4, That without excluding any caliber, it ap- 
pears pieces carrying balls of eight and twelve 
pounds, and howitzers, may be most advanta- 
geously employed. 

5. That it is unnecessary to discipline a horse- 
artillerist in the manœuvres of cavalry; that this 
would be a departure, without utility, from the 
principal object; that it is enough for him to 
know to sit firm on his horse, to mount and de- 
scend quickly, and conduct him boldly; that it is 
not requisite to oblige him to preserve any order 
in following his piece, leaving it to his intelli- 
gence to learn, if he chooses, to execute the ma- 
neuvres of cavalry. 

6. That the maneuvre, à la prolonge, ought to 
be employed in every case in which it is practi- 
cable to use it. That the horses remain attached 
while the pieces are firing; one gains thereby all 
the time which would be lost in removing or re- 
placing the avant train, and thus one may pass 
fosses and rivers with the utmost celerity, and 
profit of positions. 

7, That in order to form at once a requisite 
number of companies of horse-artillery, without 
weakening the artillery regiments, it is sufficient 
to employ for every piece two skilful cannoniers, 
and to draw upon the infantry for the rest. 


On these principles the French have organized 
an establishment in their armies, from which they 
have derived the most important advantages in 
most, if not all their campaigns. 

The decisive agency of horse-artillery in ofen- 
sive war was manifested in the invasion of Bel- 
gium by General Dumouriez, at the end of his 
campaign’ in 1792, ‘The affair of Waterloo is 


equally in point, as to its superiority in defensive 
operations. 

Whilst General Pichegru commanded the army 
of Flanders, four thousand cavalry, manwuvring 
with his horse-artillery, sustained the immense 
effort of an army of thirty thousand men, sup- 
porting an artillery chiefly of a different kind, of 
at least triple the force of that opposed to it. 

Bonaparte, at the battle of Castiglione, after 
raising the siege of Mantua, having re-assembled 
several divisions of his horse-artillery in a well- 
chosen position, under General Domartin, broke, 
by their means, the Austrian line, and thus deci- 
ded a victory upon which depended the most im- 
portant consequences in his favor. 

It is also certain, that the horse-artillery con- 
tributed nota little to gain the battle of Ettingen, 
where General Moreau, very inferior in cavalry, 
maintained, by its means, his left wing against 
the whole cavalry of the Archduke. The ap- 
plication of the horse-artillery procured to Gen- 
eral Hoche, upon the Rhine, in the late affair of 
Neuvied, like success. 

The Archduke Charles, instructed by. such 
events, has greatly augmented and improved this 
arm of the Austrian army. The English, also, 


-have lately introduced horse-artillery into their 


service, but, it is supposed, too sparingly to derive 
therefrom its full eect. z 

Can an agent, so superior in all offensive and 
defensive operations, and. so vastly important 
from its nature, as well as the use made of it by 
other nations, be dispensed with in the composi- 
tion of our army, or neglected with impunity ? 

The author of a recent work, entitled “ Précis 
des événements militaires,” published in numbers 
at Hamburg, from which most of the aforesaid 
facts respecting this powerful military agent have 
been taken, observes, “that it is become indispen- 
sable in all armies; it can accompany almost ev- 
ery where cavalry; it crosses rivers and morasses 
impassable to foot artillery ; it thunders in mass 
and with great rapidity upon an unexpected point 
of attack ; turns a body of the enemy; takes him 
in flank or rear; can perform the service of ad- 
vance posts; of artillery position; of the rear 
guard, and, in fine, that of a corps of reserve, from 
which detachments may be made as wanted. It 
is free from the inconvenience ascribed to foot 
artillery, of retarding and restraining the manwu- 
vres and marches of troops; the French have, 
therefore, already confined the use of foot artillery 
to the service of sieges, with the exception of four 
pounders, which they have yet left attached to 
battalions.” 

Horse artillery would seem to be peculiarly re- 
commended to the United States, by the reflection 
that all attacks on the seaboard must be made by 
an enemy, water borne from a distant country, 
who will consequently be ill provided with horses, 
whereas the United States, having a knowledge 
of this agent, and resorting to their resources in 
horses, might be able to oppose a horse artillery 
so superior and so promptly, as to give decided ad- 
vantages in attack or defence, and relieve their 
territory from being ravaged, or long possessed in 
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any part of it. If the United States shall prevent 
an enemy from procuring the horses of the coun- 
try, and shall maintain a superiority in this for- 
cible arm, they will have little to fear from in- 
vaders, however powerful in infantry. 

The two regiments of artillerists and engineers, 
as they now stand on the establishment, cost the 
United States four hundred and twenty-seven 
thousand five hundred and. fifty-three dollars and 
eighty cents annually. There will result from 
the proposed arrangement of these regiments, as 
will appear by schedule A, a difference in time of 
peace of twenty thousand nine hundred and fifty- 
five dollars and thirty cents annually, which sum 
may be applied to the expenses of the Military 
Academy. . 

When the preceding propositions are respect- 
fully submitted, as essential to the improvement 
of our Military Establishment, it would be im- 
proper to overlook such other measures as may 
occur, and, it is believed, would conduce to perfect 
our preparations for securing our rights. 

The importance of the volunteer associations 
or companies, which may be accepted under “An 
act authorizing the President to raise a Provisional 
Army,” passed the 28th May, 1798, has hereto- 
fore been presented by the Secretary. They may 
be considered as a reserve body, from which 
prompt and efficient reinforcements can be drawn 
to our regular army, and as rallying and support- 
ing points, when completely organized into regi- 
ments, brigades, and divisions, for the militia, in all 
cases of great and comprehensive urgency or danger. 

A revision of the law respecting these valuable 
associations is earnestly recommended. No other 
force being so economical, will it not be proper, 
in order to derive full and permanent utility from 
the volunteer companies in all hazardous conjunc- 
tures, that the power of the President to accept 
their patriotic offers of service should no longer be 
confined to a limited period, and that the duration 
only of their engagements, after acceptance, should 
be defined by law. Can a time be fairly presum- 
ed to arrive when we can have nothing to appre- 
hend from either foreign or domestic enemies ? 

An omission in the law to provide the same 
compensation to the volunteer cavalry, for the use 
of their horses, that is allowed to militia cavalry, 
when in actual service, has been felt with some 
sensibility by the former, who were employed dur- 
ing the last insurrection in the same service with 
militia cavalry. It is, therefore, recommended 
that an appropriation be made for compensating 
the volunteer cavalry so employed. for the use of 
their horses during their service, at the same rates 
of allowance which have been paid to the militia 
cavalry on the same service; and that equal rates 
of compensation for the future shall be provided 
for both by law, for the use of their horses in ac- 
tual service. 

The militia of the United States ought to be 
considered as an essential arm of our defence, anda 
sure resource from which reinforcements may be 
drawn to supply deficiencies in the regular army, 
in the event of a sudden invasion, or the wasting 
progress of a long war. 

6th Cox, —45 


To obtain their aid, however, with celerity and 
order in such cases, other provisions are necessary 
than are to be found at present in the laws. 

The act of the 28th February, 1795, authorizes 
the President, whenever the United States shall 
be invaded, or in imminent danger of invasion 
from any foreign nation or Indian tribe, to call 
forth such numbers of militia of the State or States 
adjoining, most convenient to the place of danger 
or scene of action, as he may judge necessary to 
repel such invasion, and to issue his orders for the 
purpose to such officer or officers of the militia as 
he shall think proper. 

To give effect to this power, and enable the 
President to carry upon an enemy with prompti- 
tude the force nearest to, or best calculated to, an- 
noy him, it is indispensable that he should know 
the number and species of militia in each county 
of a State, and the names and places of residence of 
their officers respectively. 

If these particulars are not precisely known to 
the President at the time the force is wanted, the 
delay which must necessarily intervene in the 
circuitous course of orders and instructions, will 
often, if not always, be productive of disastrous 
consequences. To avoid these, the proper officer 
of the militia in each State should be obliged, by 
heavy penalties and high responsibility, to make 
quarterly returns to the Department of War, com- 
prehending the aforesaid particulars. 

The troops raised under, and conformably to the 
provisions of “An act to augment the Army of 
the United States; and for other purposes,” passed 
the 16th July, 1798, demand at this time particular 
attention. . 

This additional force was to consist of twelve 
regiments of infantry and six troops. of cavalry, 
the latter intended, with the troops of cavalry 
heretofore and now in service, to form one regi- 
ment of cavalry. For the infantry, the officers 
have been appointed, and the recruiting service 
some time in operation. For the cavalry, the offi- 
cers have also been appointed; but, to avoid the 
expense of this kind of troops, which is always 
much greater than any species of foot, the recruit- 
ing service has not been ordered as yet into ope- 
ration, nor have horses been purchased, although 
preparatory measures have been taken. 

For the twelve regiments of infantry, the enlist- 
ments amount as follows, according to the last 
returns which have been received by the Depart- 
ment: 

From the fifth regiment, which is the first of the 
twelve, there has been no returns. 

Returned for the sixth regiment, enlisted in 
North Carolina, from August to December, 1799, 
viz: 134. 

For the seventh, enlisted in Virginia, from May 
to the first Monday in November, 1799, viz : 258. 

For the eighth, enlisted in Virginia, from May 
to October the Ist, 1799, viz: 424. 

For the ninth, enlisted in Maryland, from May 
to September the 17th, 1799, viz: 314. 

For the tenth, enlisted in Pennsylvania, from 
May to August the Ist, 1799, viz: 448. 

For the eleventh, enlisted in New Jersey, Penn- 
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sylvania, ) 
Monday in October, 1799, viz: 458.: 
For the twelfth, enlisted in New York, from 


May to the first Monday in September, 1799, | 


viż: 287. 

For the thirteenth, enlisted in Connecticut, 
from May to the first Monday in November, 1799, 
viz: 371. . 

For the fourteenth, enlisted in Massachusetts, 
from May to the first Monday in November, 1799, 
viz: 327. ` 

For the fifteenth, enlisted in Massachusetts and 
Maine, from June to the first Monday in Novem- 
þer, 1799, viz: 145. 

For the sixteenth, enlisted in New Hampshire, 
from July to the first Monday in November, 1799, 

‘viz: 233. l 

Total enlisted, 3,399. 

Agreeably to the provisions of the act of the 
16th July, 1798, all these troops have, by the terms 
of their respective enlistments, engaged “ for and 
during the continuance of the existing differences 
between the United States and the French Re- 

ablic.” l 

The Secretary thinks it necessary to mention 
‘that, mdsl upon the accommodation of the 
existing differences aforesaid, the engagements of 

_ these troops will expire,and every man be entitled 
to demand his discharge. That, in consequence, 
if it shall be deemed expedient to keep upa Peace 
Establishment more extended than heretofore, or 

“any events should intervene to render a larger 
army indispensable, it will not be practicable to 
apply one of these men to the same, who have al- 
ready received a bounty, without a re-enlistment, 
and the expense of a new bounty. 

It is, therefore, thought advisable that the terms 
of enlistment prescribed by the law be superseded 
by a provision in future to enlist for the term of 
five years, if not sooner discharged. This modi- 
fieation leaves with the President the power of 
reducing the numbers of the army at any time to 
a a, establishment; and if the negotiations 
of our Envoys to the French Republic shall be 
successful, it will procure a number of men who, 
without additional expense, can be retained, if ne- 
cessary, in service for the period mentioned—a 
measure which appears equally recommended by 
its policy and economy. 

The Secretary has before observed, that if the 
United States shall prevent an enemy from pro- 
curing the horses of the country, and maintain a 
superiority in horse artillery, they will have little 
to fear from an invading enemy, however power- 
fol in infantry. It certainly would be an import- 
ant addition to our system of defence, was.an ar- 
rangement devised to deprive an enemy, as much 
as possible, after he had effected a landing upon 
‘our coast, of the means of subsistence, and espe- 
veially.to prevent him from possessing -himself of 
horses, indispensable to the transportation of his 
baggage, stores, and provisions, and for his artille- 

«ry-and cavalry. 

“An operation promising to be so efficient, and 

-sanetioned .by experience in other countries, will 

-sperhaps require on the part of the Government a 


and Delaware, from April to the first 


promise of indemnification to the individual for 
the value of all stock and horses which may be 
removed in consequence of invasion, if not re- 
stored to their respective owners. 

Provisions and restrictions, it is conceived, may 
be made, calculated to secure the public against 
frauds, and to encourage, at the same time, the 
aid of proprietors themselves in the execution of 
such a law... It should explicitly provide that no 
compensation will ever be allowed for property of 
the kind described, destroyed either by the enemy 
or by our own army, to prevent its falling into the 
hands of an enemy; in all cases where it shall 
appear no previous preparation or exertion had 
been made use of to remove it, and authorize the 
destruction of all stock, and horses in particular, 
left in an exposed situation, when necessary, to 
prevent their being useful to an enemy, or employ- 
ed against the armies of the United States. 

The Government of a country blessed with 
every convenience foran extensive forcign trade, 
and peopled with inhabitants distinguished for 
their commercial spirit, will, from. the natural 
operation of circumstances, and the impulse given 
by its citizens, consider it a duty to prepare either 
gradually or promptly, as policy, interest, or ne- 
cessity, may dictate, the means of affording pro- 
tection to its property on the ocean. 

We find, accordingly, the foundation of a navy 
already laid, and its advantages so far felt as to 
induce a belief its progress will be permitted to 
keep pace with the purposes for which it was in- 
stituted. This navy, however, which is specially 
intended to protect trade, will in its turn require 
to be protected, when in harbor, by suitable forti- 
fications. Without a place of safety to which it 
may retire from a superior fleet, the labors and 
eerie of years may be destroyed in a single 

our. 

The fortifications erected for the defence of our 
cities and harbors cannot yet be considered com- 
| petent. to afford this security. Many new and 
extensive works, even at those places where the 
fortifications are advanced, will yet. be required 
to render any of them a secure asylum for our, 
navy. 

Whenever, therefore, the harbors in which our 
dock yards and great naval deposites are to þe es- 
tablished, and to which our navy may retire in 
time of war or danger, shall be determined upon, 
it will be indispensable to make them impregna- 
ble, if possible, to an enemy. 

Schedule B will show the sums which have 
been appropriated and annually expended in for- 
tifying our harbors since the “ Act to provide for 
the defence of certain ports and harbors in the 
United States,” passed the 20th March, 1794, and 
the balance remaining on the Ist October, 1799. 

The Paymaster General of the Armies of the 
United States has been, agreeably to the provisions 
of the 15th section of “ An act for the better or- 
ganization of the troops of the United States and 
for other purposes,” quartered by direction of the 
late Commander-in-Chief, at the seat of Govern- 
ment, it being the station deemed most proper, to 
enable him to perform his functions with conve- 
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nience, facility, and the least probable risk of the 
public moneys. By 

The functions of this office are, by law, highly 
important—his trust is‘eminently responsible. All 
moneys for the pay of the armies pass through 
his hands, including military bounties and the 
subsistence and forage of officers, and he is the 
auditor, in the first igstance, of all accounts for 
such objects. =). 


The compensation provided for him is eighty 
dollars per month, with the rations and forage of 
a major. This compensation the Secretary con- 
ceives, not merely inadequate to remunerate the 
dutiés and responsibilities attached to the office, 
but insufficient for the decent support of a respect- 
ae character, and certainly none other should 

it. 

It is, therefore, respectfuly suggested to increase 
the compensation to the Paymaster General of the 
Armies of the United States, and submitted whe- 
ther it might not be attended with some beneficial 
effect to vest him with a suitable brevet rank in 
the army. 

The regularity, discipline, and, of course, the 
efficiency of all armies have always depended very 
essentially upon the system provided for their gov- 
ernment. Impressed with this conviction, the 
Secretary:takes the liberty to bring into your view, 
“the rules and articles for the better government 
of the troops raised, or to be raised, and kept in 
‘pay, by and at the expense of the United States of 
America,” This system contains many excellent 

' provisions, but experience has produced a pretty 
general wish among military men, that it could 
‘be submitted to a complete revision, as in many 
particulars it is presumed to require amendments. 
*"—his revision would be a very serious work, 
and there is reason to fear could not be undertaken, 
with a prospect of being speedily finished. Some 
things, however, can be done, which would be im- 
‘portant improvements. a 

A great obscurity envelopes the provisions of 
the existing articles, respecting the power to ap- 
point or order general courts martial. One con- 
‘struction, by confining the power to the General or 
Commander-in-Chief only, is inconveniently nar- 
row, and has occasioned too great delay, as well 
in instituting courts, as in giving effect to their 
sentences. Another construction, which has been 
practised upon, (commandants of posts, as such, of 
whatever grade, having assumed the power of 
constituting general courts martial,) is too much 
diffused, and would place in too many hands a 
trust no less delicate than important. 

To attempt to attain the proper medium by a 
more exact legislative definition, of the characters 
who may exercise the power, would perhaps be 
‘attended with difficulty, and might often not meet 
the new situations which are constantly occurring 
in the infinite combinations of military service. 
The expedient which has appeared most proper, 
is to givea discretionary authority to the Presi- 
dent, to empower other officers, (than those the 
soundest interpretation has decided to be designa- 
ted by the articles of war, viz: Generals, or those 

òn whom a General’s command has devolved,) to 


appoint general courts martial, under such cir- 
cumstances, and with such limitations, as he may 
deem advisable. - si te i 

The provisions which refer the determination 
on sentences extending to the loss of life, .or the 
dismission of a commissioned officer in the time 
of peace, to the President, must no doubt have 
frequently been attended with perplexity to him, 
and are inconvenient, ifnot injurious to the service. 

It is searcely possible, for any but the military 
commander, to appreciate duly the motives which, 
in such cases, demand severity, or recommend 
clemency. To this, an accurate view of all the 
circumstances of the army, in detail, is often ne- 
cessary. The efficacy of punishment, when re- 
quisite in an army, depends much on its celerity, 
and must be greatly weakened by the anavoidable 
delay of a resort to the Executive: during which 
delay, the mischief it was intended to remedy, may, 
and sometimes most probably will, have happened. 
The reasons mentioned induce an opinion, that itis 
expedient to empower the commanding general 
of an army, to decide upon, and command to be 
executed when proper, all sentences of general 
courts martial, except only such as respect a gen- 
eral officer. The responsibility of the command- 
ing general to the President, and to his country, 
must insure a discreet exercise of the required 
authority, and its utility is manifest. 

The best mode of treating the crime of desertion 
has been an embarrassing investigation in most 
countries. Tofixupon a punishment, thatgives the 
surest promise of checking or preventing the evil, 
or which, when it does happen, in its application 
will be most analogous to the generally received 
opinions of a country, and the habits of military 
life, is indeed difficult. The same punishment 
ought not, perhaps, to be applied to this crime, 
the most injurious to armies, and complicated in 
its nature, at all times and under all circumstances. 

To punish it with death in time of peace in all 
cases, would, in this country, do violence to the 
popular habits of thinking. Whipping is found 
to be ineffectual. Confinement to hard labor, it 
is supposed, will produce more beneficial results, 
and courts martial have, in their discretion, been 
lately much influenced by this belief. As, how- 
ever, our soldiers are enlisted for given periods, 
when an engagement is nearly expired, confine. 
ment would be an inadequate punishment, for it 
could not continue beyond the term of service, 
and although a soldier may be supposed to have 
fewer inducements to withdraw from an engage- 
ment which is near terminating, yet, it has some- 
times happened, and may be expected in future, 
that men, under such circumstances, have been 
the authors of combinations, to revolt, desert, and 
commit other crimes, consequently have been the 
most atrocious offenders; and itis known that 
they frequently have themselves deserted. To 
make this punishment, then, in time of peace, in 
all cases, commensurate with, and proportioned to, 


the crime, an auxiliary provision to extend the 
confinement an 


dlabor beyond the period of ser- 
vice the criminal had engaged for, would appear 
necessary. Such a provision would have a ten- 
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dency to render the sentences of the courts less 
sanguinary. a 

The Secretary by no means designs to suggest, 
that it would be proper to abolish the punishment 
of death for desertion, even in time of peace. He 
considers that in aggravated and complicated ca- 
ses, it would always be proper, and that in time 
of. war or civil commotion, it should always be ap- 
plied to this crime. He also inclines to the opin- 
ion, that the power of pardoning ought never to 
be extended in any instance of desertion, or an at- 
tempt to desert to enemies or traitors. 

Connected with the perfection of our military 
establishment, is a code of well digested rules for 
the formations, field exercise, movements, and po- 
lice, of the different species of troops composing 
our army. 

Major General Hamilton has, some time since, 
been specially charged with this work. As it 
was not, however, expected that so extensive an 
undertaking could be completed without a sub- 
division of labor, and the co-operation of various 
talents and experience, he informs, that he has as- 
signed to Major General Pinckney an important 
portion of the task. The execution, it is also un- 
derstood, will require the aid of other and subor- 
dinate officers, for whose extra service a special 
compensation is suggested, as being agreeable to 
usage, and essential to a cheerful and zealous per- 
formance of their duty. This. should it meet your 
approbation, demands no particular act of the Le- 
gislature. 

There is: another point relative to the army, 
which he has made the subject of a recent com- 
munication to the Department of War, to which 
it may be proper to request attention. 

The General observes, that “ the detaching from 
their corps soldiers asservantsto the various officers 
of the general staff is productive of material incon- 
venience, by withdrawing altogether, from mili- 
tary service, a considerable number of persons; 
and occasioning dissatisfaction to the-command- 
ants of corps, who never see their men removed 
without uneasiness, and are sometimes much dis- 
gusted by the selection of those whom they are 
anxious to retain. There is no doubt, he adds, 
that it would operate beneficially, if, after fixing 
the number of servants to which the several char- 
acters of the general staff should be entitled, they 
were to be allowed an equivalent in money. regu- 
lated by the cost of a soldier 10 the public, and 
were to be required to provide their own servants.” 

Should this measure be adopted, which is agree- 
ble to an obsolete regulation of the old Congress, 
penalties may be devised to secure a faithful exe- 
cution, which, from the force of circumstances, 
would be very little liable to abuse. 

When treating upon military subjects. it may 
not be improper to give a general view of the po- 
sitions of the existing regular force, composing the 
armies of the United States, conformably to a dis- 
‘position of the same by your approbation, and that 
ofthe late. commander-in-chief. 
~The four regiments of infantry, and the two 
companies of cavalry, on the permanent establish- 
“Ment, are disposed. of as follows: f 


One regiment is assigned to the frontiers of 
Tennessee and Georgia. There are also in that 
quarter the two companies of cavalry. 

The three other regiments are distributed along 
the lakes from Niagara to Michillimackinac, upon 
the Miami, Ohio, Mississippi, and Tombigbee. 

There is also one battalion of the artillerists and 
engineers distributed withsthe aforesaid troops. 

This entire force is manifestly inadequate to the 
purposes it is intended to answer on our Northern, 
Western, and Southern frontiers. 

The twelve regiments of infantry now raising, 
have taken, or are to take, the following provision- 
al positions, viz: 

Three of the twelve regiments of infantry in the 
vicinity of Providence river, near Uxbridge, Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Three regiments in the vicinity of Brunswick, 
New Jersey. 

Three regiments in the vicinity of Potomac 
near Harper’s Ferry, Virginia. 

Three regiments in the vicinity of Augusta, 
above the Falls of Savannah. 

This disposition, it is conceived, combines con- 
siderations relative to the discipline and health of 
the troops with the economical supply of their 
wants. It has, also, some military aspects, in the 
first instance, towards the security of Boston and 
Newport; in the second, towards that of New 
York and Philadelphia; in the third and fourth, 
towards that of Baltimore, Charleston, Savannah, 
and the Southern States generally, and in the 
third, particularly towards the reinforcement of 
the Western army. 

The residue of the two regiments of artillerists 
and engineers, except one battalion stated to be 
on our Northern, Western, and Southern frontiers, 
are stationed in our sea-board fortifizations, from 
Portland, Massachusetts, to the St. Mary’s, Geor- 
gia. From these are to be drawn two battalions 
in succession for the army, when in the field, with 
a view to a course of regular instruction. 

Schedule C exhibits the actual force (according 
to the latest returns) of the four regiments of in- 
fantry, and two companies of cavalry on the old 
establishment, and the two regiments of artillerists 
and engineers. ` 

All which is respectfully submitted. 


[The tabular statements are omitted.] 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


[Communicated to the House, Feb. 13, 1800.] 
War DEPARTMENT, Jan. 31, 1800. 


Str: I have the honor to submit, in compliance 
with your requisition, a few supplementary obser- 
vations, and a view of the probable expense of the 
military schools respectfully recommended to con- 
sideration in my report, communicated to Con- 
gress by a Message dated the 13th instant from 
the President of the United States. i 

The report contemplates certain military schools 
as an essential means, in conjunction with a small 
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Military Establishment, to prepare for, and per- 
petuate to, the United States, at-a very moderate 
expense, a body of scientific officers and engineers, 
adequate to any future exigency, qualified to dis- 
cipline for the field, in the shortest time, the most 
extended armies, and to give the most decisive 
and useful effects to their operations. 

It is not conceived that the United States will 
ever think it expedient to employ militia upon 
their frontiers, or to garrison their fortified places 
in time of peace, nor that they will be disposed 
to place their reliance, for defence, against a for- 
eign invading enemy, upon militia alone, but that 
they will, at all times, maintain a body of regular 
troops commensurate with their ability to main- 
tain them, and the necessity or policy that may 
demand such an establishment. 

To qualify and keep our citizens, in general, of 
suitable bodily ability, prepared to take the field 
against regular forces, would demand the most 
radical changes in our militia system, and such 
an uninterrupted series of training, discipline, and 
instruction, to be applied as well to the officers as 
to the men, as comports with regular troops only, 
while in its results the measure would be found, 
on accountof the loss to the community, occa- 
sioned by the abstraction from labor or occupa- 
tion, and direct cost, greatly to exceed in expense 
what would be required to support a moderate 
Military Establishment. This position, which is 
thought to bea sound one, does not bring into 
view the effects of the. measure upon the morals, 
industry, and habits of the citizens. 

Practically considered, may we not as well cal- 
culate to be commodiously lodged, and have the 
science of building improved, by employing every 
man in the community in the construction of 
houses, and by exploding from society, as useless, 
architects, masons, and carpenters, as expect to be 
defended efficiently from an invading enemy, by 
causing every citizen to endeavor to make him- 
self master of the several branches of the art of 
war, and excluding engineers, scientific officers, 
and regular troops ? 

There is certainly, however, a system, as it re- 
spects our militia, which, if resorted to, and per- 
‘severed in, may secure the utility of their services 
in times of danger, without much injury to the 
morals, or materially affecting the general indus- 
try of the nation. nae 

When the perfect order and exact discipline 
which are essential to regular troops are contem- 
plated, and with what ease and precision they 
execute the different manœuvres indispensable to 
the success of offensive or defensive operations, 
the conviction cannot be resisted, that such troops 
will always have a decided advantage over more 
numerous forces composed of uninstructed militia 
or undisciplined recruits. 

It cannot yet be forgotten, that, in our Revolu- 
tionary war, it was not until after several years’ 
practice in arms, and the extension of the periods 
for which our soldiers were at first enlisted, that 
we found them at all qualified to meet in the field 
of battle those to whom they were opposed. The 
occasional brilliant and justly celebrated acts of 


some of our militia, during that eventful period, 
detract nothing from this dear bought truth. With 
all the enthusiasm which marked those days, it 
was perceived, and universally felt, that regular 
and disciplined troops were indispensable, and 
that it was utterly unsafe for us to trust to militia 
alone the issue of the war. The position, there- 
fore, is illustrated, that, even in times of the great- 
est danger, we cannot give to our militia that de- 
gree of discipline, or to their officers that degree 
of military science upon which a nation may 
safely hazard its fate. 

The great man who conducted the war of our 
Revolution was continually compelled to conform 
his conduct to the circumstances growing out of 
the experimental lessons just mentioned. What 
was the secret of his conduct? Must it be told ? 
It may be, and without exciting a blush or uneasy 
sensation in any of his surviving companions in 
arms. He had an army of men, but he had few 
officers or soldiers in that army. Both were to 
be formed, which could not be effected in a single 
campaign, or while his regiments were continually 
returning home, and, like the waves of the sea, 
each in their turn lost in the abyss, and succeeded 
by new ones. It was not till after he was furn- 
ished with a less fluctuating and more stable kind 
of force that he could commence with a prospect 
of advantage, military instructions, or enforce the 
ordinances of discipline; and, even then, he felt 
that time and instructers were required to render 
his labors useful, and enable his army to meet the 
enemy upon anything like equal terms. Are we 
to profit by, or is this experience to be lost. to our 
country ? 

The art of war, which gives toa small force the 
faculty to combat with advantage superior num- 
bers indifferently instructed, is subjected to me- 
chanical, geometrical, moral, and physical rules; 
itcalls for profound study ; its theory is immense ; 
the details infinite; and its principles rendered 
useful only by a happy adaptation of them to all 
the circumstances of place and ground, variously 
combined, to which they may be applicable. Is 
it possible for an officer of militia to obtain a com- 
petent knowledge of these things in the short 
space his usual avocations will permit him to de- 
vote to their acquisition? Is it possible for any 
officer, having acquired a knowledge of these de- 
tails, this theory, and these principles, to carry 
them into usefal practice with a handful of mili- 
tia, in the few days in each year allotted by law 
to trainings and exercises? Is that perfect subor- 
dination and obedience of men to their officers, 
and of each inferior to his superior officer, through 
all the grades of rank, from the corporal up to the 
commander-in-chief, which forms a vital princi- 
ple essential to the energy and force of armies, to 
be acquired by, or communicated to, a body of 
militia organized and trained according to our 
laws? And does it consist with a humane and 
enlightened policy to march men so imperfectly 
instructed and disciplined, unless in cases of the 
last extremity, against veteran troops, (where this 
principle reigns in full activity,) commanded by 
skilful and scientific officers? Admitting, how- 
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ever, that militia officers, during the few months 
the law permits their corps to be retained in actual 
service, could render their men, by incessant in- 
struction, capable of fulfilling the object of their 
destination ; yet, as that advantage is but momen- 
tary, as these borrowed instruments must be quick- 
ly returned to the depot which furnished them, as 
new ones must be resorted to, and successively 
instructed, what can be expected from such a sys- 
tem, but perpetual incoherence between the means 
and the end, and certain shipwreck to the best 
connected and combined military. projects? This, 
to be sure; is the old story ; it cannot, however, be 
too often repeated, because it can never be re- 
futed. 

The secret of discipline, and the importance of 
military science, were well known to those an- 
cient Governments whose Generals and troops 
have filled the world with tne splendor of their 
victories. According to Scipio, nothing contribu- 
ted to the success of enterprises so much as skill 
in the individual officers. The severity of the 
Roman discipline is well understood, and the esti- 
mation in which it was held by Cesar. Livy 
has observed, that science does more in war than 
force. Vegetius, that it is neither numbers nor 
blind valor which insures victory, but that it 

enerally follows capacity and science in war. 

lachiavel, who has written upon military affairs, 
placed so much dependence on an exact discipline 
and military science, as to efface from his list of 
great Generals all those who with small armies 
did not execute great things: but to the commit- 
tee it is unnecessary to repeat the authorities of 
Generals and writers of the first reputation, to 
show the high importance attached to military 
science and discipline in all ages of the world, or 
resort to history for evidence of its effects. They 
must be well acquainted with the facts, and, no 
doubt, will give them their due weight in consid- 
ering the subjects now before them. 

There is, however, an authority, so much in 
point relative to the essentiality of the institution 
in question, that I cannot forbear to mention it. 

The Marshal de Puisegur, who has left an ex- 
cellent treatise on the art of war, the result of his 
experience, observes : 

“I have been, perhaps, at as many sieges as 
any of those in service, and in all sorts of grades; 
as subaltern, I have commanded troops and work- 
ing parties in a siege; as major I have conducted 
to the trenches and posts to which they were des- 


all the military grades, and arrived from an infe- 
rior to a superior rank, but after having deserved 
each successive promotion by some distinguished 
action. 

A slight attention to circumstances, and the ac- 
tual position of our country, must lead to the con- 
viction, that a. well-connected series of fortifica- 
tions is an object of the highest importance to the 
United States, not only as these will be conducive 
to the general security, but as a means of lessening 
the necessity, and consequently the expense of a 
large Military Establishment. 

By strongly fortifying our harbors and frontiers, 
we may reasonably expect, either to keep at a dis- 
tance the calamities of war, or render it less inju-’ 
rious when it shall happen. It is behind these 
ponderous masses only that a small number of 
men can maintain themselves, for a length of time, 
against superior forces. Imposing, therefore, upon 
an enemy who may have everything to transport 
across the Atlantic, the necessity of undertaking 
long and hazardous sieges, increases: the chances: 
against his undertaking them at all, or, if he does, 
in despite of such circumstances, insures tous the 
time he must consume in his operations, to rally. 
our means toa point, and unite our efforts to 're~ 
sist him. l 

We must not conclude, from these brief obser- 
vations, that the services of the engineer is lim- 
ited to constructing, connecting, consolidating, and 
keeping in repair fortifications. This is but a. 
single branch of their profession, though indeed 
a most important one. Their utility extends to- 
almost every department of war, and every descrip-- 
tion of general officers, besides embracing what-. 
ever respects public buildings, roads, bridges, ca- 
nals, and all such works of a civil nature. I con= 
sider it, therefore, of vast consequence to the Uni- 
ted States, that it should form in its own bosom, 
and out of its own native materials, men qualified 
to place the country ina proper posture of defence, 
to infuse science into our army, and give to our 
fortifications that degree of force, connexion, and 
perfection, which can alone counterbalance the 
superiority of attack over defence. 

With these advantages in prospect, is it not in-: 
cumbent upon us to hasten, with all reasonable 
diligence, the commencement and completion of. 
an Institution essential to realize them: and are 
expenditures, which give such valuable results, to: 
be otherwise viewed than as real economy? Tt is. 
a well known fact, that England had neither na- 
tive artillerists nor engineers before the time of 
the Duke of Cumberland, and till after she estab-- 
lished military schools. 

I shall now, having respectfully submitted these 
observations, present an estimate of the expense 
of the military schools, which it appears to me 
ought to be immediately instituted. 

Agreeably to the plan of the Military Academy, 


the directors thereof are to be officers taken from 


the Army, consequently no expense will be in- 
curred by such appointments. 
The plan also contemplates that officers of the 


| army,cadets, and non-commissioned officers, shall 
receive instruction in the academy. As the ra- 
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tions and fuel which these are entitled to in the 
Army, will suffice for them in the academy, no 
additional expense will be required for these ob- 
jects of maintenance while there. 

The expenses of servants, and certain incidental 
charges relative to the police and administration, 
may be defrayed by those who shall be admitted 
out of their pay and emoluments. 

According to the plan contemplated, fifty offi- 
cers, cadets, or non-commissioned officers, may be 
annually instructed in the Fundamental School, 
and an equal number in the School of Artillerists 
and Engineers, the only schools which it is deemed 
expedient to bring into operation. 

To instruct these may require, when both 
schools are in full activity, the following profes- 
sors, ViZ: 

In the Fundamental School. 


Two professors of mathematics, at $800 per an- 
num, and two rations per 


day - - - 1,848 20 
Two professors of geography. 
and natural philosophy - 1,848 20 
One professor of chemistry - 824 10 
One designing and drawing 
master . = - - 72417 
——— 5,344 60 


In the School of Artillerists and 
Engineers. 


One professor of mathematics, 
at $800 per annum, and two 


rations. per day - - 924 10 
One professor of geography 
-and natural philosophy - 924.10 
One professor of chemistry - 924 10 
One professor of architecture 924 10 
Two designing and drawing 
masters, at $600 per annum, 
and two rations per day - 1,448 20 
, 5,144 60 
Total - - - $10,489 20 


The cost of the buildings for these two schools 
as the one or the other of the annexed plans shall 
be adopted will be, viz: 

Plan by John Foncin, Engineer. 
For the Fundamental School - $19,423 00 


The School of Artillerists and Engi- 
neers, supposed to cost an equal sum 19,423 60 


$38,846 00 


Plan by B H. Latrobe, Civil Architect and 
Engineer. : 


For the Fundamental aen é = $40,000 00 
The School of Artillerists and Engi- 
neers, supposed to cost an equal sum 40,000 00 


$80,000 00 


It may be proper to remind the committee, that 
no appropriation for the School of Engineers and 
Artillerists will be required perhaps these two 


years, or till after the completion of the Funda- 
mental School. 2 

The Secretary takes occasion also to mention, 
that the laws have already made provision for 
four teachers or professors to the artillerists and 
engineers, at a salary of eighty dollars per month, 
and- two rations per day, which may be consid- 
ered equivalent to four -thousand three hundred 
and thirty-six dollars and forty-six cents per an- 
num; and that the act providing for raising and. 
organizing a corps of artillerists and engineers, ` 
passed the 9th May, 1794, makes it “the duty of 
the Secretary of War to provide, at the public 
expense, under such regulations as shall be directed 
by the President of the United States, the neces- 
sary books, instruments, and apparatus, for the use 
and benefit of the said corps.” 

According to the plan and estimate of the build- 
ings by Mr. Foncin, the two schools will cost 
thirty-eight thousand eight hundred and forty-six 
dollars. 

According to the plan and estimate by Mr. La- 
trobe, the two schools will cost eighty thousand 
dollars. 

The modification of the two regiments of artil- 
lerists and engineers will liberate twenty thousand 
nine hundred and fifty-five dollars annually. 

The establishment of the two schools will lib- 
erate the salaries of the four teachers before men- 
tioned, or four thousand three hundred and thirty- 
six dollars annually. 

The books, apparatus, and instruments, directed 
to be provided for the use of the artillerists and 
engineers, are considered as an adequate offsct for 
the books, apparatus, and instruments, required for 


| the use of the schools; consequently, no charge 


has been stated in the estimate for these objects. 

If, therefore, we oppose the sums thus annually 
liberated to the annual salary of the professors 
and original cost of the buildings, whichever of 
the plans is adopted, we shall find the measure 
proposed, viewed merely in the light of an opera- 
tion of finance, to result in a considerable saving 
to the United States. 

An individual would think it a good bargain to 
receive twenty-five thousand two hundred and 
ninety-one dollars, annually, the sum liberated, 
and to give, in lieu thereof, ten thousand four hun- 
dred and sixty-six dollars, annually, the salary of 
the professors, and a principal sum, equal to the 
cost of the buildings. In other words, he would 
receive fourteen thousand seven hundred and 
twenty-five dollars, annually, which is equivalent, 
at six per cent., to a capital, or principal, of two 
hundred and forty-five thousand four hundred and 
sixteen dollars; a sum greatly exceeding the esti- 
mated cost of the buildings upon either estimate. 

The committee, while they perceive that the 
seed, which it is now proposed to sow, is to yield 
a future harvest, will, at the same time, justly ap- 
preciate the various beneficial consequences which 
must result from the immediate adoption, and the 
striking inconveniences, and danger to be appre- 
hended from a postponement of the measure. 

Whether our country is to be plunged into a 
war, or enjoy, for a length of time, the blessings 
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of peace and interior tranquillity ; whether the 
portentous events which have afilicted Europe, 
and, in their progress, threatened the United 

States, are to subside intoa settled state of things; 
whether the blessings of peace, and the customary 
relations, among the transatlantic Powers, are to 
take place, or hostilities shall be continued, pro- 
tracted, and extended, beyond their present limits ; 
in either view, it is equally a:suggestion of policy 
and wisdom to improve our means of defence, and 
give as much perfection as possible to such. estab- 
jishments as may be conceived essential to the 
maintenance of our rights, and security from in- 
sults. 

- The unavoidable collisions growing out of trade, 
and the reciprocal restrictions of great commer- 
cial States; the apprehensions and jealousies nat- 
ural to Powers possessing contiguous territory ; the 
inefficacy of religion and morality to control the 
passions of men, or the interest and ambition of 
nations; the impossibility, at times, for govern- 
ments to adjust their differences or preserve their 


rights, without making sacrifices more to be 
dreaded than the hazards and calamities of war: 
all these considerations, illustrated. by volumes of 
examples, teach the soundness of the axiom, st vis 
pacem para bellum. And what time more proper 
to prepare the materials for war than a time of 
peace, or more urgent, than thatin which a nation 
is threatened with war? 
I have the honor to be, with the greatest respect, 
sir, your most obedient servant, 
JAMES McHENRY, 
Secretary of War. 
Harrison G. Oris, Esq.. 
Chairman of the Committee of Defence. 


ACTION BETWEEN THE CONSTELLATION 
AND LA VENGEANCE. 


[Communicated to the House of Reps., March 21, 1800.] 
Navy DEPARTMENT, March 20, 1800. 


In obedience to the order of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, of the 18th in- 
stant, the Secretary of the Navy has the honor to 
lay before the House a copy of Captain Truxtun’s 
letter of the 3d of February, together with a copy 
of the extract from his journal, referred to in the 
said letter, detailing the particulars of the engage- 
ment between the Constellation, under his com- 
mand, and a heavy French ship, mounting, as he 
supposed, fifty-four guns. 

- The Secretary has received a number of letters | 
too voluminous to trouble the House with, of dates | 
both prior and subsequent to the action, which | 
leave no doubt on his mind that the French ship, 
so gallantly defended against the bravery and 
“superior skill of Captain Truxtun, 1s the same 

that arrived at Guadaloupe from France, in the 

month of December last, called-La Vengeance, 
` mounting fifty guns or upwards. 

>In confirmation of this opinion, the Secretary 


takes the liberty of stating the substance of letter | 


received from Captain Baker, of the Delaware 
sloop of war, from B. H. Phillips, Esq., American 
Consul at Curagoa, and from D. M. Clarkson, 
Esq, Navy Agent at St. Kitts. 

Captain Baker, in a letter dated Curagoa, 8th of 
February, mentions that a French ship, called La 
Vengeance, of fifty-four guns, had left Guada- 
loupe on her return to France, about the 1st of 
February, had a very severe action with the Con- 
stellation the following night, and arrived at Cur- 
acoa on the 6th, in a most shattered condition ; 
that he had understood she had lost one hundred 
and forty men in the action, and when she escap- 
ed from the Constellation had eight feet water in 
her hold. ; 

Mr. Phillips, in a letter dated Curagoa, 9th of 
February, to the Secretary of State, announces 
the arrival there of the French ship La Ven- 
geance, of fifty-six guns, bound from Guadaloupe 
to France, with a valuable cargo, and a largesum 
of specie, ina very distressed situation, having 
lost one hundred and sixty men, killed and 
wounded, and her masts and rigging nearly all 
shot away, in an engagement of five hours, within 
pistol shot, with the Constellation. 

Mr. Clarkson, at St. Kitts, ina letter dated 16th 
of February states “we are certain Captain Trux- 
tun’s gallant action was fought with La Ven- 
geance, a French man of war of fifty-four guns, 
and five hundred picked men, from Guadaloupe 
to France.” ` 

As to the conduct of any particular officer, or 
other persons on board the Constellation, the Sec- 
retary has no information, except what is to be 
found in the communications from Captain Trux- 
tun, by which, but still more by the result of this 
heroic action, it appears that all the officers and 
men on board the Constellation must have nobly 
performed their duty. 

The praise of having pursued, for many hours, 
a ship known to be of force so greatly superior 
to his own, to bring her to action, and of conduct- 
ing that action with so much skill as to compen- 
sate for his great inferiority of force, belongs ex- 
clusively to their gallant commander. 

It cannot be necessary for the Secretary to add 
to the eulogium bestowed by Captain Truxtun, on 
the brave young midshipman, James Jarvis, who 
gloriously preferred certain death to.an abandon- 
ment of his post. ' 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

BENJAMIN STODDERT, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. Speaxer of the House of Reps. 


Copy of a letter from Captain Thomas Truxtun to the 
Secretary of the Navy. 


UNITED States’ SHIP CONSTELLATION, 
av sea, February 3, 1800. 
Sır: Thad the honor to address you the day 
after my arrival at St. Christopher’s, the 21st ult., 
as per copy annexed; after which I made every 
exertion in my power to get the squadron, as well 
as my own ship, to sea, in the shortest time possi- 
ble; and gave all the commanders of the different 
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vessels orders to cruise separately, in certain situ- 
ations, agreeably to the copies enclosed. 

On the 30th I left St. Christopher’s with the 
Constellation, in an excellent trim for sailing, and 
stood to windward in order to occupy the station 
I had allotted for myself, before the road of the 
enemy at Guadaloupe, where I was informed a 
very large and heavy frigate, of upwards of fifty 
guns, was then lying, and early on the next day I 
fell in-with L’Insurgent, Captain Murray, and the 
prize brig Conquest, of Italy, that had been fitted 
out to cruise with him in those seas. After a short 
interview with: Captain Murray. I requested him 
to proceed to St. Christopher’s without loss: of 
time, and call on our agent there, Mr. Clarkson, 
for letters that I had lodged for him, which point- 
ed out his further destination. On our parting he 
immediately made sail to leeward, and I continu- 
ed plying to windward. At half past seven, A. 
M., of the following day, I discovered a sail to the 
southeast, to which I gave chase; and, for the fur- 
ther particulars of that chase, and the action after 
it, I must beg leave to refer you to the extracts of 
my journal, which is also enclosed, as being the 
best mode of exhibiting a just, fair, and candid ac- 
count of all our transactions in the late business, 
which has ended in the complete dismantlement 
ofthe Constellation, though, I trust, to the high 
reputation of the American flag. 

I have just fellin with the Enterprise, Lieuten- 
ant Shaw, returning from Curagoa, who I send off 
to you with my despatches, and I shall be obliged 
by your sending him again to meet me at Port 
Royal, Jamaica, as early as possible, as I shall be 
impatient to hear from you, especially as we are 
now in want of everything, beinga mere wreck. 

If I had met Captain Morris, of the Adams, I 
should have taken the command of that ship and 
kept the station to windward, leaving him in 
charge of the Constellation to be refitted at Ja- 
maica; but I have not been so fortunate. 

I bave the honor to be, with great respect and 
esteem, your very obedient humble servant, 

THOMAS TRUXTUN. 

BENJAMIN STODDERT, Esq., 

Secretary of the Navy, Philadelphia. 


A circumstantial account of the engagement between 
the United States frigate Constellation, of thirty- 
eight guns, and a French national frigate, of fifty- 
four guns, on the 1st of February, 1800; taken from 
Commodore Truxtun’s Journal, viz : 


Saturday, February 1, 1800. 


At half-past seven, A. M., the road of Bassaterre, 
Guadaloupe, bearing east, five leagues distance, 
saw a sail in the southeast standing to the west- 
ward, which, from her situation, I at first took for 
a large ship from Martinico, and hoisted English 
colors, on giving chase, by way of inducement 
for her to come down and speak me, which would 
have saved a long chase to leeward of my intend- 
ed cruising ground ; but finding she did not attempt 
to alter her course, I examined her more atten- 
tively as we approached ner, and discovered her 
to bea heavy French frigate, mounting at least 


fifty-four guns. Limmediately gave orders for the 
yards to be slung with chains, topsail sheets, &c., 
stoppered, and the ship cleared, ready for action, 
and hauled down the English colors. At noon 
the wind became light, and I observed the chase, 
that we had before been gaining on fast, held way 
with us, but I was determined to continue the pur- 
suit, though the running to leeward, I was con- 
vinced, would be attended with many serious dis- 
advantages, especially if the object of my wishes 
was not gratified. 
Sunpay, February 2. 


At one o'clock, P. M., the wind being somewhat 
fresher than the noon preceding, and an appear- 
ance of its continuance, our prospect of bringing 
the enemy to action began to brighten, as I per- 
ceived we were coming up with the chase fast, and 
every inch of canvass being set that could be of 
service, except the bag reefs, which I kept in the 
topsails, in case of the enemy, finding escape from 
our thunder impracticable, should haul on a wind, 
and give us fair battle; but this did not prove to 
be her commander’s intention; I, however, got 
within hail of him at eight P. M.; hoisted our 
ensign, and had the candles in the battle lanterns 
all lighted, and was in the lee gangway, ready to 
speak him, and to demand a surrender of his ship 
to the United States of America, when, at that 
instant, he commenced a fire from his stern and 
quarter guns, directed at our rigging and spars. 
No parley being then necessary, I sent my princi- 
pal aid-de-camp, Mr. Vandyke, to the different of- 
ficers commanding divisions on the main battery, 
to repeat strictly my orders before given, not to 
throw away a single charge of powder and shot, 
but to take good aim, and to fire directly into the 
hull of the enemy, and load principally with two 
round shot, and, now and then, with a round shot 
and a stand of grape, &c.; to encourage the men 
at their quarters, and to cause or suffer no noise or 
confusion whatever, but to load and fire as fast as 
possible, when it could be done with certain effect. 

These orders being given, in a few moments I 
gained a position on his weather quarter, that en- 
abled us to return, effectually, his salute, and thus 
as close and as sharp an action as ever was fought 
between two frigates, commenced, and continued 
until within a few minutes of one, A. M., when 
the enemy’s fire was completely silenced, and he 
was again sheering off. It was at this moment 
that I considered him as my prize, and was trim- 
ming, in the best manner I could, my much shat- 
tered sails, when I found the mainmost was total- 
ly unsupported with rigging, every shroud being 
shot away, and some of them, in many places, so 
as to render stoppers useless, which in fact could 
not be applied with effect. I then gave orders for 
all the men to be sent up from the gun deck, to en- 
deavor to secure the mast, in order that we might 
get alongside of the enemy again as soon as possi- 
ble; but every effort was in vain, for it went over 
the side in a few moments after, and carried with 
it the topmen, among whom was an amiable 
young gentleman, who commanded the main top, 
Mr. James Jarvis, son of James Jarvis, Esq, of 
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New York. This young gentleman, it seems, was 
apprized of his danger by an old seaman, but he 
had already so much the principle of an officer en- 
grafted on his mind, not to leave his quarters, that 
he replied, if the mast went, they must go with it; 
which was the case, and only one of them was 
saved. I regret much his loss, as a promising 
young officer, and amiable young man, as well as 
on account of a long intimacy that had subsisted 
between his father. and myself, but have great sat- 
isfaction in finding that I have lost no other, and 
only two or three were slightly wounded ; out of 
thirty-nine of the crew killed and wounded, four- 
teen of the former, and twenty-five of the latter. 
As soon as the mainmast went, every effort was 
made to clearthe wreck from the ship as soon as 
possible, which was effected in about an hour; and, 
as her security was then the great object, it being 
impossible to pursue the enemy, I immediately 
bore away for Jamaica, for repairs, &c., finding it 
impracticable to reach a friendly port in any of 
the islands to windward. 

I should be wanting in common justice was I to 
omit here to journalize the steady attention to order, 
and the great exertion and bravery shown by all 
my officers, seamen, and marines, in the action, 
many of whom J had sufficiently tried before on 
a similar occasion, (the capture of the Insurgent,) 
and all their names are recorded in the muster- 
roll f sent to the Secretary of the Navy, dated the 
19th of December last, signed by myself. 

ad THOMAS TRUXTUN. 


THE NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT, AND ITS 
EXPENSES. 


[Communicated to the House of Reps., Jan. 15, 1801.] 
Navy Department, Jan. 12, 1801. 


Sır: The report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury containing a statement of the appropriations 
necessary for the year 1801, includes the estimates 
of the expense of maintaining the Navy for the 
same year. It is unnecessary, therefore, for me to 
repeat them here. 

But it will be observed that these estimates 
were formed on the idea of employing our whole 
force in cruising, as heretofore, for the protection 
of our commerce. Should the United States be 
so fortunate as to terminate, by an honorable trea- 
ty, the differences with France, it would be good 
economy to sell all the public vessels, except the 
following frigates: 


The United States, The New York, 
President, Constellation, 
Constitution; Congress, 
Chesapeake, Essex, 
Philadelphia, Boston, 

John Adams, Adams, and 


- General Greene. 
The rest were either built of materials which 
do not promise long duration, or are too small to 
“form a part of the national defence. In future 


wars, the United States will probably be influence- 
ed by the example of all other nations, to suffer 
the capture of vessels merely commercial from 
their enemy; and, in this event, the enterprising 
spirit of our citizens will quickly furnish, for pri- 
vate emolument, nearly all the small vessels ne- 
cessary to be employed; and will thus add to the 
national means of annoyance, without adding to 
thenational expense. In this view, it may be suf- 
ficient for the United States to attend principally 
to a provision for ships of the line and frigates. 

- The expense of maintaining the thirteen frig- 
ates herein enumerated, in constant service, and 
on the present establishment of numbers, pay, and 
rations, would amount, annually, to the sum of 
one million two hundred and twenty-five thou- 
sand and forty-eight dollars and seventy-three 
cents, as will be seen in paper No.1. But, on a 
peace establishment, the ration, which is too large, 
ought to be reduced; seamen’s wages will un- 
doubtedly fall, on a general peace; and, in such a 
state of things, it would be unnecessary to employ, 
in each ship, more than two-thirds of the present 
number of able and ordinary seamen. The paper 
No. 2 contains an estimate of the annual expense 
of these ships on a peace establishment, and on 
the principle of keeping the whole of them in 
constant service, amounting to seven hundred and 
twelve thousand seven hundred and twenty-four 
dollars and thirty-five cents. The paper, No. 3, 
shows the expense of keeping only six of the frig- 
ates in constant service; the others remaining in 
port, but allowing half-pay to a sufficient number 
of commissioned officers and midshipmen for the 
ships so laid up, amounting to three hundred and 
eighty-seven thousand two hundred and fifty-seven 
dollars. In the paper, No. 4, there is added to the 
estimate, No. 3, the expense of allowing half-pay 
to all the commissioned officers and midshipmen 
at present in the service, making the whole 
amount to the annual sum of four hundred and 
forty-four. thousand six hundred and seventy-seven 
dollars, 

The act establishing and organizing the Marine 
Corps considers that corps as part of the Military 
Establishment, but subject to perform duty on 
ship-board, as well as in posts and garrisons on the 
seacoast, and elsewhere on shore. It is questiona- 
ble, therefore, whether the expense of this corps 
ought to be provided for in the estimates of the 
War or the Navy Department. It is certainly, 
one of the most useful corps belonging to the Uni- 
ted States; and is particularly advantageous in 
facilitating the means, and lessening the expense, 
of manning our ships; and affords to every vessel 
a body of experienced and disciplined men, always 
prepared for action. The war expense of this 
corps is two hundred and seventy thousand nine 


[hundred and fifty-seven dollars and ninety-eight 


cents, per annum; in peace, the expense might be 
reduced to two hundred and seven thousand three 


(hundred and ten dollars, per estimate No. 5, 


which, being added to the estimate No. 4, would 


| make the whole amount to six hundred and fifty- 


one thousand nine hundred and eighty-seven 


| dollars. 
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and provisions, has heretofore been estimated at 
two millions four hundred and three thousand 
eight hundred -dollars and ninety-four cents; to 
complete the wharves and docks, for seasoning 
timber at the six places, where ground has been 
purchased, and to erect suitable houses, for the re- 
ception of public stores, will cost, including what 
has already been expended, six hundred thousand 
dollars; and to make, at two of these places, proper 
docks for repairing of ships, may cost one hun- 
dred thousand dollars, amounting, in the whole, 
to - - - - + =- $8,103,800 00 
From which is to be deducted the 

sums already expended - = 529,299 75 


The acts of Congress have appropriated one 
million of dollars towards building six seventy- 
four gun ships, and for procuring, arming, &e., six 
sloops of war, leaving about seven hundred thou- 
sand dollars to be applied towards the six seventy- 
four gun ships ; also, two hundred thousand dol- 
lars for the purchase of growing or other timber, 
or of timbered lands, for the Navy, and for prepar- 
ing proper places for securing the timber procured ; 
and fifty thousand dollars for the erection of two 
docks, for repairing the public ships. 

Under these acts, contracts have been made for 
eight frames for seventy-four gun ships; two. of 
them under the appropriation of two hundred 
thousand dollars, and the execution of them, gs 
far as six frames, will, it is believed, be completed 
this Winter. A considerable part of the other 
timber, necessary for six ships, has been procured. 
Ground has been purchased at Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, Charlestown, (near Boston,) Phila- 
delphia, the City of Washington, and Norfolk ; 
and measures have been taken to procure ground 
at New York, for capacious buildings and dock- 
yards ; and progress is making in preparing docks 
for receiving the timber, and wharves for building 
the ships. Contracts have also heen made for 
cannon, and for the copper bolts and spikes, and 
for sheathing copper, for the seventy-four gun 
ships; but it is impossible to say how far those 
which respect copper will be executed, the works 
for manufacturing sheathing copper. being ver 


Leaving a balance still to be appro- 
priated,of - = 9-7 $2,574,500 25 
If this balance should be divided into four equal 

parts, and one part should be appropriated in the 

present, and one in each of the three succeeding 
years, the money will be furnished as fast as it 
will be proper to build the ships, to give them 
every chance of Jong duration. 

The timber alone of a seventy-four gun ship - 

will cost, delivered at the ship yard: j 

For the frame, consisting of twenty-seven thou- 
sand three hundred and eighty-seven cubic feet, 

If of live oak, cut to the moulds = - $54,774 00 

If partly of live oak, or other timber 
as valuable, and partly of white 


expensive, and, it is to be feared, beyond the reac oak -. - 41,080 00 
of individual capital and enterprise. _ If of white oak alone - $27,387 00 
The sums already advanced and expended on All the other timber - 40,000 00 a 


these different objects cannot be precisely ascer- 
tained ; but they are not materially different from 
the following estimate: 

For ground and improvements ~- $186,800 00 


All the timber for a frigate, to mount forty-four 
guns, has been estimated to cost fifty thousand 


Timber - - ~-  - ~~ 210,070 00 j dollars. ; 
Copper purchased, and advances on It will be impracticable to get more live oak 
contracts for sheathing coppe - 76,913 00 | from Georgia, after the frames already contracted 
Cannon - - - =- -= - -33,000 00 | for are completed, except from the islands belong- 
Purchase of Grovers Island and ing to the United States, and these are too small 
Black Beard *- - 7 o7 22,516 75 | to furnish more than a few of the most material 


pieces for many ships. It will, also, soon be im- 
practicable to obtain, in the United States, any 
other kind of timber superior to white oak; but 
' there is reason to believe that, when our timber is 
as well seasoned, our white oak ships will last as 
long as those of most other countries. The ex- 
periment has never yet been fairly made. 

When the United States own twelve ships of 
seventy-four guns, and double the number of strong 


$929,299 75 


The agents for disbursing this money are also 
agents for all other.purposes of the Navy; and it 
can only be seen what has been expended, under 
each head of appropriation, on settlement of their 
accounts. To remit money to them under each 
head of appropriation, allowing them to expend | sey uns 
on that particular object only the sum remitted, | frigates, and it is known that they possess the 
would be to create the necessity of keeping, in | means of increasing, with facility, their naval 
each agent’s hands, four or five times as much strength, confidence may be indulged that we may 
public money as necessary ; hence, the practice | then avoid those wars in, which we have no inter- 
has arisen in the Navy Department of drawing | est, and without submitting to be plundered. An 
ón one appropriation, for all Navy purposes, until | annual sum of one hundred and seventeen thou- 
that appropriation is exhausted; leaving until the | sand three hundred and eighty-seven dollars, (over 
settlement of the agent’s accounts the charges 


and above the appropriation for the six seventy- 
against each appropriation for which the money | four gun ships already authorized,) for the pur- 
has been expended. 


chase of timber, to be laid up in docks for seventy- 
The expense of building six seventy-four gun 


four gun ships and frigates, and the adoption of 
ships, and fitting them for sea. with guns and mil- | efficient arrangements to secure the manufacture 
itary stores, and every other article except men 


of copper, the culture of hemp, and the manufac- 
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E * é 3 
ture of canvass, would, in a few years, raise us to 


this desirable state of security. 

Thus, then, it appears that, for the small sum of 
six hundred and fifty-one thousand nine hundred 
and eighty-seven dollars thirty-four cents, the 
United States may keep in constant service six 
frigates; seven others in port, but always ready 
for service; the corps of marines, consisting of 
more than eleven hundred officers and men; and 
may remunerate the past, and secure the future, 
services of a meritorious class of men, who, in 
er either sacrificed more profitable and- less 

azardous private employment, to devote them- 

selves to their country, in a season of peril; or 
who, being qualified by education for any pursuits, 
have entered into the Navy, asa profession, at 
that time of life when professions are usually 
chosen. 

All great maritime nations retain in peace the 


commissioned Navy officers necessary to be em- |, 


ployed in war, by allowing them a portion of their 


monthly pay, on the condition of their holding | 


themselves in readiness, at all times, to be called 
into active service. The same provision 1s not 


` so generally extended to the midshipmen ; but the į 


discrimination is no where just, and, in the United 
States, in the present instance, it would be ex- 
tremely impolitic : for the midshipmen are among 
the most promising young men of our country, 
possess all the materials to make officers equal to 
any in the world, and well merit the fostering care 
of their Government. But it would be injurious 
to themselves and to their country to pay them for 
remaining in idleness at home. No midshipman 
ought to receive half-pay, without exhibiting sat- 
isfactory proof that at least four months of the 
year for which he demanded it had been employ- 
ed by him in acquiring a better knowledge of his 
profession ; if not in foreign service, at least in the 
merchant ships of his own country. 

It also appears that, for the further sum of six 
hundred and forty-three thousand six hundred and 
twenty-five dollars and six cents, appropriated for 
the present, and for each of the three succeeding 
years, six seventy-four gun ships may be added to 
the Navy ; two frames for two other seventy-four 
gun ships may be placed in dock for seasoning; 
six capacious building yards, with docks for re- 
ceiving large quantities of timber, may be prepar- 
ed; and suitable houses, which are indispensable 
for the security of the naval stores, may be erected 
at each of the building yards. 

And that, for the further appropriation of one 


hundred and seventeen thousand three hundred 
and eighty-seven dollars, for the timber of a sev- 
enty-four and a forty-four gun ship, to be repeated 
annually, until an adequate quantity of timber 
shall be obtained, the United States may acquire 
the means of suddenly raising their Navy to any 
size which the exigency of their affairs may de- 
mand. l 

It will require years to cut the timber from the 
woods and to build a ship of seventy-four guns, 
and, after she is built, of green timber, she will 
not last longer than the time consumed in building 
her. A ship of the same size, besides the immense 
advantage in point of duration, may be built and 
sent to sea in less than a year, if all the materials 
are on the spot. Timber may be preserved for 
ages in docks, and ‘at little expense ; and the 
knowledge that we possess-it in that state will in- 
spire nearly as much respect for our flag, as if the 
ships were built and on the ocean. 

In a pecuniary point of view, there can be no 
comparison between the expense of creating a suf- 
ficient Navy, and the loss a commerce, so great as 
ours, will too certainly sustain for the want of 
such protection. But the loss of property is but a 
paltry consideration, compared with all the humil- 
lating and destructive consequences which must 
flow from that debasement of mind which a sys- 
tem of eternal submission to injury and injustice 
cannot fail to produce. 

Before I conclude, I will take the liberty of ob- 
serving, that the business of the Navy Department 
embraces too many objects for the superintendence 
of one person, however gifted. The public inter- 
est, am very sensible, has already suffered from 
this cause; and 1 have no doubt that the estab- 
lishment of a Board, to consist of three or five 
experienced Navy officers, to superintend, in sub- 
ordination to the Head of the Department, such 
parts of the duties as nautical men are best quali- 


| fied to understand and to direct, would produce a 


saving to the public far beyond the expense of 
such an establishment. Their full pay as officers, 
indeed, and full rations, might be deemed sufficient 
compensation for such duty, as it would be proper 
that the members of the Board should retain their 
rank in the Navy. f 
I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, 
your most obedient servant, 
ae BEN. STODDERT. 
Harrison Gray Otis, Esq., 
Chairman of the Committee of Naval Affairs. 


[The tabular statements are omitted.] 


PUBLIC ACTS OF CONGRESS; 


PASSED AT THE FIRST SESSION OF THE SIXTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AND HELD AT 
PHILADELPHIA, DECEMBER 2, 1799. 


AN ACT for reviving and continuing suits and pro- 
ceedings in the Circuit Court for the district of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America, in 
Congress assembled, That all suits, process, and 
proceedings, of what nature or kind soever, which 
were pending in the circuit court of the United 
States, for the district of Pennsylvania, at the time 
appointed by law for holding a session thereof, in 
October, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
nine, and which were discontinued by failure to 
hold the said court, shall be, and they are hereby, 
revived and continued, and ‘the same proceedings 
may and shall be had in the same court, in all suits 
and process aforesaid, and in all things relating to 
the same, as by law might have been had in the 
same court, had it been regularly holden, at the 
time aforesaid. 

‘Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That all 
writs, and other process, which may have been, 
and which shall be issued, by the clerk of the said 
court, bearing teste of April session or October 
session, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
nine, shall be held and deemed of the same valid- 
ity and effect, as if the same court had been re- 
gularly held on the eleventh day of October, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine. 

. Sze. 3, And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be lawful for the judge of the district court of 

the district of Pennsylvania, to direct the clerk 

of the said circuit court to issue such process, for 
the purpose of causing jurors to be summoned to 
attend at the session of the said circuit court, on 
the cleventh day of April next, as hath heretofore 
been issued for the like purposes, returnable to any 
preceding session thereof; and the persons so 
summoned shall, in case of non-attendance, be lia- 
ble to the same penalties as if such process had 
been issued in the ordinary course of proceeding. 

THEODORE SEDGWICK, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

SAMUEL LIVERMORE, 
President of the Senate, pro tempore. 
Approved, December 24, 1799. 
JOHN ADAMS, 
President of the United States. 


An Act extending the privilege of franking to William 
Henry Harrison, the delegate from the Territory of 
the United States Northwest of the Ohio; and mak- 
ing provision for his compensation. 

Be it enacted, &c., That William Henry Har- 
rison, the delegate to Congress from the Territory 
of the United States Northwest of the river Ohio, 


be entitled to the privilege of sending and receiv- 
ing letters free of postage, on the same terms, and 
under the same restrictions, as are provided for the 
members of the Senate and of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, by the act, enti- 
tled “ An act to establish the post office and post 
roads within the United States.” 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
William Henry Harrison shall receive for his 
travelling expenses, and attendance in Congress, 
the sarme compensation as is or may be allowed 
by law, to the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, to be certified and 
paid in like manner. 

Approved, January 2, 1800. 


An Act supplementary to the act, entitled “ An Act to 
provide for the valuation of lands and dwelling- 
houses, and the enumeration of slaves, within the 
United States.” 

Be it enacted, §c., That the commissioners ap- 
pointed under the act to which this is a supple- 
ment, shall have power, on consideration and ex- 
amination of the lists, returns, valuation, and ab- 
stracts, rendered by the assessors, to revise, adjust 
and vary the valuations of lands and dwelling 
houses in each and every sub-division of the sev- 
eral assessment districts, by adding thereto, or de- 
ducting therefrom, such a rate per centum as shall 
appear to be just and reasonable; Provided, That 
the relative valuations of the different lots or tracts 
of land, or dwelling houses in the same sub-divi- 
sion, shall not be changed or affected. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
commissioners may direct the additions ot deduc- 
tions, as aforesaid, to be made out and completed 
by the several principal assessors, or, if they shall 
deem it more advisable, by their clerk, and such 
assistants as they shall find necessary and appoint 
for that purpose: Provided, That the compensa- 
tion to be made to the said assistants shall not ex- 
ceed the pay allowed to the assistant assessors, by 
the act to which this is a supplement. 

Approved, January 2, 1800. 


An Act for the relief of persons imprisoned for debt. 

Be it enacted, §c., That persons imprisoned on 
process issuing from any court of the United States, 
as well at the suit of the United States, as at the 
suit of any person or persons in civil actions, shall 
be entitled to like privileges of the yards or limits 
of the respective jails, as persons confined in like 
cases on process from the courts of the respective 
States, are entitled to, and under the like regula- 
tions and restrictions. 
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Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That any 
person imprisoned on process of execution issuing 
from any court of the United States in civil ac- 
tions, except at the suit of the United States, may 
have the oath or affirmation, hereinafter expressed, 
administered to him by the judge of the district 
court of the United States, within whose juris- 
diction the debtor may be confined; and in case 
there shall be no district judge residing within 
twenty miles of the jail wherein such debtor may 
be confined, such oath or affirmation may be ad- 
ministered by any two persons who may be com- 
missioned for that purpose by the district judge: 
The creditor, his agent or attorney, if either live 
within one hundred miles of the place of impris- 
onment, or within the district in which the judg- 
ment was rendered, having had at least thirty 
days previous notice by a citation served on him, 
issued by the district judge, to appear at the time 
and place therein mentioned, if he sce fit, to show 
cause why the said oath or affirmation should not 
be so administered: At which time and place, if 
no sufficient cause, in the opinion of the judge 
(or the commissioners appointed as aforesaid) be 
shown, or doth from examination appear to the 
contrary, he or they may, at the request of the 
debtor, proceed to administer to him the follow- 
ing cath or affirmation, as the case may be, viz. 
“You —— ——‘solemnly swear (ar affirm) that 
you have no estate, real or personal, in possession, 
reversion, or remainder, to the amount or value 
_of thirty dollars, other. than necessary wearing ap- 
„parel; and that you have not directly or indi- 
‘rectly, given, sold, leased, or otherwise conveyed 
to, or intrusted any person or persons with all or 
any part of the estate, real or personal, whereof 
you have been the lawful owner or possessor, with 
any intent to secure the same, or to receive or ex- 
es any profit or advantage therefrom, or to de- 

taud your creditors, or have caused or suffered to 
be done anything else whatsoever, whereby any 
of your creditors may be defrauded.” Which oath 
or affirmation being administered, the judge or 
commissioners shall certify the same under his or 
their hands to the prison-keeper, and the debtor 
shall be discharged from his imprisonment on such 
judgment, and shall not be liable to be imprisoned 
again for the said debt, but the judgment shall re- 
main good and sufficient in law, and may be satis- 
fied out of any estate which may then, or at any 
time afterwards, belong to the debtor. And the 
judge or commissioners, in addition to the cer- 
tificate by them made and delivered to the prison- 
keeper, shall make return of their doings to the 
district court, with the commission, in cases where 
a commission has been issued, to be kept upon 
the files and record of the same court. And 
the said judge, or commissioners, may send for 
books and papers, and have the same authority as 
a court of record, to compel the appearance of 
witnesses, and administer to them, as well as: to 
-the debtor, the oaths or affirmations necessary for 
the inquiry into, and discovery of the true state 
6f the debtor’s property, transactions and affairs. 
Sue, And be it further enacted, That when 
«the examination and proceedings aforesaid, in the 


opinion of the said judge or commissioners, can- 
not be had with safety or convenience in the pri- 
son wherein the debtor is confined, it shall be 
lawful for him or them, by warrant under his or 
their hand and seals, to order the marshal or pri- 
son-keeper, to remove the debtor to such other 
place, convenient and near to the prison, as he or 
they may see fit; and to remand the debtor to the 
same prison, if, upon examination or cause shown 
by the creditor, it shall appear that the debtor 
ought not to be admitted to take the above recited 
oath or affirmation, or that he is holden for any 
other cause. 

Src. 4. And beit further enacted, That if any 
person shall falsely take any oath or affirmation, 
authorized by this act, such person shall be deemed 
guilty of perjury, and, upon conviction thereof, 
shall suffer the pains and penalties in that case 
provided : and, in case any false oath or affirma- 
tion be so taken by the debtor, the court, upon the 
motion of the creditor, shall recommit the debtor 


to the prison from whence he was liberated, there 


to be detained for the said debt,in the same manner 
as if such oath or affirmation had not. been taken. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That any 
person imprisoned upon process issuing from any 
court of the United States, except at the suit of 
the United States, in any civil action, against 
whom judgment has heen or shall be recovered, 
shall be entitled to the privileges and relief pro- 
vided by this act, after the expiration of thirty 
days from the time such judgment has been or 
shall be recovered, though the creditor should not, 
within that time, sue out his execution, and charge 
the debtor therewith. ; 

Approved, January 6, 1800. 
An Act for the preservation of peace with the Indian 

tribes. 


Be it enacted, §c., That if any citizen or other 
person residing within the United States, or the 
territory thereof, shall send any talk, speech, mes- 
sage, or letter, to any Indian nation, tribe, or chief, 
with an intent to produce a contravention or in- 
fraction of any treaty or other law of the United 
States, or to disturb the peace and tranquillity of 
the United States, he shall forfeit a sum not ex- 
ceeding two thousand dollars, and be imprisoned 
not exceeding two years. 

Serc. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any 
citizen or other person shall carry or deliver any 
such talk, speech, message, or letter, to or from 
any Indian nation, tribe, or chief, from or to any 
person or persons whatsoever, residing Within the 
United States, or from or to any subject, citizen, 
or agent of any foreign Power or State, knowing 
the contents thereof, he shall forfeit a sum not ex- 
ceeding one thousand dollars, and be imprisoned 
not exceeding twelve months. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That if any 
citizen or other person, residing or being among 
the Indians, or elsewhere within the territory of 
the United States, shall carry on a correspondence, 
by letter or otherwise, with any foreign nation or 


‘power, with an intent to induce such foreign na- 


tion or power, to excite any Indian nation, tribe, 
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or chief, to war against the United. States, or to 
the violation of any existing treaty ; or in case any 
citizen or other person shall alienate, or attempt to 
alienate, the confidence of the Indians from the 
Government of the United States, or from any 
such person or persons-as are or may be employed 
and intrusted by the President of the United States 
as a commissioner or commissioners, agent or 
agents, or in any capacity whatever, for facilitat- 
ing or preserving a friendly intercourse with the 
Indians, or for managing the concerns of the Uni- 
ted States with them, he shall forfeit a sum not 
exceeding one thousand dollars, and be imprisoned 
not exceeding twelve months. 

Sec. 4, And be tt further enacted, That the 
provisions of the act, entitled “An act to regulate 
trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and 
to preserve peace on the frontiers,” passed the third 
day of March, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-nine, be, and the same are hereby extended 
to carry into effect this act, and for the trial and 
punishment of offences against it, in the same 
manner as if they were herein specially recited. 

Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall continue and be in force until the third day 
of March, in the year one thousand eight hundred 
and two, and no longer. 

Approved, January 17, 1800. 


An Act-to repeal part of an act, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for mitigating or remitting the forfeitures, penal- 
ties, and disabilities, accruing in certain cases there- 
in mentioned, and to continue in force the residue of 
the same.” 

Be it enacted, £c., That the fourth section of 
an act, entitled “An act to provide for mitigating 
or remitting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabil- 
ities, accruing in certain cases therein mentioned,” 
passed on the third day of March, one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-seven, shall be, and the 

‘same is hereby repealed, and the residue of the said 

act shall be, and the same is hereby, continued in 

full force without limitation of time. 

Approved, February 11, 1800. 


An Act giving further time to the holders of military 
warrants, to register and locate the same. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall, for the space of fourteen days af- 
ter the expiration of the nine months heretofore 
allowed for that purpose, by the act, entitled “An 
act regulating the grants of land, appropriated for 
military services, and for the Society of the Uni- 
ted Brethren for propagating the Gospel among 
the Heathen,” register warrants for military ser- 
vices in the form and manner as is prescribed by 
the said recited act; and the priority of location 
of said warrants, and the warrants registered un- 
der the’said recited act, shall be determined by lot, 
immediately after the expiration of the said four- 
teen days, and a day for the location shall be fixed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, in a public no- 

„tice given in one of the gazettes of the city of 
Philadelphia. 


Approved, February 11, 1800. 


An Act to suspend in part, an act, entitled “An act to 
augment the army of the United States; and for other 
purposes.” 


Be it enacted, §c.. That all further enlistments 
under the second section of an act, entitled “An 
act to augment the army of the United States, and 
for other purposes,” shall be suspended until the 
further order of Congress, unless in the recess of 
Congress, and during the continuance of the ex- 
isting differences between the United States and 
the French Republic, war shall break out between 
the United States and the French Republic, or 
imminent danger of invasion of their territory by 
the said Republic, shall, in the opinion of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, be discovered to exist. 

Approved, February 20, 1800. 


An Act further to suspend the commercial intercourse 
between the United States and France, and the de- 
pendencies thereof. 


Be it enacted, §c., That all commercial inter- 
course between any persons resident within the 
United States or under their protection, and any 
person or persons resident within the territories of 
the French Republic, or any of the dependencies 
thereof, shall be, and, from and after the second 
day of March next, is hereby prohibited and far- 
ther suspended, excepting only in the cases here- 
inafter provided. And any ship or vessel, owned, 
hired, or employed, wholly or in part, by any per- 
son or persons resident within the United States, 
or any citizen or citizens thereof resident elsewhere, 
and sailing -therefrom after that day, which, con- 
trary to the intent hereof, shall be voluntarily car- 
ried, or shall be destined or permitted to proceed, 
or shall be sold, bartered, intrusted, or transferred, 
for ‘the purpose that she may proceed, whether 
directly or from any intermediate port or place 
within the territories of that Republic, or any of 
the dependencies thereof; or shall be engaged in 
any traffic or commerce, by or for any person resi- 
dent within the territories of that Republic, or 
within any of the dependencies thereof; and also 
any cargo which shall be found on board such 
ship or vessel, when detected and interrupted in 
such unlawful purpose, or at her return from such 
voyage to the United States, shall be wholly for- 
feited, and may be seized and condemned in any 
court of the United States having competent ju- 
risdiction. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That except- 
ing for foreign ships or vessels owned, hired, and 
employed by persons permanently residing in 
Europe, and ‘commanded an! wholly navigated 
by foreigners, no clearance for a foreign voyage 
shall be granted to any ship or vessel whatever, 
until the owner or employer for the voyage, or if 
not resident within the district where the clearance 
shall be required, his factor or agent, with the mas- 
ter and one or more sufficient surety or sureties 
to the satisfaction of the collector of the district, 
shall give bond to the United States, such owner, 
employer, or factor, with the master, In a sum 
equal to the value of the vessel, and of one-third of 
her cargo; and such surety or sureties in a like 
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sum, when it shall not exceed ten thousand dol- 
lars; and if it shall exceed, then in that sum, with 
condition that the ship or vessel for which a clear- 
ance shall be required, is actually destined, and 
shall proceed to some port or place without the 
limits or jurisdiction of the French Republic, or 
any of the dependencies thereof, and during the 
intended voyage shall not be voluntarily carried, 
or permitted to proceed or sold, intrusted or trans- 
ferred, with the purpose that she may proceed, 
whether directly or from any intermediate port 
or place, to any port or place within the territories 
of that Republic, or any of the dependencies there- 
of; and shall not, at any such port or place, vol- 
untarily deliver or unlade any part of such cargo; 
and, if compelled by distress of weather, or taken 
by force into any such port or place, will not there 
receive on board of such ship or vessel, any goods, 
produce, or merchandise, other than necessary sea- 
stores; and generally, that such ship or vessel shall 
not be employed in any traffic or commerce, with 
or for any person resident within the territory of 
the French Republic, or any of the dependencies 
thereof. 

Sec. 3. Provided, and be it further enacted, 
That when any ship or vessel which shall obtain 
a clearance for a foreign voyage, after a bond 
shall be given as aforesaid, shall be compelled by 
distress of weather, or other casualty endangering 
the safety of such ship or vessel, or of the miri- 
ners on board the same, or shall be taken by any 
armed vessel, or other superior force, into any port 
or place within the territories of the French Re- 
public, or any of the dependencies thereof, and 
shall there necessarily unlade and deliver, or shall 
be deprived of any cargo then on board, then, and 
in such case, the master or other person having 
charge of such ship or vessel, may receive com- 
pensation or payment in bills of exchange, or in 
money or bullion, for such cargo, but not otherwise, 
and shall not be understood thereby to contravene 
this law, or to incur a forfeiture of the said bond. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That no ship 
or vessel coming from any port or place within 
the territories of the French Republic, or any of 
the dependencies thereof, whether with or without 
a cargo, or from any other port or place, with a 
cargo on board obtained for, or laden on board of 
such vessel at any port or place within the said 
territories or dependencies, which shall arrive 
within the limits of the United States, after the 
second day of March next, shall be admitted to 
entry with the collector of any district; and each 
and every such ship or vessel which shall arrive 
as aforesaid, having on board any goods, wares, 
or merchandise, destined to be delivered within 
the United States, contrary to the intent of this 
act, or which shall have otherwise contravened the 
same, together with the cargo which shall be found 
on board, shall be forfeited, and may be seized and 
condemned in any court of the United States hav- 
ing competent jurisdiction: Provided, That no- 
thing herein contained shall be construed to pro- 
hibit:the entry of any vessel having a passport 
granted under the authority of the French Re- 
“public, and solely employed for purposes of politi- 


eal or national intercourse with the Government 
of the United States, and not in any commercial 
intercourse, and which shall be received, and per- 
mitted by the President of the United States to 
remain within the same: And provided, also, that 
until the first day of August next, and no longer, 
any ship or vessel, wholly owned or employed by 
a foreigner, other than any person resident in 
France, or in any of the dependencies of the French 


Republic, and which coming therefrom shall be 
destined to the United States, and shall arrive 
within the same, not having otherwise contra- 
yened this act, shall be required and permitted to 
depart therefrom; and in case she shall according- 
ly depart without any unreasonable delay, and 
without delivery, or attempting to deliver, any cargo 
or lading within the United States, suchship or ves- 
sel, or any cargo which.may be on board the same, 
shall not be liable to the forfeiture aforesaid. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That if any 
ship or vessel, coming from any port or place 
within the territories of the French Republic, or 
any of the dependencies thereof, or with any cargo 
there obtained on board, but not destined. to an 
port or place within the United States, sha l 
be compelled by distress of weather, or other 
necessity, to put into any port or place within 
the limits of the United: States, such ship or ves- 
sel shall be there hospitably received in the man- 
ner prescribed by the act, entitled, “An act to 
regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage ;” and shall be permitted to make such 
repairs, and to obtain such supplies, as shall be 
necessary to enable her to proceed according to 
her destination; and such repairs and supplies 
being obtained, shall be thereafter required and 
permitted to depart. But if such ship or vessel 
shall not conform to the regulations prescribed by 
the act last mentioned, or shall unlade any part 
of her cargo, or shall take on board any cargo or 
supplies whatever, without the permit of the col- 
lector of the district previously obtained therefor, 
or shall refuse, or unreasonably delay to depart 
from and out of the United States, alter having 
received a written notice to depart, which such 
collector may, and shall give as soon as such ship 
or vessel shall be fit for sea; or having departed 
shall return to the United States, not being com- 
pelled thereto by further distress or necessity, in 
each and every such case, such ship or vessel and 
her cargo shall be forfeited, and may be seized and 
condemned in any court of the United States 
having competent jurisdiction. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That at any 
ume after the passing of this act, it shall be law- 
ful for the President of the United States, by 
his order, to remit and discontinue for the time 
being, whenever he shall deem it expedient, and 
for the interest of the United States, all, or any 
of the restraints and prohibitions imposed by this 
act, in respect to the territories of the French Re- 
public, or to any island, port or place belonging 
to the said republic, with which in his opinion a 
commercial intercourse may be safely renewed ; 
and also it shall be lawful for the President of the 
United States, whenever he shall afterwards deem 
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it expedient, to revoke such order, and hereby to 
re-establish such restraints and prohibitions: And 
the President of the United States shall be, and 
he is hereby, authorized. to make proclamation 
thereof accordingly. ta 
Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the 
whole of the island of Hispaniola shall, for the 
ur poses of this act, be considered as a dependency 
of the French Republic: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be deemed to repeal or an- 
nul, in any part; the order or proclamation of the 
President of the United States, heretofore issued 
for permitting commercial, intercourse with cer- 
tain ports of that island. 
Src. 8. And beit further enacted, That it shall 
be lawful for the President of the United States, 


to give instructions to the public armed vessels of 


the United States, to stop and examine any ship 
or vessel. of the United States on the high sea, 
which there may be reason to. suspect to be enga- 
ged in any traffic or commerce contrary to this 
act, and if, upon. examination, it shall appear that 
such’ship or vessel.is bound. or sailing to or from 
any port or place, contrary to the true intent and 
meaning of this aet, it shall be the duty of the 
commander of such- public armed vessel, to seize 
every ship or vessel engaged in such illicit com- 
merce, and send the same to the nearest conveni- 
ent port of the United States, to be there prose- 
cuted in due course of law, and held liable to the 
penalties and forfeitures provided by this act. 

Suc. 9. And be it further enacted, That all 
penalties and forfeitures incurred by force of this 
act, shall and may be examined, mitigated, and 
remitted, in like manner, and under the like con- 
ditions, regulations, and restrictions, as are pre- 
scribed, authorized, and directed by the act, enti- 
tled “An act to provide for mitigating or remit- 
ting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities ac- 
cruing in certain cases therein mentioned ;” and all 
penalties and forfeitures, which may be recovered, 
in pursuance of this act, in consequence of any 
seizure made by the commander of any public 
armed vessel of the United States, shall be dis- 
tributed according to the rules prescribed by the 
act, entitled “An act for the government of the 
navy of the United States ;” and all other penal- 
ties arising under this act, and which may be re- 
covered, shall be distributed and accounted for in 
the manner prescribed by the act, entitled “An 
act to regulate the collection of duties on im- 
ports and tonnage.” 

Suc. 10. And be it further enacted, That no- 
thing contained in this act shall extend to any 
ship or vessel to which the President of the United 
States shall grant a permission to enter and clear; 
provided such ship or vessel shall be solely em- 
ployed, pursuant to such permission, for purposes 
of national intercourse; and shall not be permit- 
ted to proceed with, or to bring to the United 
States, any cargo or lading whatever, other than 
necessary sea-stores. ‘i 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the 
act entitled “ An act further to suspend the com- 
mercial intercourse between the United States 
and France, and the dependencies thereof,” shall 
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be, and is hereby continued, and shall be taken to 
be in force in respect to all offences, which shall 
have been committed against the same, before the 
expiration thereof; and to the intent that all seiz- 
ures, forfeitures, and penalties, arising upon such 
offences, may be had, sued for, prosecuted, and 
recovered, any limitation of the said act to the 
contrary hereof notwithstanding. 

Suc. 12. And be it further enacted, That this 
act shall be and remain in force until the. third 
day of March, one thousand eight hundred and 
one: Provided, however, the expiration thereof 
shall not prevent or defeat any seizure, or prosecu- 
tion for a forfeiture, incurred under this act, and 
during the continuance thereof. ? 

Approved, F'ebruary 27, 1800. 


An Act providing for the second Census or enumera- 
tion of the inhabitants of the United States. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the marshals of the 


several districts of the United States and the 


secretaries of the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the river Ohio, and of the Missis- 


sippi Territory, respectively, shall be, and they are 


hereby authorized and required, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State, and according to 


such instructions as he shall give pursuant to this 


act, to cause the number of the inhabitants within 
their respective districts and territories to be taken ; 
omitting in such enumeration Indians not taxed 
and distinguishing free persons, including those 


bound to service for a term of years from all 
others; distinguishing also the sexes. and colors 


of free persons,and the free males under ten years 
of age; those of ten years and under sixteen, 
those of sixteen and under twenty-six, those of 
twenty-six and under forty-five, those of forty-five 
and upwards. And distinguishing free females 
under ten years of age, those of ten years and 
under sixteen, those of sixteen and under twenty- 
six, those of twenty-six and under forty-five, those 
of forty-five and upwards; for effecting which 
purpose, the marshals and secretaries aforesaid 
shall have power to appoint as many assistants 
within their respective districts and territories, as 
aforesaid, as to them shall appear necessary ; 
assigning to cach assistant a certain division of 
his district or territory, which division shall con- 
sist of one or more counties, cities, towns, town- 
ships, hundreds, or parishes, or of a territory plainly 
and distinctly bounded by water courses, moun- 
tains, or public roads: The marshals or secretaries, 
as the case may be, and their assistants, shail, re- 
spectively, take an oath or affirmation, before some 
judge’ or justice of the peace, resident within 
their respective districts or territories, previous to 
their entering on the discharge of the duties by 
this act required. The oath or affirmation of the 
marshal or secretary shall be: “I, A. B. marshal 
of the district of , (or secretary of the terri- 
tory of , as the case may be,) do solemnly 
swear or affirm, that I will well and truly cause 
to be made a just and perfect enumeration and 
description of all persons resident within my dis- 
trict or territory, and return the same to the Sec- 
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retary of State, agreeably to the directions of an 
act of Congress, entitled ‘An act providing for 
the enumeration of thé inhabitants of the United 
States, according to the best of my ability.” The 
oath or affirmation of an assistant shall be: “I, 
A. B., do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will 
make a just and perfect enumeration and descrip- 
tion of all persons resident within the division 
assigned to me by the marshal of the district of 
-—, (or the secretary of the territory of as 
the case may be,) and make dué return thereof to 
the said marshal, or secretary, agreeably to the 
directions of an act of Congress, entitled ‘An 
act providing for the enumeration of the inhabi- 
tants of the United States, according to the best 
of my abilities.” The enumeration shall com- 
mence on the first Monday of August next, and 
shall close within nine calendar months there- 
after. The several assistants shall, within the 
said nine months, transmit to the marshal or sec- 
retaries, by whom they shall be respectively ap- 
pointed, accurate returns of all persons, except 
Indians, not taxed, within their respective divis- 
ions; which returns shall be made ina schedule, 
distinguishing in each county, parish, township, 
town or city, the several families, by the names of 
their master, mistress, steward, overseer, or other 
principal person therein, in the manner following, 
that is to say: The number of persons within 
my division consisting of ——, appears in a sche- 
dule hereto annexed, subscribed by me this —— 
day of ——, A. B. assistant to the marshal of 
——— or to the secretary of ——. 


Name of county, parish, township, town, 
or city, where the family resides. 


| Name of head of family. 


Free white males under ten years of age. 


| Free white males of ten and under six- 
a teen. 
Free white males of sixteen and under 
twenty-six, including heads of families. 
Free white males of twenty-six and under 
forty-five including heads of families. 
Free white males of forty-five and upwards, 
including heads of families. 
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Free white females under ten years of age. 

Free white females of ten years and under 

sixteen. ‘ : 

Free white females of sixteen and under 

twenty-six, including heads of families. | $ 
Free white females of twenty-six, and un- | S- 
der forty-five, including heads of families. | = 
-f Free white females of forty-five and üp- & 
wards, including heads of families. & 
AlLother free persons, except Indians not & 
: taxed. > 
a 
[e , 


. And be it further enacted, That every 


king a false return of the enumeration to the mar- 
shal or secretary e the case may be) within the 
time by this. act- limited, shall forfeit the sum of 
two hundred dollars. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
marshal and secretaries shall file the several re- 
turns aforesaid, with the clerks.of their respective 
districts or superior courts, (as the case may be,) 
who are hereby directed to receive and carefully 
preserve the same. And the marshals or secreta- 
ries, respectively, shall, on or before the first day 
of September, one thousand eight hundred and 
one, transmit to the Secretary of State the ag- 
gregate amount of each description of persons 
within their respective districts or territories. And 
every marshal or ‘secretary failing to file the re- 
turns of his assistants, or any of them, with the 
clerks of their respective courts as aforesaid, or 
failing to return the aggregate amount of each 
description of persons in their respective districts 
or territories, as the same shall appear, from said 
returns, to the Secretary of State, within the time 
limited by this act, shall, for every such offence, 
forfeit the sum of eight hundred dollars ; all which 
forfeitures shall be recoverable in the courts of 
the districts or territories where the offences shall 
be committed, or in the circuit courts to be held 
within the same, by action of debt, information, or 
indictment; the one half thereof to the use of the 
United States, and the other halfto the informer; 
but where the prosecution shall be first instituted on 
behalf of the United States, the whole shall accrue 
to their use. And for the more effectual discovery 
of offences, the judges of the several districts, and 
of the supreme courts, in the territories of the 
United States, as aforesaid, at their next sessions, 
to be held after the expiration of the time allowed 
for making the returns of the enumeration here- 
by directed, to the Secretary of State, shall give 
this act in charge to the grand juries, in thetr re- 
spective courts, and shall cause the returns of the 
several assistants to be laid before them for their 
inspection. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That every 
assistant shall receive at the rate of one dollar for 
every hundred persons by him returned, where 
such persons reside in the country, and where 
such persons reside in a city or town containing 
more than three thousand persons, such assistant 
shall receive at the rate of one dollar for every 
three hundred persons, but where, from the dis- 
persed situation of the inhabitants in some divis- 
ions, one dollas for every one hundred persons 
shall be insufficient, the marshal or secretaries, 
with the approbation of the judges of their re- 
spective districts or territories, may make such 
further allowance to the assistants in such divis- 
ions, as shall be deemed an adequate compensa- 
tion: Provided, The same does not exceed one 
dollar for every fifty persons by them returned. 
‘The several marshals and secretaries shall receive 
as follows: The marshal of the district of Maine, 
two hundred dollars; the marshal of the district 
of New Hampshire, two hundred dollars; the 
marshal of: the district of Massachusetts, three 


a sistant, failing to make a proper. return, or, ma- | hundred dollars; the marshal of the district of 
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Rhode Island, one hundred and fifty dollars; the 
marshal of the district of Connecticut, two hun- 
dred dollars; the marshal of the district of Ver- 
mont, two hundred dollars; the marshal of. the 
district of New York, three hundred dollars; the 
marshal of the district of New Jersey, two hun- 
dred dollars ; the marshal of the district of Penn- 
sylvania, three hundred dollars; the marshal of 
the district of Delaware, one hundred dollars; the 
marshal of the district of Maryland, three hun- 
dred dollars; the marshal of the district of Vir- 
ginia, five hundred dollars; the marshal of the 
district of Kentucky, two hundred and fifty dol- 
lars; the marshal of. the district of North Caroli- 
na, three hundred and fifty dollars; the marshal 
of the district of South Carolina, three hundred 
dollars; the marshal of the district of Georgia, 
two hundred and fifty dollars; the marshal of the 
district of Tennessee, two hundred dollars ; the 
secretary of the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the Ohio, two hundred dollars; the 
secretary of the Mississippi Territory, one hun- 
dred dollars. ` 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That every 
person whose usual place of abode shall be in any 
family on the aforesaid first Monday in August 
next, shall be returned as of such family, and the 
name of every person who shall be an inhabitant 
of any district or territory, but without a settled 
place: of residence, shall be inserted in the column 
of the aforesaid schedule, which is allotted for the 
heads of families in that division where. he or 
she shall be, on the said first Monday in August 
next, and every person occasionally absent at the 
time of the enumeration, as belonging to that 
place in which he or. she usually resides in the 
United States. 

Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That each 
and every free person, more than sixteen years of 
age, whether heads of families or not, belonging 
to any family, within any division, district, or 
territory made or established within the United 
States, shall be, and hereby is, obliged to render to 
such assistant of the division, a true account, if 
required, to the best of his or her knowledge, of 
all and every person belonging to such family, re- 
spectively, according to the several descriptions 
aforesaid, on pain of forfeiting twenty dollars, to 
be sued for and recovered by such assistant, the one 
half for his own use, and the other half to the use 
of the United States. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That each 
assistant shall, previous to making his returns to 
the marshal or secretary, (as the case may be,) 
cause a correct copy, signed by himself, of the 
schedule containing the number of inhabitants 
within his division, to be set up at two of the 
most publie places within the same, there to re- 
main for the inspection of all concerned, for each 
of which copies the said assistant shall be entitled 
to receive two dollars; provided, proof of the 
schedule having been so set up and suffered to re- 
main, shall be transmitted to the marshal or sec- 
retary, (as the case may be,) with the return of 
the number of the persons; and in case any as- 
sistant shall fail to make such proof to the mar- 
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shal or secretary, as aforesaid, he shall forfeit the 
compensation by this act allowed him. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That. the 
Secretary of State shall be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and required to transmit to the marshals of 
the several States, and to the secretaries afore- 
said, regulations and instructions pursuant to this 
act, for carrying the same into effect; and, also, 
the forms contained therein of schedule to be re- 
turned, and proper interrogatories to be adminis- 
tered by the several persons who shall be em- 
ployed therein. 

Approved, February 28, 1800. 


An Act in addition to an act, entitled “An act regu- 
lating the grants of land appropriated for military 
services, and for the Society of the United Brethren 
for propagating the Gospel among the Heathen.” 


Be it enacted, §c., That the respective points 
of intersection of the lines actually run, as the 
boundaries of the several townships surveyed by 
virtue of the act entitled “An act regulating the 
grants of land appropriated for military services, 
and for the Society of the United Brethren for 
propagating the Gospel among the Heathen,” ac- 
cordingly as the said lines have been marked and 
ascertained at the time when the same were run, 
notwithstanding the same are not in conformity 
to the act aforesaid, or shall not appear to corres- 
pond with the plat of the survey which has been 
returned by the surveyor general, shall be consid- 


| ered, and they are hereby declared, to be the cor- 


ners of the said townships ; that, in regard to ev- 
ery such township as by the plat and survey re- 
turned by the surveyor general is stated to con- 
tain four thousand acres in each quarter thereof, 
the points on each of the boundary lines of such 
township, which are at equal distance from those 
two corners of the same township, which stand 
on the same boundary line, shall be considered, 
and they are hereby declared, to be corners of the 
respective quarters of such township; that the 
other boundary lines of the said quarter townships 
shall be straight lines, ran from each of the last- 
mentioned corners of quarter townships to the 
corner of quarter townships on the opposite bound- 
ary line of the same township; and that in regard 
to every such township as by the said return is 
stated to contain, in any of the quarters thereof, 
more or less than the quantity of four thousand 
acres, the corners marked in the boundary lines of 
such township to designate the quarters thereof, ’ 


‘shall be considered, and they are hereby declared, 


to be the corners of the quarter townships thereof, 
although the same may be found at unequal dis- 
tances from the respective corners of such town- 
ships. And such townships shall be divided by run- 
ning lines through the same from the corners of the 
quarter townships actually marked, whether the 
interior lines thus extended shall be parallel to 
the exterior lines of the said township or not; 
and that each of the said quarter townships thus 
bounded, shall, in every proceeding to be had un- 
der the above-mentioned or this act, be considered 
as containing the exact quantity expressed in the 
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plat and survey thereof returned by the surveyor 
general. zek 

Szo. 2. And be it farther enacted, That it shall 
be lawful for the proprietors or holders of war- 
rants for military services, which have been, or 
shall be, registered at the Treasury, in pursuance 
of the act entitled “An act regulating the grants 
of land appropriated for military services, and for 
the Society of the United Brethren for propaga- 
ting the Gospel among the Heathen,” during the 
time, in the manner, and according to the rights 
of priority, which may be acquired in pursuance 
of said act, to locate the quantities of land men- 
tioned in the warrants by them, respectively, re- 
gistered, as aforesaid, on any quarter township or 
fractional part of a quarter township, in the gen- 
eral tract mentioned and described in said act: 
Provided, always, That the fractional quarter 
townships upon the river Sciota and those upon 
the river Muskingum, adjoining the grant made to 
Ebenezer Zane, or the towns Salem, Gnadenhut- 
ten, or Shoenbrun, or the Indian boundary line, 
shall in every case be accepted and taken in full 
satisfaction for four thousand acres. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever locations shall be made on any quarter town- 
ship, which, according to the actual survey and 
plat thereof, returned by the surveyor general, is 
stated to contain less than the quantity of four 
thousand acres, except. in the case. of: fractions 

rovided for in the. preceding section, it shall be 
lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury to issue, 
or cause to be issued, certificates expressing the 
number of acres remaining unsatisfied of any re- 
gistry of warrants for the quantity of four thou- 
sand acres, made in pursuance of the act before 
recited, which certificates shall have the same va- 
lidity and effect, and be liable to be barred in like 
manner as warrants granted for military services, 
but no certificate shall be granted, nor any claim 
allowed for less than fifty acres, nor for the navi- 
gable water contained within the limits of any 
quarter township or fractional quarter township. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever a location shall be made on any quarter town- 
ship, which, according to the actual survey and 
plat thereof, returned by the surveyor general, is 
stated to exceed the quantity of four thousand 
acres, no patent shall be issued in- pursuance 
thereof, until the person making such location 
shall deposit at the Treasury warrants for mili- 
tary services, or certificates issued by virtue of the 
preceding section, equal to the excess above four 
thousand acres, contained in such quarter town- 
ship, or shall pay into the Treasury of the United 
States two dollars per acre, in the certificates of 
the six per cent. funded debt of the United States, 
or money, for each acre of the excess above four 
thousand acres as aforesaid. “ 

Bec. 5. And be it further enacted, That after 
.osthe'priority of location shall have been determined, 
and after the proprietors or holders of warrants 


iwis for: military services shall have designated the 


tracts by them respectively elected, it shall be 
‘the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 


War, fifty quarter townships,.of the lands remain- 
ing unlocated, which quarter townships, together 
with the fractional parts of townships remaining 
unlocated, shall be reserved for satisfying war- 
rants granted to individuals for their military ser- 
| vices, in the manner hereafter provided. 

Sec. 6.. And be it further enacted, That the 
land in each of the quarter townships designated 
as aforesaid, and in such of the fractional parts of 
quarter townships, as may then remain unlocated, 
shall be divided by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
upon the respective plats thereof, as returned by 
the surveyor general, into as many lots, of one 
hundred acres each, as shall be equal, as nearly as 
may be, to the quantity such quarter township or 
fraction is stated to contain; each of which lots 
shall be included, where practicable, between 
parallel lines, one hundred and sixty perches in 
length, and one hundred perches in width, and 
shall be designated, by progressive numbers, upon 
the plat or survey of every such quarter township 
and fraction respectively. 

Src. 7. And be tt further enacted, That, from 
and after the sixteenth day of March, it shall be 
lawful for the holder of any warrant granted for 
military services, to locate at any time before-the 
first day of January, one thousand eight hundred 
and two, the number of hundred acres expressed in 
such warrant, on any lot or lots, from time to time, 
remaining unlocated within the tracts reserved 
as aforesaid, and upon surrendering such warrant 
to the Treasury, the holder thereof shall be enti- 
tled to receive a patent, in the manner and upon 
the conditions heretofore prescribed bylaw; which 
patent shall, in every case, express the range, town- 
ship, quarter township, or fraction, and number of 
the lot located as aforesaid; but no location shall 
be allowed, nor shall any patent be issued for any 
lot or lots of one hundred acres, except in the 
name of the person originally entitled to such 
warrant, or the heir or heirs of the person so en- 
titled; nor shall any land so located and patented 
to a person originally entitled to such warrant, be 
considered as in trust for any purchaser, or be sub- 
ject to any contract made before the date of such 
patent, and the title to lands acquired, in conse- 
quence of patents issued as aforesaid, shall and 
may be alienated in pursuance of the laws, which 
have been, or shall be, passed in the Territory of 
the United States Northwest of the river Ohio, 
for regulating the transfer of real property, and 
not otherwise. 

Src. 8. And be it further enacted, That in all 
cases, after the sixteenth of March next, where 
more than one application is made for the same 
tract, at the same time, under this act, or under 
the act to which this is in addition, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall determine the priority of 
location by lot. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
advertise the tracts which may be reserved for 
location, in lots of one hundred acres, in one news- 
paper in each of the States, and in the territory 
aforesaid, for and during the term of three months. 


-Signate by tot, in the presence of the Secretary of |- Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
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actual. plat and survey, returned: by the surveyor 
general, of quarter townships, and fractional parts 
of quarter townships, contained in the tract men- 
tioned and described in the act to which this is a 
supplement, shall be considered as final and con- 
clusive; so far- as relates.to the quantity of land 
supposed to be contained in the quarter townships 
and fractions, so that no claim shall hereafter be 
set up against the United States by any proprie- 
tor or holder of warrants for military services, on 
account of any deficiency in the quantity of land 
contained. in the quarter township, or fractional 
pete a quarter township, which shall have been 
ocated by such proprietor or holder, nor shall 
any claim. be hereafter set up by the United States 
against such proprietor or holder. on account of 
any excess in the. quantity of land contained 
therein. ; 
Approved, March 1, 1800. 


An Act providing for salvage in cases of recapture. 


Be it enacted, §c., That when any vessel other 
than a vessel of war or privateer, or when any 
goods. which. shall. hereafter. be taken as prize by 
any vessel, acting under authority from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, shall appear to have 
before belonged’ to any person or persons, resident 
within or under the protection of the United 
States,.and to have been taken by an enemy of 
the United States, cr under authority, or pretence 
of authority, from any Prince, Government, or 
State, against which the United States have au- 
thorized, or shall authorize defence. or reprisals, 
such vessel or goods not having been condemned 
as prize by competent authority before the recap- 
ture thereof, the. same shall be restored to the 

-former owner or owners thereof, he or they pay- 
ing for and in lieu of salvage, if retaken by a pub- 
lic vessel of the United States, one-eighth part, and 
if retaken by a private vessel of the United States, 
one-sixth part of the true value of the vessel or 
goods. so to be restored, allowing and excepting 
all imposts and public duties to which the same 
may be liable. And if the vessel so retaken shall 
-appear to have been set forth and armed as a ves- 
sel of war, before such capture or afterwards, and 
before the retaking thereof as aforesaid, the former 
owner or owners, on the restoration thereof, shall 
be adjudged to pay, for and in lieu of salvage, one 
moiety of the true value of such vessel of war or 
privateer. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That when 
any vessel or goods, which shall hereafter be taken 
as prize, by any vessel acting under authority from 
the Government of the United States, shall ap- 
pear to have before belonged to the United States, 
and to have been taken by an enemy of the Uni- 
ted States, or under authority, or pretence of au- 
thority, from any Prince, Government, or State, 
against which the United States have authorized, 
or shall authorize defence or reprisals, such public 
vessel not having been condemned as prize by 
competent authority before the recapture thereof, 
the same shall be restored to the United States. 
“And for and in lieu of salvage, there shall be paid 


from the Treasury of the United States, pursuant 
to the final decree which shall be made in such 
ease by any court of the United States, having 
competent jurisdiction thereof, to the parties who 
shall be thereby entitled to receive the same, for 
the recapture as aforesaid, of an unarmed vessel, 
or any goods therein, one-sixth part of the true 
value thereof, when made by a private vessel of 
the United States, and one-twelfth part of such 
value when the recapture shall be made by a pub- 
lic armed. vessel of the United States; and for the 
recapture as aforesaid of a public armed vessel, or 
any goods therein, one moiety of the true value 
thereof, when made by a private vessel of the 
United States, and one-fourth part of such value, 
when such recapture shall be made by a public 
armed vessel of the United States. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That when 
any vessel or goods which shall be taken as prize 
as aforesaid, shall appear to have belonged to any 
person or persons permanently resident within the 
territory, and under the protection of any foreign 
Prince, Government, or State, in amity with the 
United States, and to have been taken by an 
enemy of the United States, or by authority or 
pretence of authority from any Prince, Govern- 
ment, or State, against which the United States 
have authorized, or shall authorize, defence or re- 
prisals, then such vessel or goods shall be adjudged 
to be restored to the former owner or owners 
thereof, he or they paying, for and in lieu of sal- 
vage, such proportion of the true value of the ves- 
sel or goods so to be restored, as by the law or 
usage of such Prince, Government, or State, within 
whose territory such former owner or owners shall 
be so resident, shall be required on the restoration 
of any vessel or goods of a citizen of the United 
States, under like circumstances of recapture, 
made by the authority of such foreign Prince, 
Government, or State; and where no such law 
or usage shall be known, the same salvage shall 
be allowed as is provided by the first section of 
this act: Provided, That no such vessel or goods 
shall be adjudged to be restored to such former 
owner or owners, in any case where the same 
shall have been, before the recapture thereof, con- 
demned as prize by competent authority, nor in 
any case whereby the law or usage of the Prince, 
Government, or State, within whose territory such 
former owner or owners shall be resident as afore- 
said, the vessel or goods of a citizen of the United 
States, under like circumstances of recapture, 
would not be restored to such citizen of the Uni- 
ted States: Provided, also, That nothing herein 
shall be construed to contravene or alter the terms 
of restoration in cases of recapture, which are or 
shall be agreed on in any treaty between the 
United States and any foreign Prince, Govern- 
ment, or State. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all sums 
of money which may be paid for salvage, as afore- 
said, when accruing to any public armed vessel, 
shall be divided to and among the commanders, 
officers, and crew thereof, in such proportions as 
are or may be provided by law, respecting the dis- 
tribution of prize money: And when accruing to 
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any -private armed vessel, shall be distributed to 
and among the owners and company concerned in 
such recapture according to their agreements, if 
any such there be; and in case there be no such 
agreement, then to and among such persons, and 
in such proportions, as the court having jurisdic- 
tion thereof shall appoint. i 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That such 
parts of any acts of Congress of the United States, 
as respect the salvage to be allowed in cases of 
recapture, shall be, and are hereby, repealed, ex- 
cept as to cases of recapture made before the pass- 
ing of this act. 

Approved, March 3, 1800. 


An Act declaring the assent of Congress to certain 
acts of the States of Maryland and Georgia. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the consent of Congress 
be, and hereby is, granted to the operation of an 
act of the General Assembly of the State of Ma- 
ryland, passed on the twenty-sixth day of De- 
cember, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
one, entitled “ An act empowering the wardens of 
the port of Baltimore to levy and collect the duty 
therein mentioned,” and also to so much of an act 
of the State of Georgia, passed February the 
tenth, one thousand seven Wrndred and eighty- 
seven, entitled “An act for regulating the trade, 
laying duties on all goods, wares, liquors, merchan- 
dise, and negroes, imported into this State; and, 
also, an impost on the. tonnage of shipping, and 
for other purposes therein mentioned,” as author- 
izes a duty of three pence per ton on all shipping 
entering the port of Savannah, to be set apart as 
a fund for clearing the river Savannah. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That this 
act shall be, and continue in force until the third 
day of March, one thousand eight hundred and 
eight, and no longer. 

Approved, March 17, 1800. 


An Act to alter the times of holding the District Court 
in North Carolina. 

Be it enacted, £c., That the sessions of the. dis- 
trict court for the district of North Carolina shall 
hereafter be holden on the first Monday in Febru- 
ary, May, August, and November, annually. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all pro- 
cess which shall have been issued, and all recog- 
nizances returnable, and all suits and other pro- 
ceeding, which have been continued to the said 
district court on the first Monday in April next, 
shall’ be returned and held continued to the said 
court on the first Monday of May next. 

Approved, March 19, 1800. 


An Act to extend the privilege of franking letters. and 
; packages to Martha Washington. 

‘Be it enacted, &c., That all letters and packages 
toand from Martha Washington, relict of the late 
General George Washington, shall be received 
Sand nuts by post free of postage, for and dur- 
sing her lifes >. : LES 

“Approved, April 31800. 


An Act to establish an uniform system of Bankruptcy 
throughout the United States. 

Be it enacted, c., ‘That, from and after the 
first day of June next. if any merchant, or other 
person, residing within the United States, actually 
using the trade of merchandise, by buying and 
selling in gross, or by retail, or dealing in ex- 
change, or as a banker, broker, factor, underwriter, 
or marine insurer, shall, with intent unlawfally to 


‘delay or defraud his or their creditors, depart from 


the State in which such person usually resides, or 
remain absent therefrom, or conceal him or her- 
self therein, or keep his or her house, so that he-or 
she cannot be taken, or served with process, or 
willingly or fraudulently procure him. or herself 
to be arrested, or his or her lands, goods, money 
or chattels to be attached, sequestered, or taken in 
execution, or shall secretly convey his or her 
goods out of his or her house, or conceal them to 
prevent their being taken in execution, or make, 
or cause to be made, any fraudulent. conveyance 
of his or her lands, or chattels, or make or admit 
any false or fraudulent security, or evidence of 
debt, or being arrested for debt, or having surren- 
dered him or herself in discharge of bail, shall re- 
main in prison two months, or more, or escape 
therefrom, or whose lands or effects being attach- 
ed by process issuing out of, or returnable to, any 
court of common law, shall not, within two 
months after written notice thereof, enter special 
bail and dissolve the same, or in districts in which 
attachmentsare not dissolved by the entry of special 
bail, being arrested for debt after his or her lands 
and effects, or any part thereof, have been attached 
for a debt or debts amounting to one thousand dol- 
lars or upwards, shall not, upon notice of such at- 
tachment, give sufficient security for the payment 
of what may be recovered in the suit in which he ` 
or she shall be arrested, at or before the return day 
of the same, to be approved by the judge of the 
district, or some judge of the court out of which 
the process issued upon which he is arrested, or to 
which the same shall. be returnable, every such 
person shall be deemed and adjudged a bankrupt: 
Provided, That no person shall be liable to a com- 
mission of bankruptcy, if the petition be not pre+ 
ferred, in manner hereinafter directed, within six 
months after the act of bankruptcy committed. 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
judge of the district court of the United States, 
for the district where the debtor resides, or usually 
resided at the time of committing the act of bank- 
ruptcy, upon petition, in writing, against such per- 
son or persons being bankrupt, to him to be exhib- 
ited by any one creditor, or by a greater number, 
being partners, whose single debt shall amount to 
one thousand dollars, or by two creditors, whose 
debts shall amount to one thousand five hundred 
dollars, or by more than two creditors, whose 
debts shall amount to two thousand dollars, shall 
have power, by commission under his hand and 
seal, to appoint such good and substantial persons, 
being citizens of the United States, and resident 
in such district, as such judge shall deem proper, 
not exceeding three, to be commissioners of the 


| said-bankrupt, and in case of vacancy or refusalto 
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act, to appoint others, from time to time, as occa- 
sion may require: Provided always, That, before 
any commission shall issue, the creditor or credit- 
ors petitioning shall make affidavit or solemn af- 
firmation, before the said judge, of the truth of his, 
her, or their debts, and give bond, to be taken by 
the said judge, in the name, and for the benefit of 
the said party so charged as a bankrupt, and in 
such penalty, and with such surety as he shall re- 
quire, to be conditioned for the proving of his, her, 
or their debts, as well before the commissioners as 
upon a trial at law, in case the due issuing forth of 
the said commission shall be contested, and also for 
proving the party a bankrupt, and to proceed on 
such commission, in the manner herein prescribed. 
And if such debt shall not be really due, or after 
such commission taken out it cannot be proved 
that the party was a bankrupt, then the said judge 
shall, upon the petition of the party aggrieved, in 
case there be occasion, deliver such bond to the 
said party, who may sue thereon, and recover such 
damages, under the penalty of the same, as, upon 
trial at law, he shall make appear he has sustain- 
ed, by reason of any breach of the condition 
thereof. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, before 
the commissioners shall be capable of acting, they 
shall respectively take and subscribe the following 
oath or affirmation, which shall be administered 
by the judge issuing the commission, or by any of 
the judges of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, or any judge, justice, or chancellor of any 
State court, and filed in the office of the clerk of 
the district court: “I, A B, do swear, or affirm, 
that I will faithfully, impartially, and honestly, 
according to the best of my skill and knowledge, 
execute the several powers and trusts reposed in 
me, as a commissioner in a commission of bank- 

. ruptey against , and that without favor or af- 
fection, prejudice or malice.” And the commis- 
sioners, who shall be sworn as aforesaid, shall pro- 
ceed, as soon as may be, to execute the same ; and, 
upon due examination, and sufficient cause ap- 
pearing against the party charged, shall and may 
declare him or her to be a bankrupt: Provided, 
That before such examination be had, reasonable 
notice thereof, in writing, shall be delivered to the 
person charged as a bankrupt; or if he, or she, be 
not found at his or her usual place of abode, to 
some person of the family above the age of twelve 
years, or, if no such person appear, shall be fixed at 
the front or other public door of the house, in which 
he or she usually resides, and thereupon it shall be 
in the power of such person, so charged as afore- 
said, to demand before, or at the time appointed 
for such examination, that a jury be empannelled 
to inquire into the fact or facts alleged as the 
causes for issuing the commission, and on such 
demand being made, the inquiry shall be had be- 
fore the judge granting the commission, at such 
time as he may direct, and in that case such per- 
son skall not be declared bankrupt, unless, by the 
verdict of the jury, he or she shall be found to be 
within the description of this act, and shall be 
convicted of some one of the acts described in the 
first section of this act: Provided, also, That any 


commission which shall be taken out as aforesaid, 
and which shall not be proceeded in as aforesaid, 
within thirty days thereafter, may be superseded 
by the said judge, who shall have granted the 
same, upon the application of the party thereb 
charged as a bankrupt, or of any creditor of suc 
person, unless the delay shall have been unavoida- 
ble, or upon a just occasion. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
commissioners so to be appointed, shall have power 
forthwith, after they have declared such person a 
bankrupt, to cause to be apprehended, by warrant 
under their hands and seals, the body of such bank- 
rupt, wheresoever to be found, within the United 
States: Provided, They shall think that there is 
reason to apprehend that the said bankrupt intends. 
to abscond or conceal him or herself, and in case 
it be necessary, in order to take the body of the 
said bankrupt, shall have power to cause the doors: 
of the dwelling-house of such bankrupt to be 
broken, or the doors of any other house in which 
he or she shall be found. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the commissioners so to be appoint- 
ed, forthwith after they have declared such person 
a bankrupt, and they shall have power to take 
into their possession, all the estate, real and per- 
sonal, of every nature and description, to which 
the said bankrupt may be entitled, either in law 
or equity, in any manner whatsoever, and cause 
the same to be inventoried and appraised to the 
best value, (his or her necessary wearing apparel, 
and the necessary wearing apparel of the wife 
and children, and necessary beds and bedding of 
such bankrupt, only excepted,) and, also, to take 
into their possession, and secure, all deeds and 
books of account, papers, and writings, belonging 
to such bankrupt; and shall cause the same to be 
safely kept, until assignees shall be chosen or ap- 
pointed, in manner hereafter provided. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the said 
commissioners shall, forthwith after they have de- 
clared such person a bankrupt, cause due and suffi- 
cient public notice thereof to be given, and in such 
notice shall appoint some convenient time and 
place for the creditors to meet, in order to choose 
an assignee or assignees of the said bankrupt’s es- 
tate and effects; at which meeting the said com- 
missioners shall admit the creditors of such bank- 
rupt to prove their debts; and where any creditor 
shall reside at a distance from the place of such 
meeting, shall allow the debt of such creditor to 
be proved by oath or affirmation, made before 
some competent authority, and duly certified, and 
shall permit any person duly authorized by letter 
of attorney from such creditor, due proof of the 
execution of such letter of attorney being first 
made, to vote in the choice of an assignee or as- 
signees of such bankrupt’s estate and effects, in 
the place and stead of such creditor: And the 
said commissioners shall assign, transfer, or deliv- 
er over, all and singular the said bankrupt’s estate 
and effects aforesaid, with all muniments and evi- 
dences thereof, to such person or persons as the 
major part, in value, of such creditors, according 
to the several debts then proved, shall choose as 
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aforesaid: Provided always, That in such choice, no 
ote shall be given by, or in behalf of, any creditor 
whose debt shall not amount totwo hundred dollars. 

Sec. 7. Provided always, and be it further en- 
acted, That it shall be lawful for ihe said com- 
missioners, as often as they shall see cause, for the 
better preserving and securing the bankrupt’s es- 
tate, before assignees shall be chosen as aforesaid, 
immediately to appoint one or more -assignee or 
assignees of the estate and effects aforesaid, or 
any part thereof; which assignee or assignees 
aforesaid, or any of them, may be removed at the 
meeting of the creditors, so to be appointed as 
aforesaid, for the choice of assignees, if such cred- 
itors, entitled to vote as aforesaid, or the major 
part, in value, of them, shall think fit; and such 
assignee or assignees as shall be so removed, shall 
‘deliver up all the estate and effects of such bank- 
rupt, which shall have come to his or their hands 
or possession, unto such other assignee or assign- 
ees as shall be chosen by the creditors as afore- 
said; and all such estate and effects shall be, to all 
intents and purposes, as effectually and legally 
vested in such new assignee or assignees, as if the 
first assignment had been made to him or them, 


by the said commissioners; and if such first as- 


signee or assignees shall refuse or neglect, for the 
space of ten days next after notice, in writing, 
from such new assignee or assignees, of their ap- 
pointment, as aforesaid, to deliver over. as afore- 
said, all the estate and effects:as aforesaid, every 
such assignee or. assignees, shall, respectively, for- 
feit a sum not exceeding five thousand dollars, for 
the use of the creditors, and shall moreover be lia- 
ble for the property so detained. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That at any 
time, previous to the closing of the accounts of 
the said assignee or assignees so chosen as afore- 
said, it shall be lawful for such creditors of the 
bankrupt, as are hereby authorized to vote in the 
choice of assignees, or the major part of them, in 
value, at a regular meeting of the said creditors, 
‘to be called for that purpose, by the said commis- 
sioners, or by one-fourth, in value, of such credi- 
tors, to remove all or any of the assignees chosen 
as aforesaid, and to choose one or more in his or 
their place and stead; and such assignee or as- 
signees as shall be so removed, shall deliver up all 
the estate and effects of such bankrupt, which 
shall have come into his or their hands or posses- 
sion, unto such new assignee or assignees as shall 
be chosen by the creditors at such meeting; and 
all such estate and effects shall be, to all intents 
and purposes, as effectually and legally vested in 
such new assignee or assignees, as if the first as- 
signment had been made to him or them, by the 
said commissioners: And if such former assignee 
or- assignees shall refuse or neglect, for the space 


of ten days next after notice, in writing, from. 
‘such new assignee or assignees, of their appoint- 


‘ment, as aforesaid, to deliver over, as aforesaid, all 


the estate and effects aforesaid, every such former | 
‘assignee or assignees, shall, respectively, forfeit a: 
-Suin not exceeding five thousand dollars, for the. 
theereditors, and shall moreover be liable. 


for the property. so detained. 


Sec. 9. And beit further enacted, That when- 
ever a new assignee or assignees shall be chosen, 
as aforesaid, no suit at law -or in equity shall be 
thereby abated ; but it shall -and may be lawful 
for the-court in which any suit. may depend, upon 
the suggestion of a removal of a former assignee 
or assignees, and of the appointment of a new as- 
signee or assignees, to allow the name of such 
new assignee or assignees to be substituted in 
place of the name.or names of the former assignee 
or assignees, and thereupon the suit shall be pros- 
ecuted in the name or names of the new assignee 
or assignees, in the-same manner as. if heor they 
had originally commenced the suit in his or their 
own names. 

Sec. 10. And be it: further enacted, That the 
assignment or assignments of the commissioners 
of the bankrupt’s estate and effects as aforesaid, 
made as aforesaid, shall be good at law or in equi- 
ty, against the bankrupt; and all persons claim- 
ing by, from, or under, such bankrupt, by any act 
done at the time, or after he shall have committed 
the act of bankruptcy, upon which the commis- 
sion issued: Provided always, Thatin case of a 
bona fide purchase made before the issuing of the 
commission from or under such bankrupt,for a 
valuable consideration, by any person having no 
knowledge, information, or notice, of any act of 
bankruptcy. committed, such purchase shall not 
be invalidated or impeached. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the 
said commissioners shall have power, by deed or 
deeds, under their hands and seals, to assign and 
convey to the assignee or assignees, to be appoint- 
ed or chosen as aforesaid, any lands, tenements, 
or hereditaments, which such bankrupt shall. be 
seized of, or entitled to, in fee tail, at law, or in 
equity, in possession, remainder, or reversion, for 
the benefit of the creditors; and all such deeds, . 
being duly executed and recorded, according to the 
laws of the State within which such lands, tene- 
ments, or hereditaments. may be situate, shall ‘be 
good and effectual againstall persons whom thesaid 
bankrupt, by common recovery, or other means, 
might or could bar of any estate, right, title, or 
possibility, of or in the said lands, tenements, or 
hereditaments. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That if any 
bankruptshall have conveyed or assured any lands, 
goods, or estate, unto any person, upon condition 
or power of redemption, by payment of money 
or otherwise, it shall be lawful for the commis- 
sioners, or for any person by them duly author- 
ized for that purpose, by writing, under their hands 
and seals, to make tender of money or other per- 
formance, according to the nature of such condi- 
tion, as fully as the bankrupt might have done; 
and the commissioners, after such performance or 
tender, shall have power to assign such lands, 
goods, and estate, for the benefit of the creditors, 
as fully and effectually as any other part of the 
estate of such bankrupt. 

Src. 13. And be it further enacted, That the 
commissioners aforesaid shall have power to as- 
sign, for the use aforesaid, all the debts due to such 


| bankrupt, or to any other person for his or heruse 
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or benefit; which assignment shall vest the prop- | 
erty and right thereof in the assignee or assignees | 
of such bankrupt, as fully as if the bond, judg- 
ment, contract, or claim, had originally belonged } 
or been made to the said assignees; and after the | 
said assignment, neither the said bankrupt, nor | 
any person acting as trustee for him or her, shall | 
have power to recover or discharge the same, nor 

shall the same be attached as the debt of the said | 
bankrupt; but the assignee or assignees aforesaid | 
shall have such remedy to recover the same, in | 
his or their own name or names, as such bankrupt 
might or could have had, if no commission of 
bankruptcy had issued: And when any action in 
the name of such bankrupt shall have been com- 
menced, and shall be pending, for the recovery of 
any debt or effects of such bankrupt, which shall 
be assigned, or shall, or might become vested in 
the assignee or assignees of such bankrupt as afore- 
said, then. such assignee or assignees may claim 
to be, and shall be thereupon; admitted to prose- 
cute such action in his or their name, for the use 
and benefit of the creditorsof such bankrupt; and 
the same judgment shall be rendered in such ac- 
tion, and all attachments or other security taken 
therein, shall be in like manner holden and liable, 
as if the said action had been originally com- 
menced in the name of such assignee or assign- 
ees, after the original plaintiff therein had become 
a bankrupt as aforesaid: Provided, That where a 
debtor shall have, bona fide, paid his debt to any 
bankrupt, without notice that such person was 
bankrupt, he or sbe shall not be liable to pay the 
same to the assignee or assignees. 

Sec. 14, And be it further enacted, That if 
complaint shall be made or information given to 
the commissioners, or if they shall have good 
reason to believe or suspect, that any of the prop- 
erty, goods, chattels, or debts, of the bankrupt, are 
in the possession of any other person, or that any 
person is indebted to, or for the use of the bankrupt, 
then the said commissioners shall have power to 
summon, or cause to be summoned, by their attor- 
ney or other person duly authorized by them, all 
such persons before them, or the judge of a dis- 
trict where such persons shall reside, by such pro- 
cess, or other means, as they shall think conveni- 
ent, and, upon their appearance, to examine them 
by parole, or by interrogatories, in writing, on 
oath or affirmation, which oath or affirmation they 
are hereby empowered to administer, respecting | 
the knowledge of all such property, goods, chat- | 
tels, and debts; and if such person shall refuse to 
be sworn or affirmed, and to make answers to 
such questions or interrogatories as shall be ad- 
ministered, and to subscribe the said answers, or 
upon examination shall not declare the whole 
truth, touching the subject-matter of such exami- 
nation, then it shall be lawful for the commission- 
ers, or judge, to commit such person to prison, 
there to be detained until they shall submit them- 
selves to be examined in manner aforesaid, and 
they shall, moreover, forfeit double the value of 
all the property, goods, chattels, and debts, by 
them concealed. f 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That if any 


of the aforesaid persons shall, after legal summons 
to appear before the commissioners or judge, to 
be examined, refuse to attend, or shall not. attend 
at the time appointed, having no such impedi- 
ment as shall be allowed of by the commissioner 
or judge, it. shall be lawful for the said commis- 
sioners or judge to direct their warrants to such 
person or persons. as by them. shall be thought 
proper, to apprehend such persons as shall re- 
fuse to appear, and to bring them before the com- 
missioners or judge, to be examined, and upon 
their refusal to come, to commit them to prison, 
until they shall submit themselves to be examined, 
according to the directions of this act: Provided, 
That such witnesses as shall be sent for, shall be 
allowed such compensation as the commissioners, 
or judge, shall think fit, to be rateably borne by the 
creditors; and if any person, other than the bank- 
rupt,either by subornation of others, or by his or her 
own act, shall wilfully or corruptly commit perjury 
on such examination, to be taken before the com- 
missioners as aforesaid, the party so offending, and 
all persons who shall procure any personto commit 
such perjury, shall, on conviction thereof, be fined, 
not exceeding four thousand dollars, and impris- 
oned, not exceeding two years, and moreover shall, 
in either case, be rendered incapable of being a 
witness in any court of record. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person or persons shall fraudulently, or collusively 
claim any debts, or claim or detain any real or per- 
sonal estate of the bankrupt, every such person 
shall forfeit double the value thereof, to and for 
the use of the creditors. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, Thatif any 
person, prior to his or her becoming a bankrupt, 
shall convey to any of his or her children, or other 
persons, any lands or goods, or transfer his or [her | 
debts or demands into other person’s names, with 
intent to defraud his or her creditors, the commis- 
sioners shall have power to assign the same, in as 
effectual a manner as if the bankrupt had been 
actually seized or possessed thercof. 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person or persons who shall become bankrupt 
within the intent and meaning of this act, and 
against whom a commission of bankruptcy shall 
be duly issued, upon which commission such per- 
son or persons shall be declared bankrupt, shall 


| not, within forty-two days after notice thereof, in 


writing, to be left at the usual place of abode of 
such person or persons, or personal notice in case 
such person or persons be then in prison, and no- 
tice given in some gazette, that such commission 
hath been issued, and of the time and place of 
meeting of the commissioners, surrender him or 
herself to the said commissioners, and sign or sub- 
scribe such surrender, and submit to be examined, 
from time to time, upon oath or solemn affirma- 
tion, by and before such commissioners, and in all 
things conform to the provisions of this act, and 
also upon such his or her examination, fully and 
truly disclose and discover all his or her effects 
and estate, real and personal, and how and in what 
manner, to whom and upon what consideration, 
and at what time or times he or she hath dis- 
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posed of, assigned or transferred, any of his or her 
goods, wares, or merchandise, moneys, or other ef- 
fects and estate, and of all books, papers, and writ- 
ings, relating thereunto, of which he or she was 
possessed, or in or to which he or she was any 
ways interested or entitled, or which any person or 
persons shall then have, or shall have had in trust 
for him or her, or for his or her use, at any time 
before or after the issuing of the said commission, 
or whereby such bankrupt, or hisor her family, then 
hath, or may have or expect any profit, possibility 
of profit, benefit or advantage whatsoever, except 
only such part of his or her estate and effects as 
shall haye been really and bona fide before sold and 
disposed of, in the way of his or her trade and deal- 
ings, and except such sums of money as shall have 
been laid out in the ordinary expenses of his or her 
family, and also, upon such examination, execute 
in due form of law, such conveyance, assurance, 
and assignment of his or her estate, whatsoever 
and wheresoever, as shall be devised and directed 
by the commissioners, to vest the same in the as- 
signees, their heirs, executors, administrators, and 
assigns, for ever, in trust, for the use of all and 
every the creditors of such bankrupt, who shall 
come in and prove their debts under the commis- 
sion; and deliver up unto the commissioners, all 
such part of his or her, the said bankrupt’s, goods, 
wares, merchandise, money, effects, and estate, and 
all books, papers, and writings, relating thereunto, 
as at the time of such examination shall be in his 
or her possession, custody, or power, his or her ne- 
essary wearing apparel, and the necessary wear- 
ing apparel of the wife and children, and necessary 
beds and bedding, of such bankrupt only excepted, 
then he or she, the said bankrupt, upon the convic- 
tion of any wilful default, or omission in any of the 
matters or things aforesaid, shall be adjudged a 
fraudulent bankrupt, and shall suffer imprison- 
ment for a term not less than twelve months, nor 
exceeding ten years,and shall not, at any time 
after, be entitled to the benefits of this act: Pro- 
vided always, That in case any bankrupt shall be 
in prison or custody at the time of issuing such 
commission, and is willing to surrender and sub- 
mit to be examined, according to the directions of 
this act, and can be brought before the said com- 
missioners and creditors for that purpose, the ex- 
pense thereof shall be paid out of the said bank- 
rupt’s effects, and in case such bankrupt is in ex- 
ecution, or cannot be brought before the commis- 
sioners, that then the said commissioners, or some 
one of them, shall, from time to time, attend the 
said bankrupt in prison or custody, and take his 
or her discovery asin other cases, and the assig- 
nees, or one of them, or some person appointed by 
them, shall attend such bankrupt in prison or cus- 
ody, and produce his or her books, papers, and 
writings, in order to enable him or her to prepare 
his or her discovery; a copy whereof the said as- 
signess shal] apply for, and the said bankrupt shall 
deliver to them or their order, within a reasona- 
“ble time after the same shall have been required. 
“Spo: 19. And be it further enacted, That the 
Said commissioners shall appoint, within the said 
“forty-two days, so limited as aforesaid, for the bank- 


rupt to surrender and conform as aforesaid, not 
less than three several meetings for the purposes 
aforesaid, the third of which meetings shall be on 
the last of the said forty-two days: Provided al- 
ways, ‘That the judge of the district within which 
such ‘commission. issues, shall have power to en- 
large the time so limited as aforesaid, for the pur- 
m aforesaid, as he shall think fit, not exceeding 

fty days, to be computed from the end of the 
said forty-two days, so as such order for enlarging 
the time be made at least six days before the ex- 
piration. of said term. 

Sno. 20. And be tt further enacted, That it 
shall be lawful for the commissioners, or any 
other person or officers, by them to be appointed 
by their warrant, under their hands and seals, to 
break open in the day-time the houses, chambers, 
shops, warehouses, doors, trunks, or chests, of the 
bankrupt, where any of his or her goods or. estate, 
deeds, books of account, or writings, shall be, and 
to take possession of the goods, money, and other 
estate, deeds, books of account, or writings, of such 
bankrupt. nae 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That if the 
bankrupt shall refuse to be examined, or to answer ~ 
fully, or to subscribe his or her examination, as 
aforesaid, it shall be lawful for the commissioners 
to commit the offender to close imprisonment, 
until he or sheshall conform him or herself; and 
if the said bankrupt shall submit to be examined, 
and upon his orher examination, it shall appear that 
he or she hath committed wilful or corrupt per- 
jury, he or she may be indicted therefor, and, be- 
ing thereof convicted, shall suffer imprisonment 
for a term not less than two years, nor exceeding 
ten years. 

Sec. 22. And be it further enacted, That every 
bankrupt, having surrendered, shall, at all season- 
able times before the expiration of the said forty- 
two days, as aforesaid, or of such further time as 
shali be allowed to finish his or her examination, be 
at liberty to inspect his or her books and writings, 
in the presence of some person to be appointed by 
the commissioners, and to bring with him or her, 
for his or her assistance, such persons as he or she 
shall think fit, not exceeding two at one time, and 
to make extracts and copies, to enable’ him or her 
to make a full discovery of his or her effects; and 
the said bankrupt shall be free from arrests, in 
coming to surrender, and, after having surren- 
dered to the said commissioners, for the said forty- 
two days, or such further time as shall be allowed 
for the finishing his or her examination;.and in 
case such bankrupt shall be arrested for debt, or 
taken on any escape warrant or execution, coming 
to surrender, or after his surrender, within the 
time before mentioned, then on producing such 
summons or notice under the hand of the com- 
missioners, and giving the officer a copy thereof, 
he or she shall be discharged ; and in case any offi- 
cer shall afterwards detain such bankrupt, such 
officers shall forfeit to such bankrupt, for his or 
her own use, ten dollars for every day he shall de- 
tain the bankrupt. 

Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That eye- 
ry person who shall, knowingly, or wilfully, receive 
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or keep concealed any bankrupt, so.as aforesaid 
summoned to appear, or who shall assist such 
bankrupt in concealing him or herself, or in ab- 
sconding, shall suffer such imprisonment, not ex- 
ceeding twelve months, or pay such fine to the 
United States, not exceeding one thousand dollars, 
as upon conviction thereof shall be adjudged. 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That the 
said commissioners shall have power to examine, 
upon oath or affirmation, the wife of any person 
lawfully declared a bankrupt, for the discovery of 
such part of his estate as may be concealed or dis- 
posed of by such wife, or by any other person; and 
the said wife shall incur such penalties for. not 
appearing before the said commissioners, or refu- 
sing to be sworn or affirmed, or examined, and to 
subscribe her. examination, or for not disclosing 
the truth, as by this act is provided against any 
other person in like cases. 

Sec. 25. And be it further enacted, That in 
ease any person shall be committed by the com- 
missioners for refusing to-answer, or for not fully 
answering, any question, or for any other cause, 
the commissioners shall, in their warrant, specify 
such question or other cause of commitment. 

Sec. 26. And be it further enacted, That if after 
the bankrupt shall have finished his or her final 
examination, any other person or persons shall 
voluntarily make discovery of any part of such 
bankrupt’s estate, before unknown to the commis- 
sioners, such person or persons shall be entitled 
to five per cent. out of the effects so discovered, 
and such further reward as the commissioners 
shall think proper; and any trustee, having notice 
of the bankruptcy, wilfully concealing the estate 
of any bankrupt, for the space of ten days after 
the bankrupt shall have finished his final exami- 
nation, as aforesaid, shall forfeit double the value 
of the estate so concealed, for the benefit of the 
creditors. 

Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall become bankrupt, and at such time, 
by consent of the owner, have in his or her pos- 
session and disposition, any goods whereof he or 
she shall be reputed owner, and take upon him or 
herself, the sale, alteration, or disposition thereof, 
as owner, the commissioners shall have power to 
assign the same, for the benefit of the creditors, as 
fully as any other part of the estate of the bankrupt. 

Src. 28. And be it further enacted, That if any 
bankrupt, after the issuing any commission against 
him or her, pay to the person who sued out the 
same, or give or deliver to such person, goods, 
or any other satisfaction or security, for his or her 
debt, whereby such person shall privately have 
and receive a greater proportion of his or her debt 
than the other creditors, such preference shall be 
a new act of bankruptcy, and, on good proof there- 
of, such commission shall and may be superseded, 
and it shall and may be lawful for either of the 
judges, having authority to grant the commission 
as aforesaid, to award any creditor petitioning 
another commission; and such person, so taking 
such undue satisfaction as aforesaid, shall forfeit 
and lose, as well his or her whole debts, as the 
whole he or she shall have taken and received, 


and shall pay back, or deliver up the same, or the 
full value thereof, to the assignee or assignees who 
shall. be appointed or chosen under such commis- 
sion, in manner aforesaid, in trust for, and to be 
divided among the other creditors of the said bank- 
rupt, in proportion to their respective debts. 

Sec. 29. And be it further enacted, That every 
person who shall be chosen assignee of the estate 
and effects of a bankrupt, shall, at some time after 
the expiration ‘of four months, and within twelve 
months from the time of issuing the commission, 
cause at least thirty days public notice to be given, 
of the time and place the commissioners and as- 
signees intend to meet, to make a dividend or dis- 
tribution of the bankrupt’s estate and effects; at 
which time the creditors, who have not before 
proved their debts, shall be at liberty to prove the 
same; and, upon every such meeting, the assignee 
or assignees shall produce to the commissioners 
and creditors, then present, fair and just accounts 
of all his or their receipts and payments, touching 
the bankrupt’s estate and effects, and of what shall 
remain outstanding, and the particulars thereof, 
and shall, if the creditors then present, or a major 
part of them, require the same, be examined upon 
oath or solemn affirmation, before the same com- 
missioners, touching the truth of such accounts; 
and in such accounts the said assignee or assignees 
shall be allowed and retain all such sums of money, 
as they shall have paid or expended in suing out 
and prosecuting the commission, and all other 
just allowances on account of, or by reason or 
means of their being assignee or assignees; and 
the said commissioners. shall order such part of 
the net produce of the said bankrupt’s estate, as 
by such accounts or otherwise shall appear to be 
in the hands of the said assignees, as they shall 
think fit, to be forthwith divided among such of 
the bankrupt’s creditors as have duly proved their 
debts under such commission, in proportion to their 
several’and respective debts; and the commission- 
ers shall make such their order fora dividend in 
writing, under their hands, and shal} cause one part 
of such order to be filed amongst the proceedings 
under the said commission, and shall deliver unto 
each of the assignees, under such commission, a 
duplicate of such their order, which order of dis- 
tribution shall contain an account of the time and 
place of making such order, and the sum total or 
quantum of all the debts proved under the com- 
mission, and the sum total of the money remain- 
ing in the hands of the assignee or assignees to be 
divided, and how many per cent. in particular is 
there ordered to be paid to every creditor of his 
debt; the said assignee or assignees in pursuance 
of such order, and without any deed or deeds of 
distribution, to be made for the purpose, shall forth- 
with make such dividend and distribution accord- 
ingly, and shall take receipts, in a book to be kept 
for the purpose, from each creditor, for the part or 
share of such dividend or distribution, which he 
or they shall make, and pay to each creditor re- 
spectively; and such order and receipt shall be a 
full and effectual discharge to such assignee for 
so much as he shali fairly pay, pursuant to such 
order as aforesaid. 
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Sec. 30. And be it further enacted, That, with- 
in eighteen months. next after the issuing of the 
commission, the assignee or assignees shall make 
a second dividend of the bankrupt’s estate and ef- 
fects, in case the same were not wholly divided 
upon the first dividend, and ‘shall cause due public 
notice to be given of the time and place the said 
commissioners intend to meet, to make a second 
distribution of the bankrupts estate and effects, 
and for the creditors who shall not before have 
proved their debts, to come in and prove the same; 
and at such meeting, the said assignees shall pro- 
duce, on oath or solemn affirmation, as aforesaid, 
their accounts of the bankrupt’s estate and effects, 
and what, upon the balance thereof, shall appear to 
be in their hands, shall, by like order of the commis- 
sioners, be forthwith divided amongst such of the 
bankrupt’s creditors as shall have made due proof 
of their debts, in proportion to their several and 
respective debts; which second dividend shall be 
final, unless any suit at law, or equity, be depend- 
ing, or any part of the estate standing out, that 
could not have been disposed of, or that the major 
part of the creditors shall not have agreed to be 
sold or disposed of, or unless some other or future 
estate or effects of the bankrupt shall afterwards 
come to, or rest in the said assignees, in which 
cases the said assignees shall, as soon as may be, 
convert such future or other estate and effects in- 
to money, and shall, within two months after the 
same be converted inte money, by like order of 
the commissioners, divide the same among such 
bankrupt’s creditors as shall have made due proof 
of their debt under such commission. 

Sec. 31. And be it further enacted, That, in the 
distribution of the bankrupt’s effects, there shall 
be paid to every of the creditors a portion rate, ac- 
cording to the amount of their respective debts, so 
that every creditor having security for his debt by 
judgment, statute, recognizance, or specialty, or 
having an attachment under any of the laws of the 
individual States, or of the United States, on the 
estate of such bankrupt, (Provided, there be no 
execution executed upon any of the real or personal 
estate of such bankrupt, before the time he or she 
became bankrupts,) shall not be relieved upon any 
such judgment, statute, recognizance, specialty, or 
attachment, for more than a rateable part of his 
debt, with the other creditors of the bankrupt. 

Sec. 32, And be tt further enacted, That the as- 
signees shall keep one or more distinct book or 
books of account, wherein he or they shall duly 
enter all sums of money or effects, which he or 
they shall have received, or got into his or their 
possession, of the said bankrupt’s estate, to which 
books of account, every creditor, who. shall have 
proved hisor her debt, shall, at all reasonable times, 
have free resort, and inspect the same as often as 
he or she shall think fit. f 

Szo. 33, And be tt further enacted. That every 
bankrupt, not being in prison or custody, shall, at 
all times after his surrender, be bound to attend the 
assignees, upon every reasonable notice, in writing, 
for that purpose, given or left at the usual place of 

~ his or her abode, in order to assist in making out 
the accounts. of. the said bankrupt’s estate and 


effects, and to attend any court of record, to be ex- 
amined touching the same, or such other business 
as the said assignees. shall. judge necessary, for 
which he shall receive three dollars per day. 

Sec. 34. And be it further enacted, Thatall and 
every person and persons who shall become bank- 
rupt as aforesaid, and who shall, within the time 
limited by this act, surrender him or herself to the 
commissioners, and in all things conform as in and 
by this act is directed, shall be allowed five per 
cent. upon the net. produce of all the estate that 
shall be recovered in and received, which shall be 
paid unto him-or her by the assignee or assignees, 
in case the net produce of such estate, after such 
allowance made, shall be sufficient to pay the. cre- 
ditors of said bankrupt, who shall have proved their 
debts under such commission, the amount of fifty 
per cent. on their said debts; respectively, and so as 
thesaid five per cent. shall not exceed in the whole 
the sum of five hundred dollars; and in case the 
net produce of the said estate shall,-over and above 
the allowance hereafter mentioned, be. sufficient to 
pay the said creditors seventy-five per-cent. on the 
amount of their said debts, respectively, that then 
the said bankrupt shall be allowed ten per cent: on 
the amount of such net produce, to be paid as 
aforesaid, so as such ten per cent. shall not in the 
whole, exceed the sum of eight hundred dollars; 
and every such bankrupt shall be discharged from 
all debts by him or her due or owing, at the time 
he or she became bankrupt, and all which were or 
might have been proved under the said commission; 
and in case any such bankrupt shall afterwards be 
arrested, prosecuted or impleaded, for or on account 
of any of the said debts, such bankrupt may appear 
without bail, and may plead the general issue, and 
give this act, and the special matter in evidence’: 
And the certificate of such bankrupt’s conforming, 
and the allowance thereof, according to the direc- 
tions of this act, shall be, and shall be allowed to 
be, sufficient evidence, prima facie, of the party’s 
being a bankrupt within the meaning of this act, 
and of the commission and other proceedings pre- 
cedent to the obtaining such certificate, and a ver- 
dict shall thereupon pass for the defendant, unless 
the plaintiff in such action can prove the said cer- 
tificate was obtained unfairly, and by fraud, or un- 
less he can make appear any concealment of estate 
or effects, by such bankrupt, to the value of one 
hundred dollars: Provided, That no such dis- 
charge of a bankrupt shall release or discharge any 
person who was a partner with such bankrupt, at 
the time he or she became bankrupt, or who was 
then jointly held or bound with such bankrupt, for 
the same debt or debts from which such bankrupt 
was discharged as aforesaid. 

Sec. 35. Provided always, and be it further en- 
acted, That if the net proceeds of the bankrupt’s 
estate, so to be discovered, recovered, and received, 
shall not amount to so much as will pay all and 
every of the creditors of the said bankrupt, who 
shall have proved their debts under the.said com- 
mission, the amount of fifty per cent. on their debts 
respectively, after all charges first deducted, that 
then, and in such case, the bankrupt shall not be 
allowed five per centum on such estate as shall be 
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recovered in, but shall have and be paid by the as- 
signees so much money as the commissioners shall 
think fit to allow, not more than three hundred dol- 
lars, nor exceeding two per centum on the net 
proceeds of the said bankrupt’s estate. 

Sec. 36. Provided also, and be it further en- 
acted, That no person becoming a bankrupt ac- 
cording to the intent and provisions of this act, 
shall be entitled to a certificate of discharge, or to 
any of the benefits of the act, unless the commis- 
sioners shall certify under their hands, to the judge 
of the district within which such commission is- 
sues, that such bankrupt hath made a full discovery 
of his or her estate and effects, and in all things 
conformed him or herself to the directions of this 
act, and that there doth not appear to.them any 
reason to doubt of the truth of such discovery, or 
that the same was not a full discovery of the said 
bankrupt’s estate and effects; or unless the said 
judge should be of opinion that the said certificate 
was unreasonably denied by. the commissioners ; 
and unless two-thirds in number and in value of 
the creditors of the bankrupt, who shall be creditors 
for not less than fifty dollars respectively, and who 
shall have duly proved their debts under the said 
commission, shall sign such certificate to the judge, 
and testify their consent to the allowance of a cer- 
tificate of discharge, in pursuance of this act; 
which signing and consent shall be also certified 
by the commissioners; but thesaid commissioners 
shall not certify the same till they have proof by 
affidavit. or information, in writing, of such credi- 
tors, or of the persons respectively authorized for 
that purpose, signing the said certificate; which 
affidavit or information, together with the letter or 
power of attorney to sign, shall be laid before the 
judge of the district within which such commis- 
sion issues; in order for the allowing the certificate 
of discharge, and the-said certificate shall not be 
allowed unless the bankrupt make oath or affirma- 
tion, in writing, that the certificate of the commis- 
sioners, and consent of the creditors thereunto 
were obtained fairly and without fraud; and any 
of the creditors of the said bankrupt are allowed to 
be heard, if they shall think fit, before the respec- 
tive persons aforesaid, against the making or al- 
lowing of such certificates by the commissioners 
or judge. - 

Sec. 37. And be it further enacted, That if any 
creditor, or pretended creditor, of any bankrupt, 
shall exhibit to the commissioners any fictitious 
or false debt or demand, with intent to defraud 
the real creditors of such bankrupt, and the bank- 
rupt shall refuse to make discovery thereof, and 
suffer the fair creditors to be imposed upon, he 
shall lose all title to the allowance upon the 
amount of his effects, and to a certificate of dis- 

` charge as aforesaid, nor shall he be entitled to the 
said allowance or certificate, if he has lost at any 
one time fifty dollars, or in the whole three hun- 
dred dollars, after the passing of this act, and 
within twelve months before he became a bank- 
rupt, by any manner of gaming or wagering what- 
ever. 

Suc. 38. And be it further enacted, That if any 
bankrupt, who shall have obtained his certificate, 


shall be taken in execution or detained in prison, 
on account of any debts owing before he became 
a bankrupt, by reason that judgment was obtained 
before such ‘certificate was allowed, it shall be 
lawful for any of the judges of the court wherein 


judgment was obtained, or for any court, judge, 


or justice, within the district in which such bank- 
rupt shall be detained, having powers to award or 
allow the writ of habeas corpus, on such bank- 
rapt producing his ‘certificate so as aforesaid al- 
lowed, to order any. sheriff or jailer who shall 
have such bankrupt in custody, to discharge such 
bankrupt without fee or charge, first giving rea- 
sonable notice to the plaintiff, or his attorney, of 
the motion for such discharge. 

Sec. 39. And be it further enacted, That every 
person who shall have bona fide given credit 
to. or taken securities, payable at future days, - 
from persons who are or shall become bankrupts, 
not due at the time of such persons becoming 
bankrupt, shall be admitted to prove their debts 
and contracts, as if they were payable presently, 
and shall have a dividend in proportion to the 
other creditors, discounting, where no interest is 
payable, at the rate of so much per centum per 
annum, as is equal to the lawful interest of the 
State where the debt was payable; and the ob- 
ligee of any bottomry or respondentia bond, and 
the assured in any policy of insurance, shall be 
admitted to claim, and after the contingency or 
loss, to prove the debt thereon, in like manner as 
if the same had happened before issuing the com- 
mission; and the bankrupt shall be discharged 
from such securities, as if such money had been 
due and payable before the time of his or her be- 
coming bankrupt; and such creditors may petition 
for a commission, or join in petitioning. 

Sec. 40. And be it further enacted, That in case 
any person, committed by the commissioners’ war- 
rant, shall obtain a habeas corpus, in order to be 
discharged, and there shall appear any insufficien- 
cy in the form of the warrant, it shall be lawful 
for the court or judge before whom such party 
shall be brought by habeas corpus, by rule or war- 
rant, to commit such person to the same prison, 
there to remain until he shall conform as afore- 
said, unless it shall be made to appear that he had 
fully answered all lawful questions put to him by 
the commissioners; or in case such person was 
committed for not signing his examination, unless 
it shall appear that the party had good reason for 
refusing to sign the same, or that the commission- 
ers had exceeded their authority in making such 
commitment; and in case the jailer to whom such 
person shall be committed shall wilfully or negli- 
gently suffer such person to escape, or to go with- 
out the doors or walls of the prison, such jailer 
shall, for such offence, being convicted thereof, 
forfeit a sum not exceeding three thousand dollars 
for the use of the creditors. 

Sec. 41. And be it further enacted, That the 
jailer shall, upon the request of any creditor, hav- 
ing proved his debt, and showing a certificate 
thereof, under the hands of the commissioners, 
which the commissioners shall give without fee 
or reward, produce the person so committed; and 
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in case such jailer shall refuse to show such per- 
son to such creditor requesting. the same, such 
person shall be considered as having escaped, and 
the jailer or sheriff so refusing shall be liable as 
for a wilful escape. 

Suo. 42. And be it further enacted, That where 
it shall appear to the said commissioners that 
there hath been mutual credit given by the bank- 
rupt, and any other person, or mutual debts be- 
tween them at any time before such person be- 
came bankrupt, the assignee or assignees of the 
estate shall state the account between them, and 
one debt may be set off against the other, and what 
shall appear to be due on either side on the bal- 
ance of such account after such set-off, and no 
more, shall be claimed or paid on either side, re- 
spectively. 

Suc. 43, And be it further enacted, That it shall 
and may be lawful to and for the assignee or as- 
signees of any bankrupt’s estate and effects, under 
the direction of the commissioners, and by and 
with the consent of the major part in value of 
such of the said bankrupts creditors as shall have 
duly proved their debts under the commission, 
and shall be present at any meeting of the said 
creditors, to be held in pursuance of due and pub- 
lic notice for that purpose given, to submit any 
difference or dispute for, on account of, or by rea- 
son or means of, any matter, cause, or thing what- 
soever, relating to such bankrupt, or to his or her 
estate or effects, to the final end’and determina- 
tion of arbitrators to be chosen by the said com- 
missioners, and the major part in value of such 
creditors as shall be present at such meeting as 
aforesaid, and the party or parties with whom 
they shall have had such difference or dispute, 
and to perform the award of such arbitrators, or 
otherwise to compound and agree the matter in 
difference and dispute aforesaid, in such manner 
as the said assignee or assignees, under the direc- 
tion and with the consent aforesaid, shall think fit 
and can agree; and the same shall be binding on 
the several creditors of the said bankrupt, and the 
said assignee or assignees are hereby indemnified 
for what they shall fairly do, according to the di- 
rections aforesaid. 

Sec. 44. And be tt further enacted, That the 
assignees shall be, and hereby are, vested with full 
power to dispose of all the bankrupt’s estate, real 
and personal, at public auction or vendue, with- 
out being subject to any tax, duty, imposition, 
or restriction, any law to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

Sec. 45. And beit further enacted, That if after 
any commission of bankruptcy, sued forth, the 
bankrupt happen to die before the commissioners 
shall have distributed the effects, or any part 
thereof, the commissioners shall, nevertheless, 
proceed to execute the commission, as fully as 
they might have done if the party were living. 
Suc. 46. And be it further enacted, That where 
any commission of bankruptcy shall be delivered 
‘to the ¢ommissioners therein named, to be execut- 
ced; it'shall and may be lawful for them, before 
«they take the-oath.or affirmation of qualification, 


: tö demand and take fromthe creditor or creditors: 


prosecuting such commission, a bond with one 
good been if required, in the penalty of one 
thousand dollars, conditioned for the payment of 
the costs, charges, and expenses, which shall arise 
and accrue upon the prosecution of the said com- 
mission: Provided, always, That the expenses so 
as aforesaid to be secured and paid by the peti- 
tioning creditor or creditors, shall be repaid to him 
or them by the commissioners or assignees, out of 
the first moneys arising from the bankrupt’s estate 
or effects, if so much be received therefrom. 

Sec. 47. And be it further enacted, That the 
district judges, in each district, respectively, shall 
fix a rate of allowance to be made to the commis- 
sioners of bankruptcy, as compensation of services 
to be rendered under the commission, and it shall 
be lawful for any creditor, by petition to the dis- 
trict judge, to except to any charge contained in 
the account of the commissioners; and the said 
judge, after hearing the commissioners, may in a 
summary way decide upon the validity of such 
exception. pests 
- Sec. 48. And be it further enacted, That all 
penalties given by this act for the benefit of the 
creditors, shall be recovered by the assignee ‘or 
assignees by action of debt, and the money so.re- 
covered, the charges of suit being deducted, shall 
be distributed towards payment of the creditors. 

Sec: 49. And be it further enacted, Thatif any 
action shall be brought against any commissioner, 
or assignee, or other person, having authority un- 
der the commission, for anything done or per- 
formed by force of this act, the defendant may 
plead the general issue, and give this act and the 
special matter in evidence; and in case of a non- 
suit, discontinuance, or verdict or judgment for 
him, he shall recover double costs. 

Sec. 50. And be it further enacted, That if any 
estate, real or personal, shall descend, revert to, or 
become vested in, any person, after he or she shall 
be declared a bankrupt, and before he or she shall 
obtain‘a certificate, signed by the judge as afore- 
said, all such estate shall, by virtue of this act, be 
vested in the said commissioners, and shall be by 
them dssigned and conveyed to the assignee or 
assignees in fee simple, or otherwise, in like man- 
ner as above directed, with the estate of the said 
bankrupt, at the time of the bankruptcy, and the 
proceeds thereof shall be divided among the cre- 
ditors. 

Sec. 51. And be it further enacted, That the 
said commissioners shall, once in every year, care- 
fully file, in the clerk’s office of the district court, 
all the proceedings had in every case before them, 
and which shall have been finished, including the 
commissions, examinations, dividends, entries, and 
other determinations, of the said commissioners, 
in which office the final certificate of the said 
bankrupt may also be recorded; all which pro- 
ceedings shall remain of récord in the said office, 
and certified copies thereof shall be admitted as 
evidence in all courts, in like manner as the copies 
of the proceedings of the said district court are 
admitted in other cases. 

- Sue. 52. And be it further enacted, Thatit shall 
and may. be lawful for any creditor of such bank- 
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rupt, to attend all or any of the examinations of 
said bankrupt, and the allowance of the final cer- 
tificate, if he shall think proper, and then and there 
to propose interrogatories, to be put by the judge 
or commissioners, to the said bankrupt and others, 
and also to produce and examine witnesses and 
documents, before such judge or commissioners, 
relative to the subject-matter before them. And 
in case either the bankrupt or creditor shall think 
him or herself aggrieved by the determination of 
the said judge or commissioners, relative to any 
material fact, in the commencement or progress 
of the said proceedings, or in the allowance of the 
certificate aforesaid, it shall and may be lawful 
for either party to petition the said judge, setting 
forth: such facts and the determination thereon, 
with the complaint of the party, and a prayer for 
trial by a jury to determine the same, and the said 
judge: shall, in his discretion, make order thereon, 
and award a venire facias to the marshal of the 
district, returnable within fifteen days before him, 
for. the trial of the facts mentioned in the said pe- 
tition, notice whereof shall be given to the com- 
missioners and creditors concerned in the same; 
at which time the said trial shall be had, unless, 
on good cause-shown, the judge shall give farther 
time; and:judgment being entered on the verdict 
of the jury,’shall be final, on the said facts, and 
the judge or commissioners shall proceed agree- 
ably thereto. 

Sec. 53, And be it further enacted, That the 
commissioners, before the appointment of assign- 
ees, and the assignees after such appointment, may, 
from time to time, make such allowance out of the 
bankrupt’s estate, until he shall have obtained his 
final discharge, as in their opinion may be requi- 
site for the necessary support of the said bankrupt 
and his family. 

Sec. 54. And beit further enacted, That it shall 
be lawful for the major part in value of the credi- 
tors, before they proceed to the choice of assignees, 
to direct in what manner, with whom, and where, 
the moneys arising by, and to be received from time 
to time out of, the bankrupt’s estate, shall be lodged 
until the same shall be divided among the credi- 
tors, as herein provided; to which direction every 
such assignee and assignees shall conform as often 
as three hundred dollars shall be received. 

Sec. 55. And be it further enacted, That every 
matter and thing, by this act required to be done 
by the commissioners of any bankrupt, shall be 
valid to all intents and purposes, if performed by 
a majority of them. i 

Sec, 56. And be it further enacted, That in all 
cases where the assignees shall prosecute any 
debtor of the bankrupt, for any debt, duty, or de- 
mand, the commission, or a certified copy thereof, 
and the assignment of the commissioners of the 
bankrupt’s estate, shall be conclusive evidence of 
‘the issuing the commission, and of the person 
named therein being a trader and bankrupt, at the 
time mentioned therein. 

Suc. 57. And be it further enacted, That every 
person obtaining a discharge from his debis, by 
certificate as aforesaid, granted under a commis- 
sion of bankruptcy, shall not, on any future com- 


mission, be entitled to any other certificate than a 
discharge of his person only; unless the net pro- 
ceeds of the estate and effects of such person, so 
becoming bankrupt a second time, shall be suffi- 
cient to pay seventy-five per cent. to his or her 
creditors on the amount of their debts respectively. 

Src. 58. And be it further enacted, That any 
creditor of a person, against whom a commission 
of bankruptcy shall have been sued forth, and who 
shall lay his claim before the commissioners ap- 
pointed in pursuance of this act, may at the same 
time declare his unwillingness to submit the same 
tothe judgment of the said commissioners, and his 
wish that a jury may be impanneled to decide 
thereon: And in like manner the assignee or as- 
signees of such bankrupt may object to the con- 
sideration of any particular claim by the commis- 
sioners, and require that the same should be re- 
ferred toajury. In either case, such objection 
and request shall be entered on the books of the 
commissioners, and thereupon an issue shall be 
made up between the parties, and a jury shall be 
impanneled, as. in other cases, to try the same in 
the cireuit court for the district in which such 
bankrupt has usually resided. The verdict of such 
jury shall be subject to the control of the court, 
as in suits originally instituted in the said court, 
and when rendered, if not set aside by the court, 
shall be certified to the commissioners, and shall 
ascertain the amount of any such claim, and such 
creditor or creditors shall be considered in all res- 
pects as having proved their debts under the com- 
mission. 

Sec. 59. And be it further enacted, That the 
lands and effects of any person becoming bankrupt 
may be sold on such credit, and on such security, 
as a major part in value of the creditors may di- 
rect: Provided, nothing herein contained shall be 
allowed so to operate, as to retard the granting the 
bankrupv’s certificate. : 

Sec. 60. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person becoming bankrupt shall be in prison, it 
shall be lawful for any creditor or creditors, at 
whose suit he or she shall be in execution, to dis- 
charge him or her from custody, or if such eredi- 
tor or creditors shall refuse to do so, the prisoner 
may petition the commissioners, to liberate him 
or her, and thereupon, if, in the opinion of the 
commissioners, the conduct of such bankrupt shall 
have been fair, so as to entitle him or her in their 
opinion, to a certificate, when by law such certifi- 
cate might be given, it shall be lawful for them to 
direct the discharge of such prisoner, and to enter 
the same in their books, which being notified to 
the keeper of the jail in which such prisoner may 
be confined, shall be a sufficient authority for his 
or her discharge: Provided, That in either case, 
such discharge shall be no bar to another execu- 
tion, if a certificate shall be refused to such bank- 
rupt: And provided also, that it shall be no bar to 
a subsequent imprisonment of such bankrupt by 
order of the commissioners, in conformity with the 
provisions of this act. ’ 

Sec. 61. And be tt further enacted, That this 
act shall not repeal or annul, or be construed to 
repeal or annul, the laws of any State now in force, . 
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or which may be hereafter enacted, for the relief | hundred, and-until the end of the session of Con- 


of insolvent debtors, except so far as the same may 
respect persons who are, or may be, clearly with- 
in the purview of this act, and whose debts shall 
amount, in the cases specified in the second section 
thereof, to the sums therein mentioned.. And if 
any person within the purview of this. act, shall 
be imprisoned for the space of three months, for any 
debt, or upon any contract, unless the creditors of 
such prisoner shall proceed to prosecute a com- 
mission of bankruptcy against him or her, agree- 
ably to the provisions of this act. such debtor may 
and shall be entitled to relief, under any such laws 
for the relief of insolvent debtors, this act notwith- 
standing. 

Sec. 62. And be it further enacted, That no- 
thing contained in this law shall, in any manner, 
affect the right of preference to prior satisfaction 
of debts due to the United States, as secured or 
provided by any law heretofore passed, nor shall 
be construed to lessen or impair any right to, or 
security for, money due to the United States, or to 
any of them. 

See. 63. And be it further enacted, That no- 
thing contained in this act shall be taken or con- 
strued to invalidate or impair any lien, existing at 
the date of this act, upon the lands or chattels of 
any person: who may have become a bankrupt. 

Ec. 64. And be it further enacted, That this 
act shall continue in force during the term: of five 
years, and from thence to the end of the next ses- 
sion of Congress thereafter, and no longer: Pro- 
vided, that the expiration of this act shall not pre- 
vent the complete execution of any commission 
which may have been previously thereto issued. 

Approved, April 4, 1800. 


An Act to allow a drawback of duties on goods ex- 
ported to New Orleans, and therein to amend the 
act entitled “An act to regulate the collection of 
duties on imports and tonnage.” 


Be it enacted, §c., That any goods, wares, or 
merchandise; which shall be exported from the 
United States, after the tenth day of April cur- 
rent, in the manner preseribed by law, to the port 
of New Orleans, on the river Mississippi, shall be 
deemed and. taken to be entitled to such draw- 
backs of duties as would be allowable thereon 
when exported to any other foreign port or place, 
anything in the act entitled “An act to regulate 
the collection of duties on imports and tonnage.” 
to the contrary hereof notwithstanding. f 

Approved, April 5, 1800. 


An Act to continue in force “ An act concerning cer- 
‘tain fisheries of the United States, and for the regu- 
ulation and government of the fishermen employed 
therein,” and for other purposes therein mentioned. 


< Be it enacted, &c., That the act entitled “An 
act ‘concerning certain fisheries of the United 
‘States, and for the regulation and government of 
the fishermen.em ployed therein,” shall be in force, 


bye Poga z : 
_ ands hereby continued, for the term of ten years, 


5 from the third- day of March, one thousand eight 


gress next ensuing the expiration of that term, any 
thing in the ninth section of the said act to the 
contrary hereof notwithstanding. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
additional. allowances which. were, by. the sixth 
section of the act, entitled “An act for raising a 
further sum of money for the protection of the 
frontiers, and for other purposes therein men- 
tioned,” and-by the second section of the act, enti- 
tled “An act laying an additional duty on salt, 
and for-other purposes,” respectively granted to 
ships or vessels employed in the bank and other-cod 
fisheries, shall be continued to the ships and vessels, 
respectively, which shall. be so employed, in the 
terms and according to the intent of the said first 
mentioned act, for and during the further continu- 
ance thereof, as aforesaid: Provided, That the said 
allowances shall not be understood to be continued 
for a longer time than the correspondent duties, 
respectively, for which the said additional allow- 
ances were granted, shall be payable. 


Approved, April 12, 1800. 


An Act to alter the form of certain oaths and: affirma- 
tions directed to: be taken by the act, entitled: “An 
act providing for the second census or enumeration 
of the inhabitants of the United States.” ; 


Be it enacted, §c., That so much of the first 
section of the act passed during the present session 
of Congress, RE “An act providing for the 
second census or enumeration of the inhabitants 
of the United States,” as relates to the form of 
the oaths or affirmations thereby directed to be 
taken by the marshals, secretaries, and assistants, 
therein mentioned; respectively, shall be, and here- 
by is, repealed, and that the said oaths òr afirma- 
tions shall be in the following form ; that is to say, 
the marshals and secretaries’ oath or affirmation in 
the form following: “I, A. B., marshal of the dis- 
trict of ——, (or the secretary of the territory of 
, as the case may be,) do solemnly swear, or 
affirm, that I will well and truly cause to be made 
a just and perfect enumeration and description of 
the persons resident within my district, (or within 
the territory of „as the case may be,) and 
will return the same to the Secretary of State, 
agreeably to the directions of an act of Congress, 
entitled “ An act providing for the second census 
or enumeration of the inhabitants of the United 
States,” according to the best of my ability: and 
the assistants’ oath or affirmation in the form fol- 
lowing: I, A. B., do solemnly swear, or affirm, 
that I will make a just and perfect enumeration 
and description of all persons resident within the 
division assigned to me by the marshal of the dis- 
trict of ——, (or the secretary of the territory of 
—, as the case may be.) and make due return 
thereof to the said marshal, or secretary, agreea- 
bly to the directions of an act of Congress, enti- 
tled “ An act providing for the second census or 
enumeration of the inhabitants of the United 
States,” according to the best of my ability. . 
Approved, April 12, 1800. 
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‘An Act for the relief of the Corporation. of Rhode | strictions, as the same was held or might have 
Island College. been:claimed or enjoyed by such person, in his or 
` Be it enacted, §c., That the accounting officers | her life time; and when application for a patent 
of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, author- | shall be made by such legal representatives, the 
ized and directed to liquidate and settle the claims | oath or affirmation provided in the third section 
of the Corporation of Rhode Island College, for | of the before-mentioned act, shall be so varied as 
compensation for the use and occupation of the | to be applicable to them. 
edifice of the said college, and for injuries done to] Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That where 
the same, from the tenth day of December, one | any patent shall be, or shall have been, granted, 
thousand: seven hundred and seventy-six, to the | pursuant to this or the above-mentioned act, and 
twentieth day of April, one thousand seven hun- | any person, without the consent of the patentee, 
dred and eighty, by the troops of the United | his or her executors, administrators. or assigns, 
States; and that' the sum which may be found due | first obtained in writing, shall make, devise, use, 
to the said corporation, for damages done to and | or sell the thing whereof the exclusive right is 
occupation of the said edifice, as aforesaid, be paid | secured to the said patentee by such patent, such 
them-out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- | person so offending shall forfeit and pay to the 
wise appropriated. | said patentee, his executors, administrators, or as- 
Approved, April 16, 1800. signs, a sum equal to three times the actual dam- 
= age sustained by such patentee, his executors, ad- 
: i in ministrators, or assigns, from or by reason of such 
An Act to extend the privilege of obtaining patents for | offence, which sum shall and may be recovered 
useful discoveries and inventions to certain persons by action on the case founded on this and the 
therein. mentioned, and':to- enlarge and define the | abovementioned act, in the circuit court of the 
penalties for violating the rights of patentees. United States having jurisdiction thereof. 
_ Be it enacted, §c.; That all and singular the! Sxc. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
rights and privileges given, intended, or provided, | fifth section of the abovementioned act, entitled 
to citizens of. the United States, respecting pat-/ ‘An act to promote the progress of useful arts, 
ents for.new. inventions, discoveries, and improve- | and to repeal the act heretofore made for that pur- 
ments; by the act, entitled “An act to promote | pose,” shall be, and hereby is, repealed. 
the progress of useful arts, and to repeal the act Approved, April 17, 1800. 
heretofore made for that purpose,” shall be, and : 
hereby are, extended and given to all aliens who, 
at the time of petitioning in the manner: prescribed 
by the said act, shall have resided: fortwo years 
within the United States, which privileges shall} Be it enacted, §c., That the Paymaster General 
be obtained, used, and enjoyed, by such persons, | of the Army of the United States shall receive 
in as full and ample manner, and under the same} one hundred and twenty dollars per month, with 
conditions, limitations, and restrictions, as by the | the rations and forage of a major, in full compen- 
said act is provided and directed in the case of | sation for his services and travelling expenses, to 
citizens of the United States: Provided always, | be computed from the commencement of the time 
That every person petitioning for a patent for any | of his actual residence at the seat of Government; 
invention, art or discovery, pursuant to this act, | anything in the “ Act for the better organizing of 
shall make oath or affirmation, before some person | the troops of the United States, and for other pur- 
duly authorized to administer oaths, before such | poses,” to the contrary notwithstanding. 
patent shall be granted, that such invention, art,| Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the pay 
or discovery, hath not, to the best of his or her į of the Assistant of the Adjutant General, in addi- 
knowledge or belief, been known or used either‘in | tion to his pay and other emoluments in the line 
this or any foreign country; and that every patent | of the Army, shall be forty dollars per month, 
which shall be obtained pursuant to this act, for | which shall be in full compensation for his extra 
any invention, art, or discovery, which it shall | services and travelling expenses, to be computed 
afterwards appear had been known or used pre- | from the time of his entering upon actual service. 
vious to such application for a patent, shall be! Approved, April 22, 1800. 
utterly void. . j 
` Kec.2. And be it further enacted, That where 
any person hath made, or shall have made, any oficer of the Corps of Marinos. 
new invention, discovery, or improvement, on ac- í 
count of which a- patent might, by virtue of this: Be it enacted, ¢c., That a lieutenant colonel 
or the above-mentioned act, be granted to- such | commandant shall be appointed to command the 
‘person, as shall die before any patent shall be | corps of Marines,and shall be entitled to the same 
granted therefor, the right of applying for and | pay and emoluments as a lieutenant colonel in the 
obtaining such patent, shall devolve on the legal! Army of the United States, anything in the act 
representatives of such person in trust for the | for the establishing and organizing a Marine corps 
heirs at law of the deceased, in case he shall have ! to the contrary notwithstanding; and that the 
died intestate; but if otherwise, then in trust for | office of Major of the said corps shall thereafter 
his devisees, in as full and ample manner, and | be abolished. : 
under the same conditions, limitations, and re- | Approved, April 22; 1800. 


6th Con.—47 


An Act to fix the compensation of the Paymaster 
General, and Assistant to the Adjutant General. 


An Act fixing the rank and pay of the commanding 
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An Act to continue in force the act, entitled “An act 
to authorize the defence of the merchant vessels of 
„ the United States against French depredations.” 


Be it enacted, &c., That the act passed on the 
twenty-fifth day of June, one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-eight, entitled “ An act to author- 
ize the defence of the merchant vessels of the 
United States against French depredations,” ex- 
cepting such parts of the said act as relate to sal- 
vage in cases of recapture, shall continue and be 
in force for and during the term of one year, and 
from thence to the end of the next session of Con- 
gress thereafter, and no longer. 

Approved, April 22, 1800. 


An Act to continue in force, for a limited time, an act, 

entitled “ An act to prescribe the mode of taking evi- 
dence in cases of contested elections for members of 
the House of Representatives of the United States, 
and to compel the attendance of witnesses.” 


Be it enacted, &c., That an act passed on the 
twenty-third day of January, one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-eight, entitled “ An act to pre- 
scribe the mode of taking evidence in cases of 
contested elections for members of the House of 
Representatives of the United States, and to com- 
pel the attendance of witnesses,” shall be and con- 
tinue in force for the term of four years, and no 
longer. i 

Approved, April 22, 1800. 


An Act supplementary to the act to regulate trade and 
intercourse with the Indiam tribes, and to preserve 
peace on the frontiers. 

Be it enacted, &c., That, from and after the 
passing of this act, it shall be lawful for any mili- 
tary officer, who may have charge or custody of 
any person or persons, who may have been, or 
shall be, apprehended in the Indian country, over 
and beyond the boundary line between the United 
States and the said Indian tribes, in violation of 
any of the provisions or regulations of the act, 
entitled “ An act to regulate trade and intercourse 
with the Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on 
the frontiers,” to conduct him or them to some one 
of the justices of the inferior or county court of 
any county nearest to the place of his arrest, who, 
if the offence is bailable, is hereby authorized to 
take proper bail, if offered, in like manner as the 
judge of the superior court of any State is author- 
ized to do, in and by the act above recited ; unless 
such person, holden in custody as aforesaid, shall 
be charged upon oath with murder, or any other 
offence punishable with death, in which case such 
justice of any inferior or county court shall not 
have authority to take bail for such person. 

Approved, April 22, 1800. f 


An Act to establish a General Stamp Office. 

< Be ü enacted, §c., That there shall be appoint- 
ed an‘ officer, to be denominated Superintendent 

of Stamps, whose duty it shall be to superintend 


the stamping. and marking of all vellum, parch-. 


Ment, and paper; to distribute the same amoug 


the officers who are, or shall be, authorized to se- 
cure and collect the duties thereupon, and to keep 
fair and true records and accounts of his proceed- 
ings; which said officer, so to be appointed, shall 
be subject to the superintendence, control, and di- 
rection of the Treasury Department, according to 
the respective authorities and duties of the officers 
thereof; and shall, for the better execution of the 
duties and trusts in him reposed, observe and exe- 
cute such directions as he shall, from time to time, 
receive from said department. 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That the 
said superintendent shall hold his office at the 
seat of the Government of the United States, and 
shall be allowed, as a. compensation for his servi- 
ces, the sum of two thousand dollars, annually, to 
be paid quarter-yearly at the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States; and shall also be allowed the necessary 
expenses of office rent, fuel, printing, and packing, 
and of procuring books and stationery for the use 
of his office, and that all letters and- packages to 
and from him shall be free of postage. i 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That. the 
said superintendent shall, with the approbation of 
the principal officer of the Treasury Department, 
employ such number of clerks and other assistants 
in his office as shall be found necessary; and shall 
apportion and vary the compensation to each, in 
such manner as the services rendered by each shall 
in his. judgment require: Provided, That the 
whole amount of the compensations to said clerks 
and assistants shall not exceed two thousand five 
hundred dollars annually. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the said 
superintendent shall, within three months after 
entering upon his office, give bond, with sureties, 
for the true and faithful execution thereof, and for 
the settlement of his accounts at the periods which. 
shall be prescribed by the proper officers at the 
Treasury Department, in the sum of ten thousand 
dollars, which bond shall be approved by the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, and kept in his office, to ' 
be by him put in suit for the benefit of the United 
States, upon any breach of the conditions thereof. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the establishment of the office aforesaid 
at the seat of Government, and after six months’ 
notice of the new stamps hereby directed to be 
prepared and issued; which notice shall be given 
by the Secretary of,the Treasury, in the manner 
directed by the tenth section of the act entitled “An 
act laying duties on stamped vellum, parchment, 
and paper;” so much of the act or acts, heretofore 
passed, as empower and require the supervisors of 
the revenue to stamp or mark any vellum, parch- 
ment, or paper, shall cease and determine. 

Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That if: any 
deed, instrument, or writing, whatever, charged 
by law with the payment of duty, shall have been, 
or shall be, written or printed, by any person or 
persons whomsoever, upon vellum, parchment, or 
paper, not stamped or marked according to law, 
or upon vellum, parchment, or paper, stamped or 
marked at a lower rate of duty than is‘by law re- 
quired for such deed, instrument, or writing; then, 
and in every such case, it shall be lawful for the 
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person or persons holding such deed, instrument, 
or writing, within twelve calendar months after 
the time of giving notice as aforesaid, or within 
six calendar months after the execution of such 
deed, instrument, or writing, to pay to the collector 
of the revenue, within whose collection district 
such person or persons shall reside, the duty charge- 
able by law on such deed, instrument, or writing, 
together with ten dollars in addition to such duty, 
which duty and additional sum of ten dollars, such 
collector is hereby authorized and required to re- 
ceive, and without fee or reward to endorse a re- 
ceipt therefor, under his hand and seal, upon some 
part of such deed, instrument, or writing, which 
deed, instrument, or writing, so endorsed, it shall 
then be lawful for such person or persons to pro- 
duce to the surveyor of the revenue within whose 
assessment district such person or persons shall 
reside, which surveyor thereupon shall certify un- 
der his hand and seal, and upon some part of the 
said deed, instrument, or writing, that the same so 
endorsed as aforesaid has. been produced to him, 
and that the said endorsement is in his belief gen- 
uine; after which said endorsement and certificate, 
and not otherwise, such deed, instrument, or writ- 
ing, shall be to all intents and purposes as valid and 
available, as if the same had been or were stamped, 
counter-stamped, or marked, as by law required, 
geese any acttothecontrary notwithstanding. 

go. 7. And be it further enacted, That every 
collector of the revenue shall keep a separate ac- 
count of all moneys by him received in manner 
last aforesaid, and shall, at such times as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall direct, transmit the 
said account together with such moneys, and a 
memorandum of all receipts by him endorsed in 
manner aforesaid, to the supervisor of the district, 
or the inspector of the survey, as the case may be; 
and that every surveyor of the revenue shall, at 
such time as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
direct, transmit to the said supervisor or inspector, 
as the case may be, a true copy of all certificates 
given by him as aforesaid, and of the receipts re- 
spectively certified, and thereupon such surveyor 
shall be entitled to receive from the supervisor or 
inspector fifty cents for every such certificate by 
him signed as aforesaid. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person, with intent to defraud the United States 
of any sum of moneys directed to be paid by this 
act, or of any of the duties or duty laid by the 
act, entitled “An act laying duties on stamped 
vellum, parchment, and paper,” shall counterfeit 
or forge, or cause or procure to be counterfeited 
or forged, any of the certificates, receipts, or en- 

” dorsements, provided for and directed by the sixth 
section of this act, or shall utter, pass away, vend, 
or offer in evidence, in any court of justice, any 
such forged or counterfeit receipt, certificate, or 
endorsement, knowing the same to be forged or 
counterfeit, then every such person so offending, 
and being thereof convicted in due form of law, 
shall be adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall be subject to be fined in any sum not exceed- 
ing one thousand dollars, and to be imprisoned for 
any term not exceeding seven years. 


Sec. 9. And for the convenience of those per- 
sons who may be inclined to have their own vel- 
lum, parchment, and paper, stamped or marked, 
Be it further enacted, That when any person or per- 
sons shall depositeany vellum, parchment or paper, 
at the office of any supervisor, accompanying the - 
same witha list, which shall specify thenumberand 
denomination of the stamps or marks which are 
to be thereto affixed, it shall be the duty of the 
said supervisor to transmit the same to the stamp- 
office at the seat of Government, where such 
paper, parchment, and vellum shall be properly 
marked or stamped, and forthwith sent back to 
the said supervisor, who shall thereupon collect 
the duties and deliver the vellum, parchment, and 
paper, pursuant to the order of the person from 
whom it was received. l 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That all 
vellum, parchment, and paper, to be stamped or 
marked at the said office, shall, before it is deliv- 
ered for sale, use, or distribution, be carried from 
the said office to the office of the commissioner 
of the revenue, and be there counter-stamped or 
marked, under the direction of the said commis- 
sioner, and in such manner as the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall devise and direct; and after 
being so counter-stamped, or marked, shall be 
returned to the office of the Superintendent of 
Stamps, to be by him distributed according to the 
true intent and meaning of thisact; of all which 
vellum, parchment, and paper, so sent to be coun- 
ter-stamped or marked, and so returned to the 
office of the superintendent aforesaid, an account 
shall be kept by the commissioner of the reve- 
nue, and from time to time returned to the proper 
officers of the Treasury Department. 


Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That if 
any person or persons, with. intent to defraud the 
United States of any of the duties or duty laid 
by the act, entitled “An act laying duties on 
stamped vellum, parchment, and paper,” or by 
any act or acts for amending the same, shall coun- 
terfeit or forge, or shal] cause or procure to be 
counterfeited or forged, or shall knowingly or 
wilfully aid or assist in counterfeiting or forging 
any stamp, counter-stamp, or mark, which shall 
be provided or made in pursuance of this act, or 
shall counterfeit or resemble, or shall knowingly 
and wilfully aid or assist in counterfeiting or re- 
sembling, or shall cause to be counterfeited or re- 
sembled, the impression of any such stamp, coun- 
ter-stamp, or mark, upon any vellum, parchment, 
or paper, or shall knowingly or wilfully utter, 
vend, or sell, or offer in evidence in any court of 
justice, any vellum, parchment, or paper, with such 
counterfeit mark or impression thereon, or shall 
privately or fraudulently use any stamp, counter- 
stamp, or mark, directed or allowed to be used by 
this act, then every such person so offending, and 
being thereof convicted in due form of law, shall 
be adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, and be sub- 
ject to be fined in any sum not exceeding one 
thousand dollars, and imprisoned for any time not 
exceeding seven years. 


Approved, April 23, 1809. 
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An Act to alter and to establish sundry Post Roads. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the following post roads 
be discontinued, viz: From Washington, to Peters- 
burg, in Georgia; from Augusta, by Robinson’s, 
at the White Ponds, and Gillet’s Mills, to Coo- 
sawhatchie; from Charlotte, by Lincolnton, -to 
Statesville, North Carolina; from Chester Court- 
house to Spartan Court-house; from Fayetteville, 
by Lumberton, to Cheraw Court-house; from Mof- 
fat’s store to Danville; from Culpepper Court- 
house, to Orange Court-house; from Leesburg, to 
Fauquier Court-house; from. Tappahannock, by 
Richmond, Court-house,and Westmoreland Court- 
house, to Kinsale; from Prince Edward Court- 
house, to Lynchburg ; from Easton, by New Mar- 
ket, to Vienna; from Allen’s Fresh, by Hoe’s 
Ferry, to Port Conway; fron: Bladensburg, to 
Upper Marlborough ; from Harrisburg, by Peters- 
burgh, Millerstown, Thompsontown, Mifflintown, 
Lewistown, Huntingdon, Alexandria, Center Fur- 
nace, Bellefont, Milesburg, Aaronsburg, Mifflins- 
burg, Lewisburgh, Northumberland and Sunbury, 
to Harrisburg; from Easton, to Sussex Court- 
house; from New Brunswick to New German- 
town; from Washington, in Pennsylvania, to 
Wheeling, in Virginia; from Old Fort Schuyler, 
by Cincinnatus, to Oxford; from. Vergennes, by 
Bason Harbour, to Plattsburgh; from Rome. to 


Rotterdam; from Boston, by Taunton, to New. 
Bedford; from Camden, by Lancaster, South Car- |: 


olina, Charlotte, North Carolina, and Lincolnton, 
to Statesville, North Carolina; from Fayetteville, 
to Pittsburg, in Chatham county; from Halifax 
Court-house, Virginia, by Danville, to Caswell 
Court-house; from Liberty, by Rocky Mount, to 
Martinville; from Louisburg, by. Nash Court- 
house, to T'arborough; from Newbern, by Beau- 
fort and Swansborough, to Newbern; from Ruth- 
erfordion to Spartanburg; from Springfield, Mas- 
sachusetts, to Northampton; from Standish, in 
Maine, by Flint’s town, and Fryberg, to Conway, 
Tamworth, and Sandwich, in New Hampshire; 
from Suffolk, by South Quay, to Murfreesbo- 
rough; from Wilmington, North Carolina, to 
Georgetown, South Carolina; from Petersburgh, 
by Sussex Court-house, and Southampton. Court- 
house, to South Quay. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the fol- 
lowing be established:as post roads, viz: 

In Georgia—From Augusta, to Petersburgh, 
by Lincoln Court-house; from Franklin Court- 
house to Jackson Court-house; from Georgetown 
to Warrenton; from Louisville to Saundersville ; 
from ‘Washington, to Oglethorpe Court-house. 

In South Carolina-—-From Augusta, Georgia, 
by the Three Runs, to Coosawatchie ; the post 
road from Edgefield Court-house, to Augusta, 
shall pass through Campbeltown ;: from George- 
town, by Willtown, Greenville, and Chatham, to 
Richmond. Court-house, North Carolina; from 

“Statesburg, by Salem Court-house, and Kings- 
tree, to Willtown; from Columbia to. Clarendon 

>. -Court-house ; from Chester Court-house, by York 

-o Court-house, Pinckneyville, and Union Court- 

“house, to Spartanburg. i E 

In North Carolina—From Washington to Bath, 


and from thence by Woodstock, to Hyde Court- 


house; from- Fayetteville, by M’Fall’s, and Win- 
field’s, to. Cheraw: Court-house, South Carolina., 
from Fayetteville, by Lumberton and Barefield’s 
Mill, to Willtown, South Carolina; from Lum- 
berton, by Elizabethtown, to the house of John 
Andrews,-or Wiliam H. Beaty, on South River; 
from Fayetteville to Wilmington; from Char- 
lotte, by Lincolnton, and Morganton, Buncomb 
Court-house, the Warm Springs, and thence. to. 
Grenville.in. Tennessee; the post road from Salem, 
to Salisbury. shall pass through Lexington; the. 
post road. from Raleigh, to Newbern, shall pass - 
through the county of Davie; the post road from 
Moore. Court-house. to Salisbury, to pass by the 
new or old Court-house.of Randolph, as may. be 
found most eligibles- from Rockford, to Grayson 
Court-house, Virginia.. : 

In, Tennessee—F rom. Knoxville to Marysville; 
from Sullivan Court-house, by. Hawkins. Court- 
house, and Orr’s tavern, to Knoxville. from Nash- 
ville, by Robertson Court-house, and Montgom- 
ery Court-house, to Palmyra; from Nashville, to 
Natchez, in the Mississippi Territory; the post 
road which now. passes from Abingdon, in: Vir- 
ginia, to Knoxville, in Tennessee, shall hereafter. 
pass by. Sullivan Court-house, Jonesborough,., 
Greenville. Cheek’s cross roads, and Jefferson 
Court-house. f 

In Kentucky—Frtom Frankfort, by Versailles, 
and Richmond, to Orr’s tavern, Tennessee; from 
Danville, by Standford, to Lancaster ; from Frank- 
fort, by Clarke Court-house; Montgomery Court- 
house, and Fleming Court-house, to Washington ; 
from Frankfort, by Scott Court-house, Harrison 
Court-house, Pendleton Court-house, and Camp- 
bell Court-house, to Cincinnati, Northwestern 
Territory ; from Frankfort, by Sheibysvilte, Bards- 
town, Hardin Court-house, and Logan Court-. 
house, to Robinson Court-house, in ‘Tennessee; 
the post road from Washington, in Cincinnati; 
shall pass by Bracken Court-house; the post- road 
from Beardstown, to Louisville, shall pass through. 
Shepherdsville; from Logan Court-house, by: 
Christiana. Court-house, Livingston Court-house, 
Henderson Court-house, to Muhlenberg Court- 
house; and from Logan Court-house, by Warren 
Court-house, and. Barren Court-house, to Green 
Court-house. i 

In the. Northwestern. Territory—From Wash- 
ington, Kentucky, by Manchester, in Northwest- 
ern Territory, to Chilicothe; from Louisville, 
Kentucky, to Vincennes; from Zanes, on the Mus- : 
kingum, to Marietta. 

In Virginia—From Culpeper Court-house, by 
Madison, Court-house, to Orange Court-house; 
from Fredericksburg, by Spotsylvania Court- 
house,and Louisa Court-house, to Columbia; from 
Fredericksburg, by King George Court-house, 
Mattox bridge, Leedstown, Westmoreland Court- 
house on Templeman’s cross-roads, Richmond 
Court-house, and Farnham, to Kinsale; from 
Fredcricksburg, by Rogers’s mills, Child’s store, 
Chesterfield, Oxford, and Crew’s store, to Gooch- 


| land ‘Court-house; from King and Queen. Court- 


house, to Shackleford’s store; from . Gloucester 
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from New Brunswick, by Somerset Court-house, 
and Pluckemin, to New Germanton; from Tren- 
ton, by Bordentown, Slabtown, Mount. Holly, 
Moorestown, and Haddenfield, to Philadelphia. 

In Connecticut—F rom Fairfield, by Trumbull, 
Huntington, Newtown, and Brookfield, to New 
Milford. Le 

In Massachusetts—From Boston, by Bridge- 
water, and Taunton, to New Bedford; from New 
Bedford, by Rochester, and Wareham, to Sand- 
wich; from Hanover, by Scituate, Marshfield, and 
Duxbury, to Kingston; from Truro to Province- 
town; from Billerica, by Patucket bridge, to 
Dracut, and Hovey’s tavern, to Pelham, and Not- 
tingham West, in New Hampshire; from Con- 
cord, by Groton, New Ipswich, and Jaffray, to 
Marlborough, New Hampshire. 

In Vermont—From Westminster, by Bellows 
Falls, through Rockingham, Chester, and Caven- 
dish, to Rutland; from Newbury to Danville; 
from Burlington, through St. Alban’s, to Hye- 
gate. 

In New Hampshire—From Exeter, by Notting- 
ham, to Concord; from Salisbury, through Graf- 
ton, to Hanover. 

In Maine—From Portland, by Windham, Wa- 
terford, Buckfield, and Turner, to Portland; from 
Bucktown to Edenton. 


‘Court-house, to Matthews Court-house; from 
Moorfields, by Franklin, to Bath Court-house; 
from Richmond, by Coles’s, in Chesterfield county, 
Janetoe bridge, Amelia Court-house, Pridesville, 
and Ligontown, to Jamestown; from Petersburg, 
by Amelia Court-house, Nottaway Court-house, 
Bibb’s ferry, on Staunton river, to Halifax Court- 
house; from Alexandria, by Centreville, Middle- 
burg, Paris, and Millwood, to Winchester; from 
‘Cartersville, by New Canton, Buckingham Court- 
house,and Bent Creek, to Lynchburg ; from Rom- 
ney, by Springfield and Frankfort, to Cumber- 
laná, in Maryland ; from Centerville, by the Red 
‘House, to Fauquier Court-house; from Washing- 
ton, Pennsylvania, by Charlestown or Brooke 
‘Court-house, in Virginia, to Wheeling; the post 
road from Alexandria to Leesburg, shall pass 
through Matildaville; and the post road from 
Leesburg, to Shepherdstown, shall pass through 
‘Charlestown, in the county of Berkley; the post 
road from S weetspring, to Greenbrier Court-house, 
shall pass by Monroe Court-house; from Green- 
brier Court-house, to Kanawha Court-house; from 
Lexington, direct to Cabellsburg; from Mecklen- 
‘burg Court-house, the mail shall return by Chris- 
tian’s store, at Coxe’s,to Lunenburg Court-house, 
and Edmond’s store, to Gholson’s. 

In Maryland—From Baltimore, by Reisters- N ; 
town, Westminster, Taneytown, and Emmits-| Sze. 3. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
burg, to Fairfield, Pennsylvania; from Baltimore, contained in this act shall be construed so as to 
by Libertytown, to Fredericktown; and from affect any existing contracts for carrying the mail. 
Fredericktown, by Harper’s Ferry, to Charles-| Approved, April 23, 1800. 
town, in Berkeley county, Virginia; from Port 
Tobacco, by the Top of the Hill, to Nanjemoy;| An Act for the better government of the Navy of the 
from Leonardtown, by the Great Mill, to the United States. 

Ridge ; from Washington, to Upper Marlborough ;| Be it enacted, §c., That from and after the first 
from Washington, by Queen Ann, to Annapolis; | day of June next, the following rules and regula- 
from Easton, by Cambridge and New Market, to | tions be adopted and put in force, for the govern- 
‘Vienna; from Easton, by Hillsborough, Denton, | ment of the navy of the United States. 

‘and Greenborough, to Whitelysburgh. i ART. 1. The commanders of all ships and ves- 

In Pennsylvania—From Lancaster, by Eliza- | sels of war belonging to the navy, arè strictly en- 
bethtown, and Middletown, to Harrisburgh, Sun- | joined and required to show in themselves a good 
bury, and Northumberland; from Lancaster, to) example of virtue, honor, patriotism, and subordi- 
New Holland ; from Harrisburgh, by Clark’s ferry, | nation ; and be vigilant in inspecting the conduct 
Millerstown, Thompsontown, Mifflintown, Lewis- | of all such as are placed under their command ; 
town, and Huntingdon, to Alexandria; from Lew- | and to guard against, and suppress, all dissolute 
istown, by Mifflintown, Aaronsburg, Milesburg, | and immoral practices, and to correct all such as 
and Bellefont, to Center Furnace; from Lewis-| are guilty of them, according to the usage of the 
town, by Muncey, and Milton, to Williamsport; | sea service. 
from Northumberland, to Berwick, and thenceby; Arr. 2. The commanders of all ships and ves- 
‘Catawassee, to Northumberland; from Wilkes- | sels in the navy, having chaplains on board, shall 
barre, by Wyalusing, to Athens; from Union, | take care that divine service be performed in a 
to New Geneva; from Pittsburg, by Franklin, | solemn, orderly, and reverent manner twicea day, 
Meadsville, and Le Beuf, to Presqu’isle; from j and a sermon preached on Sunday, unless bad 
Washington, to Waynesburg. weather, or other extraordinary accidents prevent 

In New York—From Hudson, by Katskill, Har- | it; and that they cause all, or as many of the 
persfield, Ouliout, Unadilla, and Union, to Athens, | ship’s company as can be spared from duty, to at- 
Pennsylvania; from Athens, Pennsylvania, by | tend at every performance of the worship of Al- 
Newtown, Painted Post, and Bath, to Canandar-| mighty God. i 
.qua; from Utica, by New Hartford, Hamilton,| Anv. 3. Any officer, or other person in the 
and Sherbournė, to Oxford; from Cooperstown, | navy, who shall be guilty of oppression, cruelty, 
‘on the State road, to Scipio; from Vergennes, | fraud, profane swearing, drunkenness, or any other 
Vermont, by Charlotte, Vermont, and Peru, to | scandalous conduct, tending to the destruction of 
Plattsburg. good morals, shall, if an officer, be cashiered, or 

In New Jersey--From Easton, Pennsylvania, | suffer such other punishment as a court-martial 
by Belvidere, and Johnsonburg, to Newtown; ! shall adjudge; if a private, shall be put in irons, 
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or flogged, at the discretion of the captain, not 
exceeding twelve lashes; but if the offence. re- 
quire severer punishment, he shall be tried by a 
court-martial, and suffer such punishment as said 
court shall inflict. ee 

Art. 4. Every commander or otber officer who 
shall, upon signal for battle, or on the probability 
of an engagement, neglect to clear his ship for 
action, or shall not use his utmost exertions to 
bring his ship to battle, or shall fail to encourage, 
in his own person, his inferior officers and men to 
fight courageously, such offender shall suffer death 
or such other punishment as a court martial shall 
adjudge; or any officer neglecting, on sight of 
any vessel or vessels of .an enemy, to clear his ship 
for action, shall suffer such punishment as a court 
martial shall adjudge: and if any person in the 
navy shall treacherously yield, or pusillanimously 
ery for quarters, he shall suffer death, on convic- 
tion thereof, by a general court martial. 

Art. 5. Every officer or private who shall not 
properly observe the orders of his commanding 
officer, or shall not use his utmost exertions to 
carry them into execution, when ordered. to pre- 
pare for, join in, or when actually engaged in 
battle; or shall, at such time; basely desert his 
duty or station, either then, or while in sight of 
an enemy, or shall induce others to do so, every 
person so offending shall, on conviction thereof 
by a general court martial, suffer death or such 
other punishment as the said court shall adjudge. 
~ Art. 6. Every officer or private who shall, 
through cowardice, negligence, or disaffection in 
time of action, withdraw from, or keep out of 
battle, or shall not do his utmost to take or destroy 
every vessel which it is his duty to encounter, or 
shall not do his utmost endeavor to afford relief 
to ships belonging to the United States, every 
such offender shall, on conviction thereof by a 
general court martial, suffer death, or such other 
punishment as the said court shall adjudge. 

Art. 7. The commanding officer of every ship 
or vessel in the navy, whọ shall capture or seize 
upon any vessel as a prize,'shall carefully preserve 
all the papers and writings found on board, and 
transmit the whole of the originals unmutilated 
to the judgeof the district to which such prize is 
ordered to proceed, and shall transmit to the Navy 
Department, and to the agent appointed to pay 
the prize money, complete lists of the officers and 
men entitled to a share of the capture, inserting 
therein the quality of every person rating, on pain 
of forfeiting his whole share of the prize money 
resulting from such capture, and suffering such 
further punishment as a court martial shall ad- 


feit his share of the capture, and suffer such fur- 
ther punishment as a court martial, or the court 
of admiralty in which the prize is adjudged, shall 
impose. . 

Arr. 9..No person in the navy shall strip of 
their clothes, or pillage, or in any manner maltreat 
persons taken on board a prize, on pain of such 
punishment as a court martial shall adjudge. 

Arr. 10. No person in the navy shall give, hold, 
or entertain any intercourse or intelligence to or 
with any enemy: or rebel, without leave from the 
President of the United States, the Secretary of 
the Navy, the commander-in-chief of the fleet, or 
the commander of a squadron; or, in case of a 
vessel acting singly, from his commanding officer, 
on pain of death, or such other punishment as a 
court martial shall adjudge. 

ArT. 11. If any letteror message from an enemy 
or rebel, be conveyed to any officer or private of 
the navy, and he shall not, within twelve hours.. 
make the same known, having opportunity so to 
do, to his superior or commanding officer; or if 
any officer commanding a ship or vessel, being 
acquainted therewith, shall not, with all conveni- 
ent speed, reveal the same to the commander-in- 
chief of the fleet, commander of a squadron, or 
other proper officer whose duty it may be to take 
cognizance thereof, every such offender shall suf- 
fer death, or .such other punishment as a court. 
martial shall adjudge. 

Arr. 12. Spies, and all persons who shall come 
or be found in the capacity. of spies, or who shall 
bring or deliver any seducing letter or message 
from an enemy or rebel, or endeavor to corrupt 
any person in the navy to betray his trust, shall 
suffer death, or such other punishment as a court. 
martial shall adjudge. 

Arr. 13. If any person in the navy shall make: 
or attempt to make any mutinous assembly, he 
shall, on conviction thereof by a court martial, 
suffer death; and if any person as aforesaid shall 
utter any seditious or mutinous words, or shall. 
conceal or connive at any mutinous or seditious. 
practices, or shall treat with contempt his superior, 
being in the execution of his office; or, being wit~ 
ness to any mutiny or sedition, should not. do his. 
utmost to suppress it, he shall be punished at the 
discretion of a court martial. 

Art 14. No officer or private in the navy shall 
disobey the lawful orders of his superior officer, or 
strike him, or draw, or offer to draw, or raise any 
weapon against him, while in the execution of 
the duties of his office, on pain of death, or such 
other punishment as a court martial shall inflict. 

Arr. 15. No person in the navy shall quarrel 
with any other person in the navy, nor use pro-- 
voking or reproachful words, géstures, or menaces, 
on pain of such punishment as a court martiak 
shall adjudge. 

Arr. 16. If any person in the navy shall desert 
to an enemy, or rebel, he shall suffer death. 

Art. 17. If any person in the navy shall desert, 
orshall entice others to desert, he shall suffer death, 
or such other punishment as a court martial shall 
adjudge; and if any officer, or other person be- 


longing to the navy, shall receive or entertain any 
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deserter from any other vessel of the navy, know- 
ing him to be'such, and shall not, with all con- 
venient speed, give notice of such deserter to the 
commander of the vessel to which he belongs, or 
to the commander-in-chief, or to the commander 
of the squadron, he shall, on conviction thereof, 
be cashiered, or be punished at the discretion of a 
court martial. All offences committed by persons 
belonging to the navy while on shore, shall be 
punished in the same manner as if they had been 
committed at sea. 

_ ART. 18. If any person in the navy shall know- 
ingly make or sign, or shall aid, ahet, direct, or 
procure the making or signing of anv false mus- 
ter, or shall execute, or attempt, or countenance 
any fraud against the United States, he shall, on 
conviction, be cashiered, and rendered forever in- 
capable of any future employment in the service 
of the United States, and shall forfeit all the pay 
and subsistence due him, and. suffer-such other 
punishment as a court martial shall inflict. 

Art. 19. If any officer, or other person in the 
navy,shall, through inattention, negligence, or any 

. other fault, suffer. any vessel of the navy to be 
stranded, or run upon racks or shoals, or hazarded, 
he shall suffer such punishment as a court martial 

- shall adjudge. 

ART: 20. If any person in the navy shall sleep 
upon. his watch,-or negligently perform the duty 
assigned him, or leave his station before regularly 
relieved, he shall suffer death, or such punishment 
asa-court martial shall adjudge ; or, if the offender 
be.a private, he may, at the discretion of the cap- 
tain, be put in irons, or flogged, not exceeding 
twelve lashes. 

Arr. 21. The crime of murder, when com- 
mitted by any. officer, Seaman, or marine, belong- 
ing. to any publie ship or vessel of the United 
States, without the territorial jurisdiction of the 
same, may be punished with death by the sentence 
of:a court martial.. 

. ART. 22. The officers and privates of every ship 
or vessel, appointed as convoy to merchant or 
other vessels, shall diligently and faithfully dis- 
charge the duties of their appointment, nor shall 
they demand or exact any compensation for their 
services, nor maltreat any of the officers or crews 
of such merchant or other vessels, on pain of 
making such reparation as a court of admiralty 
may award, and of suffering such further punish- 
ment as a court martial shall adjudge. / 

ART. 23. If any commander or other officer 
shall receive or permit to be received, on board 
his vessel, any goods or merchandise, vther than 


for the sole use of his vessel, except gold, silver, | 


or jewels, and except the goods or merchandise of 
vessels which may be in distress, or shipwrecked, 
or in imminent danger of being shipwrecked, in 
order to preserve them for their owner, without 
orders from the President of the United States or 
the Navy. Department, he shall, on conviction 


thereof, be cashiered, and be incapacitated for- | 
f | public part of the ship, and read once a month ta 


ever afterwards, for any place or office in’ the 


navy. i 
ART. 24. If any person in the navy shall waste, 


embezzle, or fraudulently buy, sell, or receive any 


ammunition, provisions, or other. public stores; or 
if any officer.or other person. shall, knowingly, 
permit, through design, negligence, or inattention, 
any such waste, embezzlement, sale or receipt, 
every such person shall forfeit all the pay and sub- 
sistence then due him, and suffer such other pun- 
ishment as a court martial shall direct. 

Arr. 25. If any person in the navy shall unlaw- 
fully set fire to, or burn, any kind of public prop- 
erty,not then in the possession of an enemy, pirate, 
or rebel, he shall suffer death: And if any person 
shall, in any other manner, destroy such property, 
or shall not use his best exertions to prevent the 
destruction thereof by others, he shall be punished 
at the discretion of a court martial. 

Art. 26. Any theft not exceeding twenty dol- 
lars may be punished at the discretion of the 
captain, and above that sum, as a court martial 
shall direct. 

RT.27. If any person in thé navy shall, when 
on shore, plunder, abuse, or maltreat, any inhab- 
itant, or injure his property in any way, he shall 
suffer such punishment as a court martial shall 
adjudge. 

ART. 28. Every person in the navy shall use 
his. utmost exertions to detect, apprehend, and 
bring to punishment, all offenders, and shall at all 
times aid and assist all persons appointed for this 
purpose, on pain of such punishment as a court 
martial shall adjudge. 

ART. 29. Each commanding officer shall, when- 
ever a seaman enters on board, cause an accurate. 
entry to be made in the ship’s books, of his name, 
time, and term of service; and, before sailing, 
transmit to the Secretary of the.Navy a complete 
list or muster roll of the officers and men under 
his command, with the date of their entering, 
time and terms of their service, annexed ; and shall 
cause similar lists to be made out on the first day 
of every second month, to be transmitted to the 
Secretary of the Navy, as opportunities shall oc- 
cur; accounting, in such lists or muster rolls, for 
any casualties which may have taken place since 
the last list or muster roll. He shall cause to be 
accurately minuted, on the ship’s books, the names 
of, and times at which any death or desertion may 
oceur; and in case of death, shall take care that 
the purser secure all the property of the deceased 
for the benefit of his legal representative or repre- 
sentatives. He shall cause frequent inspections to 
be made into the condition of the provision, and 
use every precaution for its preservation. He 
shall, whenever he orders officers and men to take 
charge of a prize, and proceed to the United 
States, and whenever officers and men are sent 
from his ship for whatever cause, take care that 
each man be furnished with a complete statement 
of his account, specifying the date of his enlist- 
ment, and the period and terms of his service; 
which account shall be signed by the commanding 
officer and purser. He shall cause the rules for the 
government of the navy to be hung up in some 


his ship’s company. He shall cause a convenient 
place to be set apart for sick or disabled men, to 
which he shall have them removed, with their 
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hammocks and bedding, when the surgeon shall 
so advise, and shall direct that some of the crew 
attend them and keep the-place clean; and, if ne- 
cessary, shall direct that cradles, and buckets with | 
covers, be made for their use: And when his crew 
js finally paid off, he shall attend in person, or ap- 
point a proper officer, to see that justice be done 
to the men, and to the United States, in the settle- 
ment of theaccounts: Any commanding officer 
offending herein, shall be punished at the discre- 
tion of a court martial.’ 

Art. 30. No commanding officer: shall, of his 
own authority, discharge a commissioned or war- 
rant officer, nor strike, nor punish him otherwise 
than by suspension or confinement, nor shall he, 
of his own authority, inflict a punishment on any 
private beyond twelve lashes with a cat-of-nine 
tails, nor shall he suffer any wired, or other than a 
plain, eat-of-nine tails, to be used or board his ship; 
nor shall any officer who may command by acci- 
dent, or in the absence of the commanding officer 
(except such commander be absent for a time by 
Teave) order or inflict any other punishment than 
confinement, for which he shall account on the 
return of such absent commanding officer. Nor 
shall any commanding officer receive on board 
any petty, officers or men turned over from any 
other vessel to him, unless each of such officers 
and men produce to him an account, signed by the 
captain and purser of the vessel from which they 
came, specifying the date of such officer’s or man’s 
entry, the period and terms of service, the sums 
paid, and'the balance due him, and the quality in 
‘which he was rated on board such ship. Nor shall 
any commanding officer, having received any 

etty officer or man as aforesaid, rate him in a 

ower or worse station than that in which he for- 
merly served: Any commanding officer offending 
herein, shall be punished at the discretion of a 
court martial. 

- Arr. 31. Any master-at-arms, or other person 
of whom the duty of master-at-arms is required, 
who shall refuse to receive such prisoners as shall 
be committed to his charge, or, having received 
them, shall suffer them to escape, or dismiss them 
without orders from proper authority, shall suffer 
in such prisoners’ stead, or be punished otherwise, 
at the discretion of a court martial. 

Arr. 32. All crimes committed by persons be- 
longing to the navy, which are not specified in the 
foregoing articles shall be punished according to 
the laws and customs in such cases at sea. 

Arr. 33. All officers not holding commissions 
or warrants, or who are not entitled to them, ex- 
cept such as are temporarily appointed to the du- 
ties of a commissioned or warrant officer, are deem- 
ed petty officers. 

“Art, 34. Any person entitled to wages or prize | 
money, may have the same paid to his assignee, 
_ provided the assignment be attested by the captain 
and purser; and in case of the assignment of wa- 
ges; the power shall specify the precise time they 
. commence. But the commander of every vessel. 
ds required to discourage his crew from selling any 
part oftheir wages or prize money, and never. to. 
y power of attorney, until he is satisfied 


that the same is not granted in. consideration of 
money given for the purchase of wages or prize 
money. 


NAVAL GENERAL COURTS MARTIAL. 


~ Arr. 35. General courts martial may be con- 
vened as often as the President of the. United 
States, the Secretary of the Navy, or the com- 
mander-in-chief of the fleet, or commander of a 
squadron, while acting out of the United States, 
shall deem it necessary: Provided, That no gen- 
eral court martial shall consist of more than thir- 
teen, nor less than five members; and as many of- 
ficers shall be summoned. on every such court as 
can be convened without injury to the service, so 
as not to exceed thirteen, and the senior officer 
shall always preside, the others ranking agreeably 
to the date of their commissions; and in no case, 
where it can be avoided without injury to the ser- 
vice, shall more than one-half the members, ex- 
clusive of the President, be junior to the officer.to 
be tried. : 

ArT. 36. Each member of the court, before pro- 
ceeding to the trial, shall take the following oath, 
or affirmation, which the judge advocate, or per- 
son officiating as such, is hereby authorized to 
administer: 

“I, A B, do swear (or affirm) that I will truly 
try, without prejudice or partiality, the case now 
depending, according to the evidence which shall 
come before the court, the rules for the govern- 
ment of the navy, and my own conscience; and 
that I will not by any means divulge or disclose 
the sentence of the court, until it shall have been 
approved by the proper authority, nor will I at 
any. time divulge or disclose the vote or opinion of 
any particular member of the court, unless requir- 
ed so to do before a court of justice in due course 
of law.” 

This oath or affirmation being duly administer- 
ed, the President is authorized and required to ad~ 
minister the following oath or affirmation to the 
judge advocate, or person officiating as such: 

“I, A B. do swear (or affirm) that I will keep a 
true record of the evidence given to, and the. pro- 
ceedings of, this court; nor will I divulge or by any. 
means disclose the sentence of the court until it 
shall have been approved by the proper authority ; 
nor will I at any time divulge or disclose the, vote 
or opinion of any particular member of the court, 
unless required so to do before a court of. justice 
in due course of law.” 

Arr. 37. All testimony given to a general court 
martial shall be on oath or affirmation, which the 
President of the court is hereby authorized to ad- 
minister, and if any person shall refuse to give 
his evidence as aforesaid, or shall prevaricate, or 
shall behave with contempt to the court, it shall 
and may be lawful for the court to imprison such 
offender at their discretion; provided that the im- 
prisonment in no case shall exceed two months: 
And every person who shall commit wilful per- 
jury, on examination on oath or affirmation before 
such court, or who shall corruptly procure, or sub- 
orn any person to commit such wilful perjury, 
shall and may :be prosecuted by indictment.orin- 
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formation in any court of justice of the United 
States, and shall suffer such penalties as are au- 
thorized by the laws of the United States in case 

_ of perjury or the subornation thereof. And in 
every prosecution for perjury or the subornation 
thereof, under this act, it shall be sufficient to 
set forth the offence charged on the defendant, 
without setting forth the authority by which the 
court was held, or the particular matters brought 
or intended to be brought before the said court. 

Arr. 38. All charges, on which an application 
for a general court martial is founded, shall be ex- 
hibited in writing to the proper officer, and the 
person demanding the court shall take care that 
the person accused be furnished with a true copy 
of the charges, with the specifications, at the time 
he is put under arrest, nor shall any other charge 
or charges, than those so exhibited, be urged 
against the person to be tried before the court, un- 
less it appear to the court that intelligence of such 
charge had not reached the person demanding the 
court, when the person soto be tried was put un- 
der arrest, or that Some witness material to the 
support of such charge, who was at that time ab- 
sent, can be produced ; in which case, reasonable 
time shall be given to the person to be tried to 
make his defence against such new charge. Every 
officer so arrested is to deliver up his sword to his 
commanding officer, and to confine himself to the 
limits assigned him, under pain of dismission from 
service, 

Arr. 39. When the proceedings of any general 
court martial shall have commenced, they shall 
not be suspended or delayed on account of the ab- 
sence of any of the members, provided five or 
more beassembled; but the court is enjoined to sit 
from day to day, Sundays excepted, until sentence 
be given: And no member of the said court shall, 
after the proceedings.are begun, absent himself 
therefrom, unless in case of sickness, or orders to 
go on duty from a superior officer, on pain of be- 
ing cashiered. 

ART. 40. Whenever a court martial shall sen- 


et aeaa 


| or, when the trial takes place out of the United 


States, the commander of the fleet or squadron, 
shall possess full power to pardon. any offence 
committed against these articles, after conviction, 
or to mitigate the punishment decreed by a court 
martial. 

Sec. 2. ARTICLE 1. And be it further enacted, 
That courts of inquiry may be ordered by the 
President of the United States, the Secretary of 
the Navy, or the commander of a fleet or squad- 
ron, provided such court shall consist of not more 
than three’ members who shall be commissioned 
officers, and a judge advocate, or person to do daty 
as such ; and such courts shall have power to sum- 
mon witnesses, administer oaths, and punish con- 
tempt, in the same mannér.as courts martial. But 
such court shall merely state facts, and not give 
their opinion, unless expressly required so to do in 
the order for convening; and the party, whose 
conduct shall be the subject of inquiry, shall have 
permission to cross-examine all the witnesses. 

Arr. 2. The proceedings of courts of inquiry 
shall be authenticated by the signature of the 
president of the court and judge advocate, and 
shall in all cases not capital, or extending to the dis- 
mission of a commissioned or warrant officer, be 
evidence before a court martial, provided oral tes- 
timony cannot be obtained. 

Art. 3. The judge advocate, or person officiat- 
ing as such, shall administer to the members the 
following oath or affirmation: 

* You do swear (or affirm) well and truly to 
examine and inquire, according to the evidence, 
into the matter now before you, without partiality 
or prejudice.” 

After which, the president shall administer to 
the judge advocate, or person officiating as such, 
the following oath or affirmation: 

“You do swear (or affirm) truly to record the 
proceedings of this court, and the evidence to be 
given in the case in hearing.” 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in all 
cases, where the crews of the ships or vessels of 


tence any officer to be suspended, the court shall | the United States shall be separated from their 
have power to suspend his pay and emoluments | vessels, by the latter being wrecked, lost, or de- 
for the whole, or any part of the time of his| stroyed, all the command, power, and authority, 
suspension. given to the officers of such ships or vessels, shall 


Art. 41, All sentences of courts martial, which 
shall extend to the loss of life, shall require the 
concurrence of two thirds of the members pres- 


remain and be in full force, as effectually as if such 
ship or vessel were not so wrecked, lost, or de- 
stroyed, until such ship’s company be regularly 


ent; and no such sentence shall be carried into ex- | discharged from, or ordered again into, the service, 
ecution, until confirmed by the President of the | or until a court martial shall be held to inquire 
United States; or, if the trial take place out | into the loss of such ship or vessel; and if by the 
of the United States, until it be confirmed by the | sentence of such court, or other satisfactory evi- 
commander of the fleet or squadron: All other | dence, it shall appear that all or any of the offi- 


sentences may be determined by a majority of , 
votes, and carried into execution on confirmation 
of the commander of the fleet, or officer ordering | 
the court, except such as go to the dismission of a 
commissioned or warrant officer, which are first 
to be approved by the President of the United 
States. 

A court martial shall not, for any one offence 
not capital, inflict a punishment beyond one hun- 
dred lashes. 

Art. 42. The President of the United States, 


cers and men of such ship’s company did their 
utmost to preserve her, and_after the loss thereof 
behaved themselves agreeably to the discipline of 
the navy, then the pay and emoluments of such 
officers‘and men, or such of them as shall have 
done their duty as aforesaid, shall go on until their 
discharge or death ; and every officer or private 
who shall, after the loss of such vessel, act con- 
trary to the discipline of the navy, shall be pun- 
ished at the discretion of a court martial, in the 
same manner as if such vessel had not been so lost. 
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Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That all the 
pay and emoluments of such officers and men, of 
any of the ships or vessels of the United States, 
taken by an enemy, who shall appear by the sen- 
tence of a court martial, or otherwise, to have done 
their utmost to preserve and defend their ship or 
vessel, and, after the taking thereof, have behaved 
themselves obediently to their superiors, agree- 
ably to the discipline of the navy, shall go on and 
be paid them until their death, exchange, or dis- 
charge. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
proceeds of all ships and vessels, and the goods 
taken on board of them, which skall be adjudged 
good prize, shall, when of equal or superior force 
to the vessel or vessels making the capture, be the 
sole property of the captors; and when of infe- 
rior force, shall be divided equally between the 
United States and the officers and men making the 
capture. 

Sec. 6. And be it enacted, That the prize 
money belonging to the officers and men, shall 
be distributed in the following manner: 

1. To the commanding officers of fleets, squad- 
rons, or single ships, three-twentieths, of which 
the commanding officer of the fleet or squadron 
shall have one twentieth, if the prize be taken by 
a ship or vesssel acting under his command, and 
the commander of single ships, two. twentieths; 
but where the prize is taken by a ship acting in- 
dependently of such superior officer, the three- 
twentieths shall belong to her commander. 

2. To sea lieutenants, captains of marines, and 
sailing masters, two twentieths; but where there 
is a captain, without a lieutenant of marines, 
these officers shall be entitled to two-twentieths 
and one-third of a twentieth, which third, in such 
case, shall be deducted from the share of the offi- 
cers mentioned in article No. 3, of this section. 

3. To chaplains, lieutenants of marines, sur- 
geons, pursers, boatswains, gunners, carpenters, 
and master’s mates, two-twentieths. 

4, To midshipmen, surgeon’s mates, captain’s 
clerks, schoolmasters, boatswain’s mates, gunnet’s 
mates, carpenter’s. mates, ships’s stewards, sail- 
makers, masters at arms, armorers, cockswains, 
and coopers, three-twentieths and an half. 

5. To gunner’s yeomen, boatswain’s yeomen, 
quarter masters, quarter gunners, sailmaker’s mates, 
sergeants and corporals of marines, drummers, 
fifers and extra petty officers, two-twentieths and 
an half. 

6. To seamen, ordinary seamen, marines, and 
all other persons doing duty on board, seven-twen- 
tieths. 

7. Whenever one or more public ships or vessels 
are in sight at the time any one or more ships are 

` taking a prize or prizes, they shall all share equally 
in the prize or prizes, according to the number of 
men and guns on board each ship in sight. © 
“No commander of a fleet or squadron shall be 
entitled -to receive any share of prizes taken by 
vessels not under. his immediate command -nor 
, of such prizes as may have been taken by ships or 
= vessels intended:to be placed under his command, 
before they have-acted-under his immediate- or- 


ders; nor shall a commander of a fleet or squad- 
ron, leaving the station where he had the com~ 
mand, have any share in the prizes taken by ships 
left on such station, after he has gone out of the | 
limits of his said command. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That a bount 
shall be paid by the United States, of twenty dol- 
lars for each person on board any ship of an enem 
at the commencement of an engagement, which 
shall be sunk or destroyed by any ship or vessel 
belonging to the United States of equal or inferior 
force; the same to be divided among the officers 
and crew in the same manner as prize money. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That every 
officer, seamen, or marine, disabled in the line of 
his duty, shall be entitled to receive for life, or 
during his disability, a pension from the United 
States, according to the nature and degree of his 
disability, not exceeding one-half his monthly pay. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That all money 
accruing, or which has already accrued to the Uni- 
ted States from the sale of prizes, shall be and re- 
main for ever a fund for the payment of pensions 
and half pay, should the same be hereafter granted, 
to the officers and seamen who may be entitled to 
receive the same, and if the said fund shall be in- 
sufficient for the purpose, the public faith is hereby 

ledged. to make up the deficiency ; but if it should 
Be more than sufficient, the surplus shall be ap- 
plied to the making of further provision for the 
comfort of the disabléd officers, seamen, and ma- 
rines, and for such as, though not disabled, may 
merit by their bravery, or long and faithful ser- 
vices, the gratitude of their country... 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, .That the 
said fund shall be under the management and di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Navy, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of War, 
for the time being, who are hereby authorized to 
receive any sums to.which the United States may 
be entitled from the sale of prizes, and employ 
and invest the same, and the interest arising there- 
from, in any tanner which a majority of them 
may deem most advantageous: And it shall be 
the duty of the said commissioners to lay before 
Congress, annually, in the first week of their ses- 
sion, a minute statement of their proceedings rela- 
tive to the management of said fund. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the 
act passed the second day of March, in the year 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine, en- 
titled “An act for the governmént of the navy of 
the United States,” from and after the first day of 
June next, shall be, and hereby is, repealed. 

Approved, April 23,.1800. 


An Act respecting the Mint. 


Be ù enacted, §c., That a sum equal to the 
amount of the cents and half cents, which shall 
have been coined at the Mint, and delivered to the 
Treasurer of the United States, subsequent to the 
third day of March, in the year one thousand 
seven huudred and ninety-nine, shall be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated for the purchase of 
copper, for the further coinage of cents and half 
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cents; and that a sum equal to the amount of 
cents and half cents, which shall be hereafter 
coined at the Mint, and delivered to the Treasurer 
of the United States in any one year, shall be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated for the annual 
purchase of copper, for the coinage of cents and 
half cents, which sums shall be payable out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. > 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be retained from every deposit in the Mint, 
of gold or silver bullion below the standard of 
the United States, such sum as shall be equiva- 
lent to the expense incurred in refining the same, 
and an accurate account of such expense on every 
such deposit shall be kept, and of the sums re- 
tained on account of the same, which shall- be ac- 
counted for by the Treasurer of the Mint, with 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Approved, April 24, 1800. 


An Act to continue in force the act in addition to the 
act for the punishment of certain crimes against the 
United States. i 


Be it enacted, §c., That an act passed on the 
fifth day of June, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-four, entitled “An act in addition to the 
act for the punishment of certain crimes against 
the United States,” and which by the tenth section 
thereof was limited to continue in force for and 
during the term of two years from passing the 
same, and from thence to the end of the next ses- 
sion of Congress thereafter, and no longer; and 
which said act was, by an act passed on the sec- 
ond day of March, one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-seven, entitled “An act to continue in 
force for a limited time, the act in addition to the 
act for the punishment of certain crimes against 
the United States,” further continued in force for 
two years from the said second day of March, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-seven, and 
from thence to theend of the next’session of Con- 
gress thereafter, shall continue and. be in force 
without limitation of time, anything in any act 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Approved, April 24, 1800. 


An Act to make further provision for the removal and 
accommodation of the Government of the United 
States. $ 
Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 

United Statesshall be,and hereby is,authorized and 
empowered to direct the various offices belonging 
to the Executive departments of the United States, 
to be removed to the City of Washington, at any 
time that he shall judge proper, after the adjourn- 
ment. of the present session of Congress, and be- 
fore the time heretofore appointed by law for such 
removal, 

Sec. 2. And be tt further enacted, That for the 
purpose of providing furniture for the house erected 
in the City of Washington, for the accommoda- 
tion of the President of the United States, a sum 
not exceeding fifteen thousand dollars be expended, 


under the direction of the Heads of the several de- 
partments of State, of the Treasury, of War, and 
of the Navy. . 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That for the 
suitable accommodation of Congress, at the City 
of Washington, the Secretaries of the four Execu- 
tive departments, or any three of them, shall be, 
and hereby are, authorized and directed to cause 
suitable furniture to be forthwith provided for the 
apartments, which are to be occupied in the Capi- 
tol, at the said city, by thetwo Houses, respectively, 
and for the offices and committee rooms of each; 
and to cause the said apartments, offices, and com- 
mittee rooms, to be furnished in a suitable man- 
ner, so as to be ready for the reception of Con- 
gress on the day fixed by Jaw for the removal of 
the Government to the said city ; and that for de- 
fraying the expenses incident to the furnishing of 
the said apartments, offices, and committee rooms, 
and to the removal of the books, papers, and rec- 
ords, belonging to the said offices, respectively, 
there shall be, and hereby is, appropriated a sum 
not exceeding nine thousand dollars. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That for the 
greater convenience of the members of both Houses 
of Congress in attending their duty in the said City 
of Washington, and the greater facility of com- 
munication between the various Departments and 
offices of the Government, there shall be made 
footways in the said city, in suitable places and 
directions ; and that the said footways shall be 
made by the commissioners of the said city, un- 
der the direction of the Secretaries of the four 
Executive departments of the United States, who, 
or any three of whom, shall forthwith take order 
therefor, and in such manner, at such places, and in 
such directions, as they or any three of them shall 
judge most proper for the purposes aforesaid, and 
shall appoint; and that if the said Secretaries, or 
any three of them, shall find, on examination, 
that there is not in the hands of the said commis- 
sioners a sum sufficient for making the said foot- 
ways, over and above what may have been des- 
tined by the said commissioners, or may, in the 
opinion of the said Secretaries, or any three of 
them, be necessary for the accomplishment of 
other objects necessary for the accommodation of 
the Government, or its removal as aforesaid, then 
the said Secretaries, or any three of them, shall 
be, and hereby are, authorized and required to 
draw out of the Treasury ‘of the United States, 
and apply to the purpose of making the said foot- 
ways, any sum which may be necessary therefor, 
not exceeding ten thousand dollars; which sum is 
hereby appropriated for the said purpose. And 
all the lots in the City of Washington, now vest- 
ed in the said commissioners, or in trustees, in 
any manner for the use of the United States, and 
now remaining unsold, excepting those set apart 
for public purposes, shall be, and are hereby, de- 
clared and made chargeable with the repayment 
of the said sum of ten thousand dollars, which 
shall be advanced in pursuance of this act, and 
the interent accruing thereon. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That for the 
purchase of such books as may be necessary for 
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ed by a resolution of Congress of the fourteenth 
of September, one thousand seven hundred and 
eighty-six, shall be released and conveyed as afore- 
said to the said Governor of Connecticut, and his 
successors in said office, forever, for the purpose 
of quieting the grantees and purchasers under said 
State of Connecticut, and confirming their titles 
to- the soil of the said tract of land. 

Provided, however, That such letters patent 
shall not be executed and delivered, unless the 
State of Connecticut shall, within eight months 
from passing this act,by a legislative act, renounce 
forever, for the use and benefit of the United 
States, and of the several individual States who 
may be therein concerned, respectively, and of all 
those deriving claims or titles from them or any 
of them, all territorial and jurisdictional claims 
whatever, under any grant, charter, or charters, 
whatever, to the soil and jurisdiction of any and 
all lands whatever, lying westward, northwest- 
ward, and southwestward of those counties, in the 
State of Connecticut, which are bounded west- 
wardly by the eastern line of the State of New 
York, as ascertained by agreement between Con- 
necticut and New York, in the year oné thousand 
seven hundred and thirty-three, excepting’ only 
from such renunciation the claim of said State of 
Connecticut, and of those claiming from or un- 
der the said State, to the soil of said tract of land 
herein described under the name of the Western 
Reserve of Connecticut. 

And provided, also, That the said State of Con- 
necticut shall, within the said eight months from 
and after passing this act, by the agent or agents 
of said State, duly authorized by the Legislature 
thereof, execute and deliver, to the acceptance of 
the President of the United States, a deed ex- 
pressly releasing to the United States the juris- 
dictional claim of the said State of Connecticut 
to the said tract of land herein described under 
the name of the Western Reserve of Connecticut, 
and shall deposit an exentplification of said act of 
renunciation, under the seal of the said State of 
Connecticut, together with the said deed releas- 
ing said jurisdiction, in the office of the Depart- 
ment of State of the United States, which deed 
of cession when so deposited shall vest the juris- 
diction of said territory in the United States: 
Provided, That neither this act, nor anything 
contained theréin, shall be construed so as in 
any manner to draw into question the conclusive 
settlement of the dispute between Pennsylvania 
and Connecticut, by the decree of the federal 
court at Trenton, nor to impair the right of Penn- 
sylvania or any other State, or of any person ot 
persons claiming under that or any other State, 
in any existing dispute concerning the right, either 
of soil or jurisdiction, with the State of Con- 
necticut, or with any person or persons are 
under the State of Connecticut: And provided, 
also, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued in any manner to pledge the United States 
for the extinguishment of the Indian title to the 
said lands, or further than merely to pass the title 
of the United States thereto. 

Approved, April 28, 1800. 


the use of Congress at the said City of Washing- 
ton, and for fitting up a suitable apartment for 
containing them and for placing them ‘therein, 
the sum of five thousand dollars shall be, “and 
hereby is, appropriated ; and that the said purchase 
-shall be made by the Secretary of the Senate and 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, pursuant 
to such directions as shall be given, and such 
catalogue as shall be furnished by a joint commit- 
tee of both Houses of Congress to’ be appointed 
for that purpose; and that the said books shall be 

laced in one suitable apartment in the Capitol 
in the said city, for the use of both Houses of 
Congress and the members thereof, according to 
such regulations as the committee aforesaid shall 
devise and establish. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
several appropriations aforesaid shall be paid out of 
any moneys in the Treasury of the United States 
-not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, April 24, 1800. 


An Act to repeal the act laying duties on mills and 
implements employed in the manufacture of snuff. 


Be it enacted, §c., That so much of the act, 
entitled “An act to alter and amend the act, en- 
titled ‘An act laying ceriain duties upon snuff and 
refined sugar,’” passed on the third day of March, 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-five, as 
imposes a duty upon mills and implements em- 
ployed in the manufacture of snuff, or allows a 
drawback upon the exportation of snuff manufac- 
tured within the United States, shall be, and the 
same hereby is repealed. 

Approved, April 24, 1800. 


An Act. to authorize the President of the United States 
to accept, for the United States, a cession of juris- 
diction of the territory west of Pennsylvania, com- 
monly called the Western Reserve of Connecticut. 


__ Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 
United States be, and he hereby is, authorized to 
execute and deliver letters patent, in the name 
and behalf of the United States, to the Governor 
of the State of Connecticut, for the time being, 
for the use and benefit of the persons holding and 
claiming under the. State of Connecticut, their 
heirs and assigns, forever, whereby all the right, 
title, interest, and estate, of the United States to 
the soil of that tract of land lying west of the 
west line of Pennsylvania, as claimed by the 
State of Pennsylvania, and as the same has been 
actually settled, ascertained, and run, in con- 
formity to an agreement between the said State 
of Pennsylvania and the State of Virginia, and 
extending from. said line westward one hundred 
and twenty statute miles in length, and in breadth 
throughout the said limits in length, from the 
completion of the forty-first degree of north lati- 
tude, until it comes to.forty-two degrees and two 
“Minutes north latitude, including all that territo- 
“ty. commonly called the Western Reserve of Con- 
necticut and which was excepted by said State 
_ of Connecticut out of the cession by the said State 
heretofore made to the United States, and accept- 
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An Act to provide for rebuilding the Light-house at 
New London; for the support of a Light-house at 
Clark’s Point; for the erection and support of a 
Light-house at Wigwam Point, and. for other pur- 
poses. 


Be it enacted, §c., That, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, there shall be pur- 
chased, for the use of the United States, so much 
land contiguous to their territory, now occupied 
for the light-house at New London, as shall be 
sufficient for vaults, and any other purpose, neces- 
sary for the better support of. said light-house: 


Provided, That the Legislature of the State of 


Connecticut shall cede to the United States, the 
jurisdiction of such additional territory. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be, and he is here- 
by, authorized, at his discretion, to procure a new 
lantern, with suitable distinctions, and to cause 
convenient vaults to be erected, and the said light- 
house at New. London to be rebuilt. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
light-house lately erected at Clark’s Point, so call- 
ed, at the entrance of Accushnet river. within the 
town of New Bedford, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, shall and may be supported at the expense 
of the United States. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall and may appoint a keeper thereof, 
and take further order respecting the same, as in 
other cases: Provided, That the property and ju- 
risdiction of the said light-house, and sufficient 
- territory for the accommodation thereof, shall be 
fully ceded and legally vested in the United 
States. 


Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
there shall: be provided and maintained at the ex- 
pense of the United States, not exceeding six 
buoys, to be placed within Buzzard’s Bay, upon the 
most dangerous ledges there, in such manner as the 
safety of navigation in that bay requires, 


Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Ñe- 
cretary of the Treasury shall be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause a sufficient light- 
house to be erected on Wigwam Point, so called. 
within the town of Gloucester, in the State of 
Massachusetts, where it will best serve the purpose 
of discovering the entrance of Anesquam harbor, 
and to appoint a keeper, and otherwise to provide 
for the support of such light-house, at the expense 
of the United States. Provided, That sufficient 
land for the accommodation of such light-house, 
together with the jurisdiction thereof, shall be 
duly and legally granted to and vested in the 
United States. 

Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be, and hereby are, appropriated, for provid- 
ing the said buoys, a sum not exceeding three 
hundred dollars, and for the erection of the said 
light-house at Wigwam Point, a sum, not exceed- 
ing two thousand dollars, to be paid out of any 
moneys which may be in the Treasury of the 
United States, not otherwise appropriated. 


Approved, April 29, 1800. 


An Act supplementary to the laws now-in force, fixing 
the compensations of the officers of the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 


Beit enacted, &c. That from and after the thirty- 
first day of December, one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-nine, the officers of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, hereinafter mentioned, shall be, 
and hereby are, entitled to receive, in addition to 
their compensations as now fixed by law, the fol- 
lowing sums, that is tosay: The Secretary of 
the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representa-. 
tives, two hundred and fifty dollars each, in addi- 
tion to their salaries as at present. established by 
law; and each of their principal and engrossing 
clerks, in addition to their per diem allowance as 
established by law, two hundred dollars per annum. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
sergeant-at-arms of the Senate, who also performs 
the duty of doorkeeper, the sergeant-at-arms of. 
the House of Representatives, and the doorkeeper 
of the House of Representatives, shall be, and here- 
by are, entitled to receive five hundred dollars per 


annum each, and two dollars a day during the 


session; and the assistant doorkeepers of the Sen- 


ate and House of Representatives four hundred 


and fifty dollars. per annum each, and two dollars 
per day during the session, in lieu of the compen- 
sations heretofore established by law, which com- 
pensations shall commence from the commence- 
ment of the present session. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall continue in force for and during the term of 
two years, and no longer. 

Approved, May 2, 1800. 


An Act to continue in force “ An act laying an addi- 
tional duty on salt imported into the United States, 
and for other purposes.” 


Be it enacted, &c., That an act passed on the 
eighth day of July, one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-seven, entitled: “ An act laying an ad- 
ditional. duty on salt imported into the United 
States, and for other purposes, shall be, and the 
same is hereby, continued in force for and during 
the term of ten years, from the third day of March, 
one thousand eight hundred, and from thence to 
the end of the-next session of Congress thereafter, 
and no longer. 

Approved, May 7, 1800. 


An Act to divide the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the Ohio, into two separate Govern- 
ments. 


Be it enacted, §c., That, from and after the 
fourth day of July next, all that part of the Ter- 
ritory of the United States Northwest of the 
Ohio river, which lies to the westward of a line 
beginning at the Ohio, opposite to the mouth of 
Kentucky river, and running thence to Fort Re- 
covery, and thence north until it shall intersect 
the territorial line between the United States and 
Canada, shall, for the purposes of temporary gov- 
ernment, constitute a separate territory, and be 
called the Indiana Territory. 
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Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be established within the said Territory a 
Government in all respects similar to that pro- 
vided by the ordinance of Congress, passed on the 
thirteenth day of July, one thousand seven hun- 
dred and eighty-seven, for the government of the 
Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
river Ohio; and the inhabitants thereof shall be 
entitled to, and enjoy all and singular, the rights, 
privileges, and advantages, granted and secured to 
the people by the said ordinance. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the of- 
ficers for the said Territory, who, by virtue of this 
act, shall be appointed by the President of the 
United States, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, shall respectively exercise the same 
powers, perform the same duties, and receive for 
their services the same compensations, as by the 
ordinance aforesaid and the laws of the United 
States, have been provided and established for 
similar officers in the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the river Ohio: And the du- 
ties and emoluments of Superintendent of Indian 
Affairs shall be united with those of Governor: 
Provided, That the President of the United States 
shall have full power, in the recess of Congress, 


to appoint and commission all officers herein au-` 


thorized ; and their commissions shall continue in 
force until the end of the next session of Congress. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, Thatsomuch 
of the ordinance for the government of the Terri- 
tory of the United: States Northwest of the Ohio 
river, as relates to the organization of a General 
Assembly therein, and prescribes the powers 
thereof, shall be in force and operate in the Indi- 
ana Territory, whenever. satisfactory evidence 
shall be given to the Governor thereof that such 
is the wish of a majority of the freeholders, not- 
withstanding there may not be therein five thou- 
sand free male inhabitants of the age of twenty- 
one years and upwards: Provided, That, until 
there shall be five thousand free male inhabitants 
of twenty-one years and upwards in said Territo- 
ry, the whole number of representatives to the 
General Assembly shall not be less than seven, 
nor more than nine, to be apportioned by the Gov- 
ernor to the several counties in the said Territory, 
agreeably to the number of. free males of the age 
of twenty-one years and upwards, which they 
may respectively contain. ‘ 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act contained shall be construed so as in 
any manner to affect the Government now in 
force in the Territory of the United States North- 
west of the Ohio river, further than to prohibit 
the exercise thereof within the Indiana Territory, 
from and after the aforesaid fourth day of July 
next: Provided, That, whenever that part of the 
Territory of the United States which lies to the 
eastward of a line beginning at the mouth of the 
Great Miami river, and running thence due north 
to:the territorial line between the United States 
and Canada, shall be erected into an independent 
State, and admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States, thenceforth said 


line shall become and remain permanently the} 


boundary line between such State and the Indiana 
Territory, anything in this act contained to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That, until 
it shall be otherwise ordered by the Legislatures 
of the said Territories, respectively, Chilicothe, on 
Scioto river, shall be the seat of the Government 
of the Territory of the United States Northwest 
of the Ohio river; and that Saint Vincennes, on 
the Wabash river, shall be the seat of the Govern- 
ment for the Indiana Territory. 

Approved, May 7, 1800. 


An Act to enable the President of the United States to 
borrow money for the public service. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 
United States shall be, and hereby is, authorized 
to borrow, on behalf of the United States, from 
the Bank of the United States, which is hereby 
authorized to lend the same, or from any other 
body or bodies politic or corporate, or from any 
person or persons, and upon such terms and con- 
ditions as he shall judge most advantageous for 
the United States, a sum not exceeding three mil- 
lions five hundred thousand dollars, in addition to 
the moneys to be received into the Treasury of 
the United States from taxes, for making up any 
deficiency in any appropriation heretofore made 
by law, or to be made, during the present session 
of Congress, and defraying the expenses which 
may be incurred by calling into actual service any 
part of the militia of the United States, or by arm- 
ing, equipping, and calling into actual service any 
regular troops or volunteers, pursuant to authori- 
ties vested, or to be vested, in the President of the 
United States by law: Provided, That no engage- 
ment nor contract shall-be entered into, which 
shali preclude the United States from reimburs- 
ing any sum or sums borrowed, at any time after 
the expiration cf fifteen years from the date of 
such loan. l 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much 
as may be necessary of the surplus of the duties 
on imports and tonnage, beyond the permanent 
appropriations heretofore charged upon them by 
law, shall be, and hereby is, pledged and appropri- 
ated for paying the interest of all such moneys as. 
may be borrowed pursuant to this act, according 
tothe terms and conditions on which the loan or 
loans, respectively, may be effected; and also for 
paying and discharging the principal sum or sums 
of any such loan or loans, according to the terms 
and conditions to be fixed as aforesaid: And the 
faith of the United States shall be, and hereby is, 
pledged to establish sufficient permanent revenues 
for making up any deficiency that may hereafter 
appear in the provisions for paying the said inter- 
est and principal sums, or any of them, in manner 
aforesaid. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
sums to be borrowed, pursuant to this act, shall be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States, and 
there separately accounted for; and that the same 
shall be, and hereby are, appropriated in the man- 
ner following : 
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First, to make up any deficiency in any appro- 
priation heretofore made by law, or to be made, 
during the present session of Congress ; and, sec- 
ondly, to defray the expenses which may be in- 
curred before the end of the next session of Con- 
gress, by calling into actual service any part of 
the militia of the United States, or by raising, 
equipping, and calling into actual service any reg- 
ular troops or volunteers, pursuant to authorities 
vested or to be vested in the President of the 
United States by law. 
`” Approved, May 7, 1800. - 


An Act to authorize the sale and conveyance of lands, 
in certain cases, by the Marshals of the United States, 
and to confirm former sales. 


Be it enacted, £c., That where the United 
States shall have obtained judgment in civil ac- 
tions, brought in those States wherein, by the laws 
and practice of such States, lands or other real 
estate belonging to the debtor are delivered to the 
creditor in satisfaction of such judgment, and 
shall have received seizin and possession of lands 
so delivered, it shall be lawful for the marshal of 
the district wherein such lands or other real es- 
tate are situated, under the directions of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to expose the same to sale 
at public auction, and to execute a grant thereof 
to the highest bidder, on receiving payment of the 
full purchase money ; which grant, so made, shall 
vest in such purchaser all the right, estate, and 
interest, of the United States in and to such lands, 
or other real estate. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
sales heretofore made by collectors of certain dis- 
tricts of the United States, of lands or other real 
estate delivered as aforesaid to the United States, 
shall be, and they are hereby, confirmed: Pro- 
vided, That this confirmation shall not extend to 
any sale, unless the condition of such sale has 
been complied with by the purchaser. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever a marshal shall sell any lands, tenements, or 
hereditaments, by virtue of ee from a court 
of the United States, and shall die, or be removed 
from office, or the term of his commission expire, 
before a deed shall be executed for the same by 
him to the purchaser; in every such case the pur- 
chaser or plaintiff, at whose suit the sale was 
made, may apply to the court from which the 
process issued, and set forth the case, assigning the 
reason. why the title was not perfected by the mar- 
shal who sold the same; and thereupon the court 
may order the marshal for the time being to per- 
fect the title, and execute a deed to the purchaser, 
he paying the purchase money and costs remain- 
ing unpaid: and where a marshal shall take in 
execution any lands, tenements, or hereditaments, 
and shall die, or be removed from office, or the 
term of his commission expire before sale, or other 
final disposition made of the same; in every such 
case, the like process shall issue to the succeeding 
marshal, and the same proceedings shall be had, 
as if such former marshal had not died or been 
removed, or the term of his commission had not 


expired: And the provisions in this section con- 
tained shall be, and they are hereby, extended to 
all the cases, respectively, which may have hap- 
pened before the passing of this act. 

Approved, May 7, 1800. 


An act for the regulation of public arsenals and maga- 
zines. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the several officers who 
now are, or hereafter may be, employed in the 
armories of the United States shall be entitled to, 
and shall receive, the following compensations, in 
addition to their pay as established by law, to wit: 
A superintendent of such armory, three rations 
per day, or an equivalent in money; and a master 
armorer, two rations per day, or an equivalent in 
money. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall procure, or entice, any artificer or 
workman, retained or employed in any arsenal or 
armory of the United States, to depart from the 
same during the continuance of his engagement, 
or avoid or break his contract with the United 
States, or who after due notice of the engagement 
of any such workman or armorer, in any arsenal 
or armory, shall, during the continuance of such 
engagement, retain, hire, or in any wise employ, 
harbor, or conceal, such artificer or workman, the 
person so offending, shall, upon conviction, be fined, 
at the discretion of the court, not exceeding fifty 
dollars, or be imprisoned for any term not exceed- 
ing three months. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That if any 
artificer or workman, hired, retained, or employed, 
in any public arsenal or armory, shall wantonly 
and carelessly break, impair, or destroy any im- 
plements, tools, or utensils, or any stock or_mate- 
rials for making guns, the property of the United 
States; or shall wilfully and obstinately refuse to 
perform the services lawfully assigned to him, 
pursuant to his contract, every such person shall 
forfeit a sum not exceeding twenty dollars for 
every such act of disobedience or breach of con- 
tract, to be recovered in any court having compe- 
tent jurisdiction thereof. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all ar- 
tificers and workmen, who are or shall be employ- 
ed in the said armories, shall be, and they are here- 
by, exempted, during their term of service, from 
all military service, and service as jurors in any 
court. 

Approved, May 7, 1800. 


An Act making appropriations for the support of Gov- 
ernment for the year one thousand eight hundred. 


Be it enacted, &c., That, for the expenditure of 
the civil list, including the contingent expenses of 
the several departments and officers ; for the com- 
pensation of clerks in the several loan offices, and 
for books and stationery for the same ; for the pay- 
ment of annuities and grants, for the support of 
the Mint establishment, for the expenses of inter- 
course with foreign nations, for the support of 
light-houses, beacons, buoys, and public piers, and. 
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for satisfying certain miscellaneous claims and 
expenses ; the following sums be, and are hereby, 
appropriated, that is to say: 

For the compensation granted by law to the 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
thirty thousand dollars. 

For the like compensations granted to the mem- 
bers of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
their officers and attendants, estimated for a ses- 
sion of six months’ continuance, one hundred: and 
ninety 
dollars. P 

For the expense of fire-wood, stationery, print- 
ing, and all other contingent expenses of the two 
Houses of Congress, including the sum stipulated 
to be paid in pursuance of a resolution of March 
second, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
nine, for supplying both Houses with the journals 
of Congress, twenty-one thousand six hundred 
and sixty-four dollars and forty cents. 

For the compensations granted by law to the 
chief-justice, associate judges, district judges, and 
attorney general, forty-five thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For the compensations granted by law to the 
district attorneys, and for defraying the expense 
of clerks of courts, jurors, and witnesses, in aid of 
the fund arising from fines, forfeitures, and penal- 


ties; and likewise for defraying the expenses of 
prosecution for offences:against the United: States;. 


and for safe keeping of prisoners,. thirty-three 
thousand four hundred: dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
eleven thousand one hundred and eighty-nine dol- 
lars and eighty-one cents. 

For expenses of stationery, printing, translating 


‘of foreign languages, allowance to persons em-- 


ployed in receiving and transmitting passports and 
sea-letters, in the office of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, eight hundred-dollars. 


For compensation to the Comptroller of the: 


Treasury, clerks, and. persons employed in: his 
office, twelve thousand: nine hundred: and seven- 
teen dollars and eight cents. 

For expense of stationery, printing, and all other 
contingent expenses in the Comptroller’s office, 
eight. hundred dollars. 

or compensation to the Auditor of the Treasu- 
sury, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
twelve thousand one hundred and sixty dollars 
and ninety-three cents. 

For expense of stationery, printing, and all other 
contingent expenses in. the office of the Auditor, 
seven hundred and fifty dollars. ` 

For compensation to the Treasurer, clerks, and 
persons employed in his office, five thousand nine 
hundred-and seventeen dollars and forty-five cents. 

For expenses of fire-wood, pct printing, 
rent, and all other contingencies in the Treasu- 
rer’s office, six hundred dollars. 

For: compensation to the Commissioner-of the 

-< Revenue; clerks, and persons employed in. his 
“office, six thousand one hundred and ninety-three 
~ dollars :and six.cents. 


Bor: expense. of: stationery, printing, and. all- 


thousand one hundred and seventy-five: 


-other contingent expenses in the office of the Com- 
‘missioner of the. Rievenue; four hundred dollars. 


For compensation to the Register of the Frea- 
sury, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 


“sixteen thousand three hundred and forty-two dol- 


lars and one cent. 

For expense of stationery, printing, and all 
other contingent expenses in the Register’s office; 
(including books for the public stocks and for the 


-arrangement of the marine papers,) two thousand 


eight hundred dollars. 

For compensation to.the Purveyor of Public 
Supplies, clerks, and persons employed in his 
pees two thousand. eight hundred and fifty dol- 
ars. 

For fire-wood, stationery, office, and store rent, 
for the Purveyor, nine hundred and sixteen dollars. 

For compensation tothe Secretary of the Com- 
missioners of the Sinking Fund; two hundred and 
fifty dollars. : ; 

For the payment of rent for the several houses 
employed: in the Treasury Department, (except 
the Treasurer’s office,) two thousand. seven hun- 
dred: and thirty dollars and sixty-six cents. 

For the expense of fire-wood and candles in the 
several: offices of the Treasury Department, (ex— 
cept the Treasurer’s office, ) ieee thousand fiye- 
hundred dollars. 

For defraying the expense incident to the stat- 


‘ing and printing the public accounts for the year: 


one thousand’ eight: hundred, (including an. in- 
crease of two hundred dollars in consequence of 
an extension of the revenue and expenditures,) one 
thousand two hundred dollars. 

For defraying the expense incident to. the re- 
moval of the books and records of the Treasury 
Department. from Philadelphia to Trenton, dur- 
ing part of the summer of the year one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-nine, including the ex- 
tra expenses of the several officers, clerks, and: 
messengers in each office, five thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the several loan-officers, 
thirteen thousand: two hundred and fifty dollars. 

For the expense incident to the removal of the 
Loan Office of Pennsylvania from Philadelphia, 
during part of the summer of the year one thou- 
sand: seven hundred and ninety-nine, including 
the extra expenses of the clerks in the said office, 
three hundred:and six dollars. 

For compensation to the clerks to the Commis- 
sioners of Loans, and an allowance to certain 
loan officers in lieu of clerk hire, and to defray 
the authorized expenses of the several Loan Offi- 
ces, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For compensaiion to the Secretary of State 
clerks, and persons employed in that department, 
eleven thousand three hundred dollars. 

For the incidental and contingent expenses in 
the said department, thirteen thousand dollars. 

For the expenses incident to the removal of the 
Department of State from Philadelphia to Tren- 
ton, during part of the summer of the year one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine, includ- 


ing the extra expenses of the Secretary for the 
Department, the clerks and messengers therein, 
five hundred and eight dollars and sixty cents. 
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For compensation to the following officers of | 
the Mint: . 

The Director, two thousand dollars ; 

i The Treasurer, one thousand two hundred dol- 
ars; 

The Assayer, one thousand five hundred dollars; 

The Chief Coiner, one thousand five hundred 
dollars; 

The Melter and Refiner, one thousand five hun- 
dred dollars ; l 

The Engraver, twelve hundred dollars: 

One clerk at seven hundred dollars, and two at 
five hundred dollars each; one thousand seven 
hundred dollars. 

For persons employed at the different bran- 
ches of melting, refining, coining, carpenters, mill- 
wrights and smiths’ work, including the sum of 
eight hundred dollars per annum allowed to an 
assistant coiner and die-forger, who also oversees 
the execution of the iron work, seven thousand 
dollars. : : 

For the purchase of. ironmongery, lead, wood, 
coals, stationery, office furniture, and for all other 
contingencies of the establishment of the Mint, 
six thousand three hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of War, 
clerks, and persons employed in his office, eleven 
thousand one hundred and ninety dollars. 

For expenses of fire-wood, stationery, printing, 
rent, and other contingent expenses in the office 
of the Secretary of War, two thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the Accountant of the 
War Department, clerks, and persons employed 
in his office, ten thousand eight hundred and fifty 
dollars. : 

For contingent expenses in the office of the Ac- 
countant of the War Department, one thousand 
dollars. 

For the expense incident to the removal of the 
War Department from Philadelphia to Trenton, 
during part of the summer of the year one thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety-nine, including the 
extra expenses of the Secretary for the Depart- 
ment, the Accountant, the. Paymaster General, 
the Quartermaster General, the keeper of military 
stores, clerks, and messengers in each office, four 
thousand four hundred and twenty-six dollars and 

’ fifty-six cents. 

Wor compensation to the Secretary of the Navy, 
clerks, and persons employed in his office, includ- 
ing deficiencies in former appropriations for clerk 
hire, nine thousand one hundred and fifty-two 
dollars and twenty-five cents. ; 

For the expense of fire-wood, stationery, print- 
ing, rent, and other contingencies in the office of | 
the Secretary of the Navy, three thousand three | 
hundred dollars. | 

For compensation to the Accountant of thei 
Navy, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
nine thousand two hundred and fifty dollars. 

For contingent expenses in the office of the Ac- 
countant of the Navy, seven hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

For expense of removing the Department of 
the Navy from Philadelphia to Trenton, during 
part of the summer, of the year one thousand 
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seven hundred and ninety-nine, including the ex- 
tra expenses of the Secretary for the Department, 
the Accountant, clerks, and messengers in each 
office, one thousand two hundred and fifty-four 
dollars and fifty-nine cents. 

For compensation to the Surveyor General, two 
thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the assistant surveyors, 
chain-carriers, axe-men, and other persons em- 
ployed, stationery, and other contingent expenses 
in the Surveyor General’s Department, (in addi- 
pee to former appropriations,) two thousand dol- 

ars. 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary of the Territory Northwest of the river 
Ohio, five thousand one hundred and fifty dollars. 

For expenses of stationery, printing patents for 
land, office rent, and other contingent expenses in 
the said territory, three hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary of the Mississippi Territory, five thou- 
sand one hundred and fifty dollars. 

. For expenses of stationery, office rent, and other 
contingent expenses in the said territory, three 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the Postmaster General, 
Assistant Postmaster General, clerks, and persons 
employed in the Postmaster General’s office, nine 
thousand three hundred dollars. 

For expense of fire-wood, stationery, printing, 
rent, and other contingent expenses in the office 
of the Postmaster General, and for the expense 
incident to the removal of the General Post Of- 
fice from Philadelphia to Trenton, during part of 
the summer of the year one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-nine, including the extra expenses 
of the Postmaster General, his Assistant, and 
clerks; with expenses incurred by the Postmaster 
at Philadelphia, by a removal of his office toa 
more healthy part of the city,and of his increased 
expenses in attending to the duties of his office in 
the years one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
three, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
seven, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
eight, and one thousand seven hundred and nine- 
ty-nine, four thousand and eighty-one dollars and 
forty-nine cents. 

For the discharge of such miscellancous de- 
mands against the United States on account of 
the civil department, not otherwise provided for, 
as shall have been admitted in a due course of 
settlement at the Treasury, and which are of a 
nature, according to the usage thereof, to require 
payment in specie, two thousand dollars. 

For the payment of sundry pensions granted by 
the late Government, nine hundred and fifty-three 
dollars and thirty-three cents. ; 

For the maintenance and support of light- 
houses, beacons, buoys, and public piers, and stake- 
age of channels, bars, and shoals, and for occa- 
sional improvement in the construction of lan- 
terns and lamps, and materials used therein, and 
to make good deficiencies in former appropriations 
occasioned by the increased number of light- 
houses, thirty-nine thousand three hundred and 
ninety-two dollars and three cents. 


1507 


APPENDIX. 


1508 


Acts of Congress. 


For repairing Charleston light-house, five thou- j 


sand nine hundred and fifty dollars. 


For erecting a light-house on Old Point Com- } 


fort (in addition to former appropriations,) one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For rebuilding, altering, and improving the 
light-house at New London, fifteen thousand seven 
hundred dollars. i 

For the payment of contracts entered into for 
building of a light-house on Cape Hatteras, and a 
beacon on Shell Castle island, (the balance of 
former appropriations being carried to the credit 
of the surplus fund,) thirty-five thousand six hun- 
dred and ninety-eight dollars. 

For the payment of balances which may be 
found due to individuals, in consequence of set- 
tlements at the Treasury, pursuant to the act of 
Congress passed on the twelfth day of June, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight, entitled 
« An act respecting loan office and final settlement 
certificates,” &c., twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For defraying the expenses of printing, with 
devices, the subscription certificates, and issuing 
the same to the subscribers to the loan of five mil- 
lions of dollars, cost of paper; also, the incidental 
expenses of said loan in its operation at the Bank 
of the United States; and likewise for printing 
certificates of the eight per cent. stock for the 
Treasury, and the several Loan Offices, including 
the cost of paper, and other incidental. expenses 
of funding this stock, five thousand dollars. 

For the discharge of such miscellaneous de- 
mands against the United States, not otherwise 
provided for, as shall have been admitted in a due 
course of settlement at the Treasury, and which 
are of a nature, according to the usage thereof, to 
require payment in specie, four thousand dollars. 

For the expenses of intercourse with foregn 
nations during the present year, in addition tc the 
sum of forty thousand dollars appropriated by law 
for that purpose, the sum of fifty-two thousand 
dollars. 

For further expenses in carrying into effect the 
sixth article of the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, 
and Navigation, between the United States and 
Great Britain, including the expenses authorized 
by the act, entitled “ An act directing the appoint- 
ment of agents in relation to the sixth article of 
the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and Navigation, 
between the United States and Great Britain,” 
Pee thousand five hundred and fifty-six dol- 

ars. 

For the salaries of the Commissioners under 
the seventh article of the said treaty, including 
the contingent expenses, sixteen thousand four 
hundred and forty-four dollars. 

For the salaries, clerk hire, office rent, and other 
contingencies of the two agents residing in Eng- 
land on business relative to the said ‘seventh arti- 
cle, nine thousand dollars, 

For further expenses in carrying into effect the 
Treaty. of Amity, Navigation, and Limits, between 
the United States and Spain, twenty thousand 
< dollarse i soe 
<i; For the difference between the cost of the stip- 
ulated articles in the annuity to the Dey and Re- 


gency of Algiers, and the permanent appropria- 
tion therefor, fifty-six thousand dollars. 
For defraying the expenses incident to the val- 


‘ulation of lands and houses, and. enumeration of 


slaves, within the United States, as directed by 
the act of July the ninth, one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-eight, in addition to the sum ap- 
propriated by that act, two hundred and fifteen 
thousand dollars. i 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
several appropriations hereinbefore made shall be 
paid and discharged out of the fund of six hun- 
dred thousand dollars reserved by the act “mak- 
ing provision for the debt of the United States,” 
and out of any money which may be in the Trea- 
sury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, May 7, 1800. 


An Act making appropriations for the Military Estab- 
lishment of the United States, in the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred. 

Be it enacted §&c., That, for defraying the ex- 
penses of the Military Establishment of the Uni- 
ted States, for the year one thousand eight hundred, 
the pay and subsistence of the officers and men, 
bounties and premiums, the clothing, hospital, ord- 
nance, quartermaster and Indian departments, the 
defensive protection of the frontiers, the contin- 
gent expenses of the War Department, for the fa- 
brication of cannon and arms, and purchase of 
ammunition, and for the payment of military pen- 
sions, the sum of three millions forty-two shot 
sand five hundred and seventy-six dollars and 
thirty-five cents be, and is hereby, appropriated, 
that is to say: 

For pay of the army of the United States, one 
million eighteen thousand six hundred and twen- 
ty dollars. 

For the subsistence of the army,seven hundred 
and eighty-seven thousand seven hundred and 
eighty-six dollars and thirty-five cents. 

For forage, the sum of thirty-six thousand six 
hundred and seventy-two dollars. 

For horses, to replace those which may die, or 
become unfit for service, the sum of five thousand 
dollars. 

For clothing, the sum of two hundred and fifty- 
seven thousand nine hundred and fifty-five dollars. 

For bounties and premiums, the sum of fourteen 
thousand dollars. 

For the hospital department, the sum of fifty- 
one thousand dollars., 

For the ordnance department the sum of one 
hundred and thirteen thousand five hundred and 
twenty-two dollars. 

For the quartermaster’s department, the sum of 
five hundred and twenty-eight thousand and sixty- 
five dollars. 

For paying annuities to the following nations 
of Indians, in pursuance of treaties: To the Six 
Nations, Cherokees, Chickasaws and Creeks, the 
sum of fifteen thousand dollars. 

- -For promoting civilization among the Indian 

tribes, and pay of temporary. agents, the sum. of 

fifteen thousand dollars. ` 2 : 
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For expense attending the running of the line | ing at said 
of demarkation between the Indian territory of tha duties Kort or Tyme, and generally. to mre 


the United States, including the pay of commis- 
sloners, surveyors, and assistants, the sum of four 
thousand dollars. 

For the defensive protection of the frontiers of 
the United States, including the erection and re- 
pairs of forts and fortifications, the sum of sixty 
thousand dollars. 

For loss of stores, allowances to officers on be- 
ing ordered to distant commands, and for special 
purposes, advertising and apprehending deserters, 
printing, purchasing maps, and other contingen- 
cies, the sum of forty thousand dollars. 

For the annual allowance to the invalids of the 
United States, for their pensions from the fifth of 
March, one thousand eight hundred, to the fourth 
of March, one thousand eight hundred and one, the 
sum of ninety-three thousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That for the 
fabrication of cannon and arms, and purchase of 
ammunition for the army and navy, and for the 
militia of the United States, in addition to the sums 
unexpended of the appropriations made by the acts 
of Congress of the fourth of May and first of July, 
seventeen hundred and ninety-eight, the sum of 
two hundred and sixty thousand dollars shall be, 
and hereby is, appropriated. : 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
foregoing appropriations shall be paid out of any 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated. 

` Approved, May 10, 1800. 


a 


An Act to establish the district of Kennebunk, and to 
annex Lyme to New London; and to alter the dis- 
trict of Bermuda Hundred and City Point; and 
therein to amend the act, entitled, “ An act to regu- 
late the collection of duties on imports and tonnage.” 
Be it enacted, §c., That, from and after the 

thirtieth day of June next, the towns of Wells 

and Arundel, in the State of Massachusetts, and 
all the shores and waters thereof, shall be a dis- 
trict, to be called the district of Kennebunk, of 
which the port of Kennebunk shall be the sole port 
of entry; and the ports of Wells and Cape Por- 
oise shall be ports of delivery only; and a collector 
or the district shall be appointed, to reside at Ken- 
nebunk. ; 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That ships 
and vessels, owned in whole or in part in the towns 
of Edgecomb and Newcastle, in the district of 
Maine, having entered in due form of law at the 
port of Wiscasset, and taken on board an officer, 
shall be permitted to unlade in the ports of the 
said towns which adjoin Sheepscut river. 

Seoc. 3. And be it further enacted, That, from 
and after the thirtieth day of June next, the town of 
Lyme, in the State of Connecticut, and the shores 
and waters thereof, shall be annexed, as a port of 
delivery only, to the district of New London, and 
all vessels bound to or from the said port of Lyme, 
shall first come to, enter, and clear, at the said port 
of New London: Provided, however, That the sur- 
veyor appointed to reside at Saybrook shall be au- 
thorized to visit and inspect ships or vessels arriv- 


of a surve isite withi 
Sid pe yor, as may be requisite within 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, from 
and after the thirtieth day of June next, the dis- 
trict of Bermuda Hundred and City Point, as at 
present constituted, in the State of Virginia, shall 
be called the district of Petersburg, to comprehend 
Petersburg, City Point, and all the waters, shores, 
bays, harbors, and inlets, of James river, from 
Hood’s and the junction of Chicahoming, to the 
junction of the James and Appamattox rivers, and 
from thence to the highest tide-water of Appamat- 
tox, and also the Chicahoming to its highest tide- 
water mark; and the port for the said district 
shall extend from Petersburg to City Point. And 
another district shall be formed, to be called the 
district of Richmond, to comprehend Richmond, 
Manchester, and Bermuda Hundred, and all the 
waters, shores, bays, harbors, and inlets, of James 
river, from Bermuda Hundred, including the har- 
bor thereof, to the highest tide-waters of James 
river; and the port shall extend from Richmond 
and Manchester to Bermuda Hundred. The of- 
fice of collector for the district of Petersburg shall 
be kept in the town of Petersburg ; and a collec- 
tor shall be appointed for the Richmond district, 
Whose office shall be kept in the city of Rich- 


| mond; and the surveyors within those two dis- 
tricts shall continue to reside at the places al pres- 
ent established by law. 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
master of any ship or vessel, bound to any dis- 
trict of James river above Sewall’s Point, shall, 
before he pass by the said Point, and immediately 
after his arrival either at the same or at Hampton 
Road, deposit with the collector of the port of 
Norfolk and Portsmouth, or of Hampton, a true 
manifest of the cargo on board such ship or ves- 
sel; and the said collector shall, after registering 
the manifest, transmit the same, duly certified to 
have been so deposited, to the officer with whom 
the entries are to be made: And the said collector 
may, whenever he shall judge it to be necessary 
for the security of the revenue, put an inspector 
of the customs on board any such ship or vessel, 
to accompany the same until her arrival at the 
first port of entry or delivery, in the district, to 
which such ship or vessel may be destined: And 
if the master or commander of any such ship or 
vessel shall neglect or omit to deposit a manifest 

| in manner as aforesaid, or shall refuse to receive an 
inspector of customs on board, as the case shall 
require, he shall forfeit and pay five hundred dol- 
lars, to be recovered with costs of suit, one-half 
for the use of the officer with whom such mani- 
fest ought to have been deposited, and the other 
half to the use of the collector of the district to 
which the said ship or vessel may be bound. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That such 
part and so much of the act, entitled “An act to 
regulate the collection.of duties on imports and 
tonnage,” as comes within the purview of this 
j act, being contrary hereto, shall be and hereby is 

repealed. 
Approved, May 10, 1800. 


1511 


APPENDIX. 


1512 


Acts of Congress. 


An Act supplemental to the act, entitled “An act for an 
amicable settlement of limits with the State of Geor- 
gia; and authorizing the establishment of a govern- 
ment in the Mississippi Territory.” 

Be it enacted, §c., That so much of the ordi- 
nance of Congress of the thirteenth of July, one 
thousand seven hundred and eighty-seven, and of 
the act of Congress of the seventh of August, 
one thousand seven hundred and eighty-nine, pro- 
viding for the government of the Territory of the 
United States Northwest of the river Ohio, as re- 
lates to the organization of a General Assembly 
therein, and prescribes the powers thereof, shall 
forthwith operate. and be in force in the Missis- 
sippi Territory: Provided, That until the num- 
ber of free male inhabitants of full age, in the said 
Territory, shall amount to five thousand, there 
shall not be returned to the General Assembly 
more than nine representatives. : 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That until 
the number of free male inhabitants of full age 
in the Mississippi Territory, shall amount to five 
thousand, the county of Adams shall be entitled 
to choose four representatives to the General 
Assembly, the county of Pickering four, and the 
Tensaw and Tombigbee settlements one. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted. That the 
first election, for representatives to the General 
Assembly, shall be on the fourth Monday in July 
next, and that all subsequent elections shall be 
regulated by the Legislature. : 

Sec. 4. And beit further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Governor of the Mississippi 
Territory, to cause the said election to be holden 
on the day aforesaid, at the most convenient place 
in the counties and settlements aforesaid, and to 
nominate a proper officer or officers to preside at 
and conduct the same, and to return to him the 
names of the persons who may have been duly 
elected. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
representatives shall be convened by the Gov- 
ernor at the town of Natchez, on the fourth Mon- 
day in September next. j 

Sec. 6. And, beit further enacted, That so soon 
as the number of free male inhabitants of full age 
shall amount to, or exceed five thousand, the num- 
ber of representatives to the General Assembly 
shall be determined, and the apportionment made 
in the way prescribed in the ordinance. 

Sec. 7, And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act shall in any respect impair the right of 
the State of Georgia to the jurisdiction, or of the 
said State, or of any person or persons to the soil 
of the said Territory, but the rights and claims of 
the said State, and all persons interested, are here- 
‘by declared to be as firm and available as if this 
act had never been made. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the 
General Assembly shall meet at least once in 
every year, and such meeting shall be on the first 
Monday of December, unless they shall by law 
appoint a different day: Provided, That the Gov- 
-ernor shall have power on extraordinary occasions 
to convene the General Assembly. 

“SEC 9, And be it further enacted, That neither 


House during the session of the General Assembly 
shall, without the consent of the othér, adjourn 
for more than three days, nor to any other place 
than that in which the two Houses shall be sitting. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That it 
shall be lawful for the commissioners appointed, 
or who may hereafter be appointed on the part of 
the United States, in pursuance of the act, enti- 
tled “An act for an amicable settlement of limits 
wirh the State of Georgia; and authorizing the 
establishment of a government in the Mississippi 
Territory,” or any two of them, finally to settle 
by compromise with the commissioners, which 
have been or may be appointed by the State of 
Georgia, any claims mentioned in said act, and to 
receive in behalf of the United States a cession 
of any lands therein mentioned, or of the jurisdic- 
tion thereof, on such terms as to them shall ap- 
pear reasonable: And also, that the said com- 
missioners on the part of the United States, or 
any two of them, be authorized to inquire into the 
claims which are or shall be made by settlers or 
any other persons whatsoever, to any part of the 
aforesaid lands, and to receive from such settlers 
and claimants any propositions of compromise 
which may be made by them, and lay a full state- 
ment of the claims and the propositions which 
may be made to them by the settlers or claimants 
to any part of the said lands, together with their 
opinion thereon, before Congress, for their decision 
thereon, as soon as may be: Provided, That the 
settlement shall be made and completed before 
the fourth day of March, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and three: And provided, also, That the said 
commissioners shall not contract for the. payment 
of any money from the Treasury of the United 
States to the State of Georgia, other than the pro- 
ceeds of the same lands. 

Approved, May 10, 1800. 


An Actin addition to the act, entitled “An act to pro- 
hibit the carrying on the slave trade from the United 
States to any foreign place or country.” 

` Be it enacted, ao That it shall be unlawful 
for any citizen of the United States, or other per- 
son residing within the United States, directly or 
indirectly, to hold or haveany right or property in 
any vessel employed or made use of in the trans- 
portation or carrying of slaves from one foreign 
country or place to another, and any right or prop- 
erty, belonging as aforesaid, shall be forfeited, and 
may be libelled and condemned for the use of 
the person who shall sue for the same; and such 
person, transgressing the prohibition aforesaid, 
shall also forfeit and pay a sum of money equal 
to double the value of the right of property in 
such vessel, which he held as aforesaid ; and shall 
also forfeit a sum of money equal to double the 
value of the interest which he may have had in the 
slaves, which at any time may have been trans- 
ported or carried in such vessel, after the passing 
of this act, and against the form thereof. 

Seo. 2. And be tt further enacted, That it shall 
be unlawful for any citizen of the United States, 
or other person residing therein, to serve on board 
any vessel of the United States employed or made 
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use of in the transportation or carrying of slaves, | An Act to provide for equalizing the valuations of un- 
from one foreign country or place to another ; and seated lands. 
any such citizen or other person, voluntarily serv-| Be it enacted, &c., That the commissioners ap- 
ing as aforesaid, shall be liable to be indicted there- | pointed under the act, entitled “An act to provide — 
for, and, on conviction thereof, shall be liable to a | for the valuation of lands and dwelling-houses, and 
fine not exceeding two thousand dollars, and be | the enumeration of slaves, within the United 
imprisoned not exceeding two years. ; States,” in those States the valuations and enume- 
SEC. 3. And be it further enacted, That if any | rations whereof are not yet closed and returned to 
citizen of the United States shall voluntarily serve | the Treasury Department, shall be, and hereby are, 
on board of any foreign ship or vessel, which shall | authorized and empowered; on examination and 
hereafter be employed in the slave trade, he shall, | consideration, at some general meeting to be con- 
on conviction thereof, be liable to, and suffer the vened pursuant to law, of the lists, returns, valua- 
like forfeitures, pains, disabilities, and penalties, as | tions and abstracts, rendered to them by the asses- 
he yould have incurred, had such ship or vessel | sors within their respective States, to revise the 
been owned or employed, in whole or in part, by valuations of unseated lands in each and every as- 
any person or persons residing within the United | sessment district of their respective States, and 
States. in each and every sub-division of such districts, re- 
Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That it shall spectively, and to vary and adjust the said valua- 
be lawful for any of the commissioned vessels of tions, by adding thereto or deducting therefrom 
the United States, to seize and take any vessel em- such rate per centum as to them shall appear just 
ployed in carrying on trade, business, or traffic, and reasonable: Provided always, That the rel- 
contrary to the true intent and meaning of this or | ative valuations of differents tracts of unseated 
the said act to which this'is in addition; and such | land in the same sub-division shall not be changed 
vessel, together with her tackle, apparel, and guns, | Or affected. l 
and the goods or effects, other than slaves, which | Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
shall be found on board, shall be forfeited, and | commissioners may direct the deductions and ad- 
may be proceeded against in any of the district or | ditions aforesaid to be made out and completed by 
circuit courts, and shall be condemned for the use | the principal assessors of the aforesaid assessment 
of the officers and crew of the vessel making the i district, respectively, or, if they shall deem it more 
seizure, and be divided in the proportion directed | proper, by their own clerk and by such assistants 
in the case of prize: And all persons interested in | as they shall find necessary and appoint for that 
such vessel, or in the enterprise or voyage in which | purpose : Provided, always, That the compensa- 
such vessel shall be employed at the time of such | tion to be made to the said assistants shall not ex- 
capture, shall-be precluded from all right or claim | ceed the pay allowed to the assistant assessors by 
to the slaves found on board such vessel as afore- the act aforesaid. __ 
said, and from all damages or retribution on ac- Approved, May 10,1800. 
count thereof: And it shall moreover be the duty |- cies 
of the commanders of such commissioned vessels, | An Act supplementary to an act, entitled “An act to 
to apprehend and take into custody every person establish the compensation of the officers employed 
found on board of such vessel so seized and taken, in the collection of the duties on impost and tonnage.” 


being of the officers or crew thereof, and him or : x ý 
them convey, as soon as conveniently may be, to| , Be it enacted, &c., That. from and-after the thir- 
the civil authority of the United States: in some tieth day of June next, there shall be allowed 
one of the districts thereof, to be proceeded against | and paid annually, to and for the use of the several 
in due course of law. f collectors and surveyors appointed, and to be ap- 
Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That the dis- pee parma A and empor n the a 
trict and circuit courts of the United States shall PRYE Si ane ss eas an koa, Ht je 
have cognizance ofall acts and offences against the fee and ee Cea = lowed by ce 
wees $ ‘ ; 
Se ee and be tt further the sums following, respectively, that is to say: 
ern That nothing in this act contained shall | sa Se Mary's diate Ad De 
be construed to authorize the bringing into neces To the collectors of Machias, Great Egg Harbor, 
of the United States; any paron of sa ape T Little Egg Harbor, Perth Amboy, Bridgetown, 
imorgtion of hem yy the eitas ee or prabar aae and tthe cllestor of Bog 

; i red dollars each; and to the co s g 

Src. 7. And be it further enacted That the for- | Harbor. Brunswick, in Georgia, and Dumfries, fift 
feitures which shall hereafter be incurred under Acilar each: ‘To the tal a of Bermuda Tun 
this, or the said act to which this is in addition, | dred, one hundred and fifty dollars; and to the sur- 
not otherwise disposed of, shall acerue, and be, one | yeyors of Newport, Providence, Port Royal, Alex- 

moiety eee a ae es andria, and oe oe shee ee each 
other moiety to the use of the United States, ex-| Sec. 2. And be it further enacte hat, in lieu 
cept where the prosecution shall be first instituted | of the commissions heretofore allowed by law, 
‘on behalf of the United States, in which case the | there shall, from and after the thirtieth day of 
whole shall be to their use. June next, be allowed to the collectors for the dis- 
Approved, May 10, 1800. tricts of Alexandria, Petersburg, and Richmond, 
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respectively, two anda half per centum, on all 
moneys which shall be collected and received by 
them: To the collector for the district of Boston 
and Charlestown, and to the collectors of Baltimore 
and Philadelphia, three-eighths of one per centum: 
To the collectors of Charleston, South Carolina, 
Salem, and Norfolk, and Portsmouth, three-quarters 
of one per centum: To the collector of the district 
of Portland, one per centum; for and on account 
of the duties arising on goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, imported into the United States, and on the 
tonnage of ships and vessels. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the collectors of the several districts 
of Philadelphia, New York, Boston, Baltimore, 
Norfolk, and Charleston, and they are hereby re- 
spectively directed, to deposit for collection in the 
Bank of the United States, or at an office of dis- 
count and deposit of the said bank, all the bonds 
taken, or to be taken by them, for duties, by virtue 
of any law of the United States; but on all money 
collected by the said banks the commissions afore- 
said are to be allowed the said collectors, in like 
manner as if received by them. 

Approved, May 10, 1800. 


An Act to amend the act, entitled “An act providing 
for the sale of the lands of the United States, in the 
Territory Northwest of the Ohio, and above the mouth 
of Kentucky river.” 

Be it enacted, §c.. That, for the disposal of the 
lands of the United States, directed to be sold by 
the act, entitled “An act providing for the sale of 
the lands of the United States, in the Territory 
Northwest of the Ohio, and above the mouth of 
Kentucky river,” there shall be four land offices 
established in the said territory: One at Cincin- 
nati, for lands below the Little Miami, which have 
not heretofore been granted ; one at Chilicothe, for 
lands east of the Sciota, south of the lands ap- 

ropriated for satisfying military bounties to the 
ate army of the United States, and west of the 
fifteenth range of townships ; one at Marietta, for 
the lands east of the sixteenth range of townships, 
south of the beforementioned military lands, and 
south of a line drawn due west from the northwest 
corner of the first township of the second range, to 
the said military lands; and one at Steubenville, 
for the lands north of the last mentioned line, and 
east or north of the said military lands: Each of 
the said offices shall be under the direction of an 
officer, to be called “ The Register of the Land 

Office,” who shall be appointed by the President 

of the United States, by and with the advice and 

consent of the Senate, and shall give bond to the 

United States, with approved security, in the sum 

of ten thousand dollars, for the faithful discharge 

of the duties of his office; and shall reside at the 
place where the land-office is directed to be kept. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the surveyor general, and he is here- 
by expressly enjoined, to prepare and transmit to 

“the registers of the several land offices, before the 
days herein appointed for commencing sales, gen- 
eral plats-of the lands hereby directed to be sold at 


the said offices, respectively, and also to forward 
copies of each of the said plats to the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Sec. 3. ‘And be tt further enacted, That the 
surveyor general shall cause the townships west 
of the Muskingum, which by the above mention- 
ed act are directed to be sold in quarter townships, 
to be subdivided into half sections of three hun- 
dred and twenty acres each, as nearly as may be, 
by running parallel lines through the same from. 
east to west, and from south to north, at the dis- 
tance of one mile from each other, and marking 
corners, at the distance of each half mile on the- 
lines running from east to west, and at the distance 
of each mile on those running from south to north, 
and making the marks, notes, and descriptions, 
prescribed to surveyors by the abovementioned 
act: And the interior lines of townships intersect- 
ed by the Muskingum, and of all the townships. 
lying east of that river, which have not been here- 
tofore actually subdivided into sections, shall also 
be run and marked in the manner prescribed by 
the said act, for running and marking the interior 
lines of townships directed to be sold in sections 
of six hundred and forty acres each: And in all 
cases where the exterior lines of the townships, 
thus to be subdivided into sections or half sections, 
shall exceed or shall not extend six miles, the ex-- 
cess or deficiency shall be specially noted, and 
added to or deducted from the western and north- 
ern ranges of sections or half sections in such 
township, according as the error may be in run- 
ning the lines from east to west, or from south to 
north. The sections and half sections bounded on. 
the northern and western lines of such townships. 
shall be sold as containing only the quantity ex- 
pressed in the returns and plats, respectively, and 
all others as containing the complete legal quan- 
tity: And the President of the United States shall 
fix the compensation of the deputy surveyors, 
chain-carriers, and axe-men: Provided, The whole- 
expense of surveying and marking the lines shall 
not exceed three dollars for every mile that shall. 
be actually run, surveyed, and marked. 

Sec. -4. And be it further enacted, That the 
lands thus subdivided (excluding the sections re- 
served by the abovementioned act) shall be offer- 
ed for sale in sections and half sections, subdivided 
as before directed, at the following places and 
times, that is to say: those below the Little Miami 
shall be offered at public vendue, in the town of 
Cincinnati, on the first Monday of April, one 
thousand eight hundred and one, under the direc- 
tion of the register of the land office there estab- 
lished, and of either the Governor or Secretary. 
of the Northwestern Territory: The lands east of 
Sciota, south of the military lands, and west of 
the fifteenth range of townships, shall be offered 
in like manner for sale at Chilicothe, on the first: 
Monday of May, one thousand eight hundred and. 
one, under the direction of the register of the land 
office there established, and of either the Governor 
or Secretary of the said territory: The lands east. 
of the sixteenth range of townships, south of the 
military lands, and west of the Muskingum, in- 
cluding all the townships intersected by that river,. 
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shall be offered for sale in like manner at Marietta, 
on the last Monday of May, one thousand eight 
hundred and one, under the direction of the Gov- 
ernor or Secretary, or surveyor general of the said 
territory. The sales shall remain open at each 
place for three weeks and no longer. The super- 
intendents shall observe the rules and regulations 
of the abovementioned act, in classing and selling 
fractional with entire sections, and in keeping and 
transmitting accounts of the sales. All lands, re- 
maining unsold, at the closing of either of the pub- 
lic sales, may be disposed of at private sale by the 
registers of these respective land offices, in the 
manner hereinafter prescribed. And the register 
of the land office at Steubenville, after the first 
day of July next, may proceed to sell at private 
sale the lands situate within the district assigned 
to his direction as herein before described, dispos- 
ing of the same in sections, and classing fraction- 
al with entire sections, according to the provisions 
and regulations of the abovementioned act and of 
this act: And the register of the land office at Ma- 
rietta, after the said first day of July next, may 
proceed to sell, at private sale, any of the lands 
-within the district assigned to his direction as 
aforesaid, which are east of the river Muskingum, 
excluding the townships intersected by that river, 
disposing of the same in sections, and classing 
fractional with entire sections as aforesaid. 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That no lands 
shall be sold by virtue of this act, at either public 
or private sale, for less than two dollars per acre 
and payment may be made for the same by all 
purchasers, either in specie, or in evidences of the 
public debt of the United States, at the rates pre- 
scribed by the act, entitled “An act to authorize 
the receipt of evidences of the public debt in pay- 
ment for the lands of the United States;” and shall 
be made in the following manner, and under the 
following conditions, to wit: 

1, At the time of purchase, every purchaser 
shall, exclusively of the fees hereafter mentioned, 
pay six dollars for every section, and three dollars 
for every half section, he may have purchased, for 
surveying expenses, and deposit one-twentieth part 
of the amount of the purchase money, to be for- 
feited, if within forty days one-fourth part of the 
purchase money, including the said twentieth 
part, is not paid. 

2, One-fourth part of the purchase money shall 
be paid within forty days after the day of sale as 
aforesaid; another fourth part shall be paid with- 
in two years; another fourth part within three 
years; and another fourth part within four years 
after the day of sale. . 

3. Interest, at the rate of six per cent. a year, 
from the day of sale, shall be charged upon each of 
the three last payments, payable as they respect- 
ively become due. , 

4. A discount, at the rate of eight per cent. a 
year, shall be allowed on any of the three last pay- 
ments, which shall be paid before the same shall 
become due, reckoning this discount always upon 
the sum, which would have been demandable by 
the United States, on the day appointed for such 
payment. 


5. If the first payment of one-fourth part of the 
purchase money shall not be made within forty 
days after the sale, the deposit, payment, and fees 
paid and made by the purchaser, shall be forfeited, 
and the lands shall and may, from and after the 
day when the payment of one fourth part of the 
purchase money should have been made, be dis- 
posed of at private sale, on the same terms and 
conditions, and in the same manner as the other 
lands directed by this act to be disposed of at pri- 
vate sale. Provided, That the lands which shalt 
have. been sold at public sale, and which shall, on, 
account of such failure of payment, revert to the 
United States, shall not be sold at private sale, for 
a price less than the price that shall have been of- 
fered for the same at publie sale. 

6. If any tract shall not be completely paid for 
within one year after the date of the last payment, 
the tract shall be advertised for sale by the regis- 
ter of the land office within whose district it may 
lie, in at least five of the most public places in the 
said district, for at least thirty days before the time 
of sale; and he shall sell the same at public ven- 
due, during the sitting of the court of quarter ses- 
sions of the county in which the land office is 
kept, for a price not less than the whole arrears 
due thereon, with the expenses of sale; the surplus, 
if any, shall be returned to the original purchaser, 
or to his legal representative; but if the sum due, 
with interest, be not bidden and paid, then the 
land shall revert to the United States. All moneys 
paid therefor shall be forfeited, and the register of 
the land office may proceed to dispose of the same 
to any purchaser, as in case of other lands at pri- 
vate sale. : 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all and 
every the payments, to be made by virtue of the 
preceding section, shall be made either to the 
Treasurer of the United States, or to such person 
or officer as shall be appointed by the President 
of the United States, with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, receiver of public moneys for lands 
of the United States, at each of the places re- 
spectively where the public and private sales of the 
said lands are to be made; and the said receiver 
of public moneys shall, before he enters upon the 
duties of his office, give bond, with approved se- 
curity, in the sum of ten thousand dollars, for the 
faithful discharge of his trust; and it shall be the 
duty of the said Treasurer and receiver of public 
moneys to give receipts for the moneys by them 
received, to the persons respectively paying the 
same; to transmit within thirty days in case of 
public sale, and quarterly in case of private sale, 
an account of all the public moneys by them re- 
ceived, specifying the amount received from each 
person, and distinguishing the sums received for 
surveying expenses, and those received for pur- 
chase money, to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and to the registers of the land office, as the case 
may be. The said receivers of public moneys 
shall, within three months after receiving the 
same, transmit the moneys by them received to 
the Treasurer of the United States; and the re- 
ceivers of public moneys for the said sales, and 
also the receivers of public moneys for the sales 
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which have taken place at Pittsburg under the 
act, entitled “An act providing for the sale of the 
lands of the United States in the Territory North- 
west of the Ohio and above the mouth of Ken- 
tucky river,” shall receive one per cent. on the 
money received, as a compensation for clerk hire, 
reéeiving, safe-keeping, and transmitting it to the 
‘Treasury of the United States. 

Seo. 7. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
‘be the duty of the registers of the land offices, 
respectively, to receive and enter in books kept 
for that purpose only, and on which no blank 
leaves or space shall be left between the different 
entries, the applications of an y person or persons 
who may apply for the purchase of any section 
or half section, and who shall pay him the fee 


party, and enter the same to the credit of the party, 
in a book kept for that purpose, in which he shall 
open an account, in the name of each purchaser, 


said purchaser, his heirs or assigns; and all patents 
‘receiver of public moneys appointed for that pur-| shall be countersigned by the Secretary of State, 
pose, for three dollars for each half section such 
person or persons may apply for, and for at least 
one-twentieth part of the purchase money. stating 
carefally in each entry the date of the application, 
the date of the receipt to him produced, the amount 
of moneys specified in the said receipt, and the 
number of the section or half section, township, 
and range, applied for. If two or more persons 
shall apply at the same time for the said tract, the 
register shall immediately determine by lot, in 
presence of the parties, which of them shall have 
preference. He shall file the receipt for moneys 
produced by the party, and give him a copy of his 
entry, and, if required, a copy of the description of 
the tract, and a copy of the plat of the same, or 
either of them j and it shall be his duty to inform 


a note of the same in the margin of the book op- 
posite to the original entry. And if the party 
shall, either at the time of making the original 


specifying the sums of money, the names of the 
persons paying the same, the names of the officers 
who have received the same, and the tracts for 
which the same have been paid. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
registers aforesaid shall be precluded from enter- 
ing on their books any application for lands in 
their own name, and in the name of any other 
person in trust for them; and if any register shall 
Wish to purchase any tract of land, he may do it 

y application in writing to the surveyor general, 
who shall enter the same on books kept for that 
purpose by him, who shall Proceed in respect to 
such applications, and to any payments made for 
the same, in the same manner which the regis- 


the margin of the book. Opposite to the original 


entry, and give to the party a certificate, describ. 


persons. The registers shall, nevertheless, note 
on the book of surveys, or original plat, the appli- 
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cations and payments thus by them made, and | low a reasonable compensation for books, station- 
their right to the pre-emption of any tract shall | ery, and clerk hire, in settling the accounts of the 
bear date from the day, when their application for | said superintendents. 

the same shall have been entered by the surveyor! ` Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That-the 
general in his own book. And if any person ap- | fee to be paid for each patent for half a section 
plying for any tract shall, notwithstanding he shall | shall be four dollars, and for every section five 
have received information from the register, that | dollars, to be accounted for by the receiver of the 


the same has already been applied for by the said 
register, or by any other person, insist to make 
the application, it shall be the duty of the regis- 
ter to enter the same, noting in the margin that 
the same tract is already purchased; but upon ap- 
plication of the party made in writing, and which 
he shall file, he may and shall at any future time 
enter under its proper date, that the party with- 
draws his former application, and applies in lieu 
thereof for any other tract: Provided, always, That 
the party shall never be allowed thus to withdraw 
his former application, and to apply in lieu there- 
of for another tract, except when the tract de- 
seribed in his former application shall have been 
applied for previous to the date of that his former 
application. : i 
Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of-the Treasury shall and may pre- 
-scribe such further regulations, in the manner of 
keeping books and accounts, by the several officers 
in this act mentioned, as to him may appear ne- 
cessary and proper, in order fully to carry into 
effect: the provisions of this act. 
Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the 


i same. 
| Sec, 15. And be it further enacted, That the 
f lands of the United States reserved for future dis- 
| position, may be let upon leases by the surveyor 
general, in sections or half sections, for terms not 
exceeding seven years, on condition of making 
such improvement as he shall deem reasonable. 
Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That each 
| person who, before the passing of this act, shall 
have erected, or begun to erect, a grist-mill or 
| saw-mill upon any of the lands herein directed to 
be sold, shall be entitled to the pre-emption of the 
| section including such mill, at the rate of two dol- 
lars per acre: Provided, The person or his heirs, 
claiming such right of pre-emption, shall produce 
to the register of the land office satisfactory evi- 
dence that he or they are entitled thereto, and 
shall be subject to and comply with the regula- 
tions and provisions by this act prescribed for other 
purchasers. 
Sec. 17. And be, it further enacted, That so 
| much of the “act providing for the sale of the 
lands of the United States in the Territory North- 
west of the river Ohio, and above the mouth of 


registers of the land offices, respectively, shall be | Kentucky river,” as comes within the purview of 
entitled to receive from the Treasury of the Uni-| this act, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


. ted States, one-half per cent. on all the moneys 
expressed in the receipts by them filed and enter- 
ed, and of which they shall have transmitted an 
account to the Secretary of the Treasury, as di- 
rected by this ‘act; and they shall further be en- 
titled to receive, for their own use, from the re- 
spective parties, the following fees for services 
rendered, that is to say: for every original appli- 
cation for land, and a copy of the same, for a sec- 
tion, three dollars; fora half section, two dollars ; 
for every certificate stating that the first fourth 


part of the purchase-money is paid, twenty-five 


Approved, May 10, 1800. 


An Act to ascertain the compensation of public Min- 
isters. 

Be it enacted, §c., That, exclusive of an outfit, 
which shall in no case exceed the amount of one 
year’s full salary to any minister plenipotentiary 
or chargé des affaires, to whom the same may 
be allowed, the President of the United States 
shall not allow to any minister plenipotentiary a 
greater sum than at the rate of nine thousand dol- 


cents; for every subsequent receipt for moneys | lars per annum, as a compensation for all his per- 
paid, twenty-five cents; for the final settlement | sonal services and expenses; nor a greater sum 


of account, and giving the final certificate of the 
same, one dollar; for every copy, either of an ap- 
peuo or of the description of any section or 

alf section, or of the plat of the same, or of any 
entry made on their books, or of any certificate 


heretofore given by them, twenty-five cents for | 
each ; and for any general inspection of the book 


of surveys, or general plat, made in their presence, 
twenty-five cents. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the 
superintendents of the public sales, to be made by 
virtue of this act; and the superintendents of the 
sales which have taken place by virtue of the act, 
entitled “An act providing for the sale of the lands 
of the United States in the Territory Northwest 


for the same than four thousand five hundred dol- 
lars per annum to a chargé des affaires; nor a 
greater sum for the same than one thousand three 
hundred and fifty dollars per annum to the secre- 
tary of any minister plenipotentiary. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That where 
any sum or sums of money shall be drawn from 
the Treasury, under any law making appropria- 
tion for the contingent expenses of intercourse 
between the United States and forcign nations, 
the President shall be, and he hereby is, authoriz- 
ed to cause the same to be duly settled, annually, 
; with the accounting officers of the Treasury, in 
manner following, that is to say: by causing the 
| same to be accounted for specially in all instances 


of the river Ohio, and above the mouth of Ken- j| wherein the expenditure thereof may, in his judg- 
tucky river,” shall receive five dollars a day whilst | ment, be made public, and by making a certificate 
engaged in that business; and theaccounting offi-| of the amount of such expenditure as. he may 
cers of the Treasury are hereby authorized to al-| think it adviseable not to specify, and every such 
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and lay before Congress, at the commencement 
of every session, a report on the subject of finance, 
containing estimates of the public revenue and 
public expenditures, and plans for improving or 
increasing the revenues, from time to time, for 
the purpose of giving information to Congress 
in adopting modes of raising the money requisite 
to meet the public expenditures. 
Approved, May 10, 1800. 


certificate shall be deemed a sufficient voucher for 
the sum or sums therein expressed to have been 
expended. : 

Approved, May 10, 1800. 


An Act to make appropriations for the Navy of the 
United States, during the year one thousand eight 
hundred. 


Be it enacted, £c., That, for defraying the ex- 
penses of the navy of the United States, durin. 
the year one thousand eight hundred, there shall 
be, and hereby is, appropriated the sam of two 
millions, four hundred and eighty-two thousand 
nine hundred and fifty-three dollars and ninety- 
nine cents, that is to say: for the pay of the 
officers of the navy of the United States, the 
sum of three hundred and ninety-one thousand 
five hundred and ninety-six dollars; for the sub- 
sistence of the officers of the navy, the sum of 
seventy thousand seven hundred and twenty-two 
dollars and forty ceats; for the pay of the seamen, 
the sum of eight hundred and eighteen thousand 
three hundred and forty dollars; for provisions, 
the sum of six hundred and three thousand six 
hundred and forty-two dollars and sixty-seven 
cents; for contingent expenses, including the 
waste of military stores, the expense of the navy 
store at Philadelphia, comptising storekeeper’s 
salary, clerk hire, store rent, laborers, porterage, 
and freight, and for making good deficiencies in 
former appropriations, and for similar expenses 
at Boston, Newport, Baltimore, Norfolk, New 
York, and other ports, the sum of three hundred 
and ninety-three thousand six hundred dollars; 
for the expense of hospitals, medicines, and hospit- 
‘al stores, the sum of thirty-two thousand six hun- 
dred and forty-seven dollars and twenty cents ; 
for the support of the revenue cutters, while em- 
ployed in the navy service; the sum of ten thou- 
sand dollars ; for the pay of the officers, non-com- 
missioned officers, and privates, of the marine corps, 
the sum of ninety-four thousand seven hundred 
and thirty-four dollars; for subsistence of the offi- 
cers of the said corps, the sum of eight thousand 
and eighteen dollars and sixty cents; for cloth- 
ing for the said corps, the sum of thirty-three 
thousand five hundred and thirty dollars and sev- 
enty-four cents; for military stores for the said 
corps, the sum of twelve thousand two hundred 
and seventy-seven dollars and eighty-eight cents ; 
for the contingent expenses of the said corps, in- 
cluding camp equipage, quartermaster’s, barrack- 
master’s, and hospital stores, and bounties and pre- 
miums, the sum of thirteen thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-four dollars. l 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
aforesaid appropriations shall be paid out of any 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, May 10, 1800. 


An Act to authorize the issuing certain Patents. 


Be it enacted, §c., That it shall be lawful, and 
the proper officer is hereby authorized, to issue 
patents or surveys, which have been, or may be 
made within the territory reserved by the State 
of Virginia, northwest of the river Ohio, and be- 
ing part of her cession to Congress, on warrants 
for military services, issued in pursuance of any 
resolution of the Legislature of that State, previ- 
ous to the passing of this act, in favor of persons 
who had served in the Virginia line on the Conti- 
nental establishment: Provided, That the whole 
quantity of land, for which patents shall issue by 
virtue of this act, shall not exceed sixty thousand 
acres; and that the surveys aforesaid shall be com- 
pleted and deposited in the office of the Secretary 
of War, on or before the first day of December, 
one thousand eight hundred and three: And nro. 
vided, also, That this act sball not give any force 
or validity to the entries, locations, or surveys, 
heretofore made in pursuance of these warrants, 
so far as such entries, locations, or surveys, inter- 
fere in any manner with those of persons claiming 
the same lands under entries, locations, or surveys, 
heretofore made, in pursuance of warrants granted 
by the State of Virginia to the officers and soldiers 
in the line of that State on Continental establish- 
ment. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enncted, That in eve- 
ry case of interfering claims under military war- 
rants, to lands within the territory so reserved by 
the State of Virginia, when either party to such 
claims shall lose, or be evicted from the land, eve- 
ry such party shall have a right, and hereby is au- 
thorized, to withdraw his, her, or their warrant, 
respectively, to the amount of such loss or evic- 
tion, and to enter, survey, and patent the same, on 
any vacant land within the bounds aforesaid, and 
in the same manner as other warrants may be 
entered, surveyed, and patented. 

Approved, May 13, 1800. 


An Act to enlarge the powers of Surveyors of the 
Revenue. 


Be it enacted, £c., That whenever it shall ap- 
pear to the surveyors of the revenue, appointed or 
to be appointed in any assessment district within 
the United States, under the act, entitled “An act 
to provide for the valuation of lands and dwelling- 
houses, and the enumeration of slaves, within the 
United States,” that any tract of land or dwelling- 
house, situated within his district, and directed by 
the said act to be included in the lists, thereby re- 
quired to be rendered and kept, hath been omitted 


‘An Act supplimentary to the act, entitled “An act to 
=e establish the Treasury Department.” 

“Be it enacted, £c., That it shall be the duty of 

the Secretary of the Treasury to digest, prepare, 
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in the said lists, then, and in every such case, it 
shall be the duty of such surveyor, and he hereby 
is authorized and required, to inform himself of 
the value of such tract of land or dwelling-house, 
by entry, view, or other lawful ways and means, 
and to make a list and valuation thereof, in the 
form and manner prescribed in and by the said 
act, and to enter and record the said lists and valu- 
ation with and among the lists and valuations by 
him to be kept and recorded pursuant to the said 
act; and to charge the amount of the said valua- 
tion to the person or persons to whom the same 
ought to be charged, pursuant to the said act and 
to the act, entitled, “An act to lay and collect a 
direct tax within the United States;” and that 
where any assessor, no list having been rendered, 
shall have estimated any tract of unseated land to 
contain a greater number of acres than the said 
tract shall, by the patent or survey of the same, 
actually appear to contain, it shall appear to the 
surveyor of the assessment district in which the 
said land shall be situate, by the production of the 
said patent or survey thereof, that there has been 
a mistake in estimating the said number of acres, 
it shall be lawful for such surveyor to credit the 
proprietor or proprietors thereof with the number 
of acres so over-charged: Provided, That the said 
credit shall not operate to lessen the sum directed 
to be collected by virtue of the present law to lay 
and collect a direet tax: And provided also, That 
no credit shall be valid until the same shall have 
been approved by the inspector of the survey, or 
the supervisor of the district, if comprehending 
but one survey of inspection; and if any error has 
happened, by charging any person with being the 
proprietor of any tract or parcel of unseated land, 
who was not the owner thereof, on the first day 
of October, one thousand seven hundred and nine- 
ty-eight, or by assessing to any person any tract 
or parcel of unseated Jand more than once as pro- 
prietor thereof, it shall be lawful in all or any of 
these cases, for the surveyor of the district in which 
the said error shall have happened, to correct the 
same by giving the person so charged such credit 
in his account respecting the said land as may be 
just and equitable. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
services aforesaid, the surveyors of the revenue 
shall respectively be entitled to, and receive from 
the United States, the following compensations, 
that is to say: For every tract of land or dwell- 
ing-house, valued and recorded as aforesaid with- 
out entry and view, seventy-five cents; for every 
tract of land or dwelling-house so valued and re- 
corded with entry and view, two dollars; for eve- 
ry mile of necessary travel in going to make such 
entry and view and returning, five cents; and that 
the accounts for the said compensations shall be 
presented to the supervisors of the districts respect- 
ively, and if allowed by them, shall be paid by 
them and credited to their accounts respectively, 
in the settlement thereof with the Treasury De- 
partment. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever any person shall have been charged, pursu- 
antto the above mentioned acts or either of them, 


or to this act, with the amount of the valuation of 
any tract of land or dwelling-house; and such 
person, or his or her legal representatives or as- 
signs, shall afterwards in due course of law have 
been ejected from such land or dwelling-house, 
or have had a decision against him, her, or them, 
upon the title thereof, then, and in every such case, 
it shall be the duty of the surveyor of the revenue 
within whose assessment district the said land or 
dwelling-house shall be situated, and he is hereby 
authorized and required, on the application of 
such person, or of his or her legal representatives 
or assigns, as the case may be, and on the payment 
or tender by them, or any of them, of the sum of 
one dollar for every such tract of land or dwell- 
ing-house, which sum the said surveyor is hereby 
authorized to demand and receive in such case, to 
cancel the valuation on such land or dwelling- 
house, so far as respects the persons so applying, 
and to discharge him or her therefrom. 
Approved May 13, 1800. 


An Act to amend an act, entitled “ An act to establish 
the Judicial Courts of the United States.” 


Be it enacted, §c., That jurors to serve in the 
courts of the United States shall be designated by 
lot, or otherwise, in each State or district respect- 
ively, according to the mode of forming juries to 
serve in the highest courts of law therein now prac- 
tised ; so far as the same shall render such desig- 
nation practicable by the courts and marshals of 
the United States. 

Approved, May 13, 1800. 


An Act to appropriate a certain sum of money to de- 
fray the expense of holding a treaty or treaties with 
the Indians. 


Be it enacted, §c., That a sum not exceeding 
fifteen thousand dollars be appropriated, to defray 
the expense of such treaty or treaties, as the Pre- 
sident of the United States shal! deem it expedient 
to hold with the Indians south of the river Ohio: 
Provided, nothing in this act contained shall be 
construed to admit an obligation on the part of the 
United States to extinguish, for the benefit of any 
State or individual citizen, Indian claims to any 
lands lying within the limits of the United States ; 
and that the compensation to be allowed to any 
of the commissioners who may be appointed for 
negotiating such treaty or treaties, shall not ex- 
ceed, exclusive of travelling expenses the rate of 
eight dollars per day during the time of actual ser- 
vice of such commissioner, 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
aforesaid shall be paid out of any moneys in the 
Treasury of the United States, not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 

Approved, May 13, 1800. 


An Act directing the payment of a detachment of the 
militia under the command of Major Thomas John- 
son, in the year one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-four. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, 
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authorized to settle the accounts of the militia, 

who served on an expedition, commanded by Ma- 

jor Thomas Johnson, against the Indians, in the 

year one thousand seven hundred and ninety-four, 

and that the same be paid out of any moneys in 

the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
Approved, May 13, 1800. 


An Act to retain a further sum on drawbacks, for the 
expenses incident to the allowance and payment 
thereof, and in lieu of stamp duties on debentures. 


Be it enacted, §c., That, from and after the 
thirtieth day of June next, two and one-half per 
centum on the amount of all drawbacks, allowed 
or to be allowed by law, upon and for the re-ex- 
portation from the United States of goods, wares, 
or merchandise, imported thereinto, shall be re- 
tained for the use of the United States, by the col- 
lectors paying such drawbacks, respectively ; and 
in addition to the sum of one and one quarter per 
centum, heretofore directed by law to be so re- 
tained. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in case 
of the re-exportation from the United States of 
goods, wares, and merchandise, imported thereinto 
in foreign ships or vessels, no part of the additional 
duty imposed by law on such goods, wares, and 
merchandise, on account of their importation in 
such ships or vessels, shall be allowed to be draw- 
back; but that the whole of the said additional 
duty shall be retained, in manner aforesaid, in ad- 
dition to the rate per centum by this and former 
acts directed to be retained. 

Approved, May 13, 1800. 


An Act to authorize certain expenditures, and to make 
certain appropriations for the year one thousand 
eight hundred. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the 
Senate, and the Clerk of the House of Represen- 
tatives, respectively, shall have allowed to them, 
in the settlement of their accounts with the Treas- 
ury Department, the expenses by them respect- 
ively incurred, pursuant to the directions of the 
joint committee of the two Houses, in the va- 
rious measures adopted by the said committee for 
doing honor to the memory of George Washing- 
ton, late President of the United States; and that 
a sum not exceeding three thousand two hundred 
dollars shall be and hereby is appropriated for de- 
fraying the said expenses. ; 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States shall be, and here- 
by is, authorized and empowered to cause to be 
given, during the present year, to the Choctaw 
nation of Indians, such presents, not exceeding the 
value of two thousand dollars, as he shall judge 
most suitable; and that the sum of two thousand 
dollars shall be and hereby is appropriated for 
that purpose. 2 

_ Sec. 3. And be i further enacted, That the 

President of the United States shall be, and here- 

by is, authorized and empowered to. cause to be 

expended a sum not exceéding five thousand dal- 
lars; for the reimbursement of such reasonable ad- 


vances of money as have heretofore been, or before 
the first day of September next may be, made by 
consuls of the United States, in making and sup- 
porting the claims of American citizens for cap- 
tured property, before the tribunals of foreign 
countries; and that the sum of five thousand dol- 
lars shall be and hereby is appropriated for that 
purpose. : 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
sum of forty-four thousand dollars shall be, and 
hereby is, appropriated for defraying the expense 
that has been, or during the present year may be, 
incurred by the payment of costs, in prize causes 
before the court of admiralty and court of appeals 
in England. . 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That for de- 
fraying the expense incident to the visits of In- 
dians to the seat of Government, the sum of seven 
thousand five hundred dollars shall be and hereby 
is appropriated. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That for de- 
fraying, during the present year; the additional 
compensations granted in the present session to 
the Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, and to the clerks in 
their respective offices, the sum of one thousand 
five hundred dollars shall be and hereby is appro- 
priated. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That for de- 
fraying the expenses incident, during the present 
year, to the establishment of the general stamp- 
office, including the salary of the superintendent 
of stamps, clerk hire, office rent, and all contingent 
expenses, the sum of four thousand dollars shall 
be and hereby is appropriated. l 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That for de- 
fraying, during the present year, the expense in- 
cident to the establishment of the government of 
the Indiana Territory, including the salary of the 
governor, judges and secretary, and all contingent 
expenses, the sum of four thousand dollars shall 
be and hereby is appropriated. 

Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That for de- 
fraying the expense incident to the exploring of 
copper mines on Lake Superior, the sum of one 
thousand five hundred dollars shall be and hereby 
is appropriated. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That there 
be appropriated for the present year, the sum of 
one hundred thousand dollars, to be applied to the 
fortification of the ports and harbors of the Uni- 
ted States, in aid of the sums heretofore appropri- 
ated for that purpose and remaining unexpended. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the 
aforesaid appropriations shall be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, May 13, 1800. 


An Act to lay additional duties on -certain articles im- 
ported. 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the tħit- 
tieth day of June next, the following duties, in. 
addition to those now in forée, and payable on the 
several articles’ hereinafter enumerated, shall be 
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laid, levied, and collected upon those articles re- 
spectively, at their importation into the United 
States from any foreign country or place; that is 
to.say: upon all brown sugar, one-half cent per 
penne upon all sugar candy; two cents and one- 
alf per pound; upon all molasses, one cent per 
gallon ; and upon all goods, wares, and merchan- 
dises, now paying a duty of ten per cent. ad valo- 
rem, two and one-half per centum ad valorem. 
Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the thirtieth day of June next, the duties 
now imposed and payable on wines, imported in- 
to the United States from any foreign port or 
lace, shall cease’ and be abolished ; and that in 
ieu thereof the following duties shall thenceforth 
be laid, levied, and collected upon all wines so 
imported in casks, bottles, or other vessels; that is 
to say: Upon'all Malmsey, Madeira, and London 
Particular Madeira wine, fifty-eight cents per gal- 
lon ; upon all other Madeira wine, fifty cents per 
on; upon all Burgundy, Champaign, Rhen- 
ish, and Tokay wine, forty-five cents per gallon; 


ls in bottles or cases, thirty-five cents per 
gallon; upon all Lisbon, Oporto, and other Por- 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the du- 
ties laid by this act shall be levied and collected 
in the same manner, and under the same regula- 
tions and allowances as to drawbacks, mode of 
security, and time of payment, respectively, with 
the several duties now in force on the respective 
articles hereinbefore enumerated. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That on ac- 
count of the additional duties laid on brown sugar 
and molasses by this act, the following sums re- 
spectively shall, from and after the thirty-first 
day of December next, be added to the drawbacks 
now allowed by law, on sugar refined within the 
United States and exported therefrom, and on 
spirits distilled from molasses within the United 
States and exported therefrom, that is to say: On 
all sugar so refined and exported, one cent per 
pound; and on all spirits so distilled and export- 
ed, one cent per gallon; which additional draw- 
backs shall be allowed and paid according to the 
regulations now established by law, respecting the 
present drawbacks allowed on the said articles. 

“Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
proceeds of the duties, laid by this act, shall be 
solely appropriated and applied for the discharge 
of the interest and principal of the debts of the 


United States, heretofore contracted, or to be con- 
tracted during the present year. 
Approved, May 13, 1800. 


An Act appointing the time, and directing the place of 
: the next meeting of Congress. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the session of Congress 
next ensuing the present shall be held at the city 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia, and 
said session shall commence on the third Monday 
of November, one thousand eight hundred. 

Approved, May 13, 1800. 


An Act to make provision relative to rations for In- 
dians, and to their visits to the seat of Government. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 
United States. shall be, and hereby is, authorized 
and empowered to cause such rations as he shall 
judge proper, and as can be spared from the army 
provisions without injury to the service, to be issu- 
ed, under such regulations as he shall think fit to 
establish, to Indians who may visit the military 
posts of the United States on the frontiers, or 
within their respective nations. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States shall be, and here- 
by is, further authorized and empowered ‘to cause 
to be defrayed, on the part of the United States, 
the reasonable expenses of such Indians as may 
from time to time visit the seat of Government 
thereof, for their journeys to, stay at, and return 
from the same; and also’ to cause to be given to 
such Indians, during their stay as aforesaid, such 
presents as he shall judge necessary. =. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That a sep- 
arate account of all rations issued, and expenses 
defrayed as aforesaid, and of the expenditures, 
occasioned by such presents as are aforesaid, shall 
be kept at the Department of War. 

Approved, May 13, 1800. 


An Act supplementary to the act to suspend part of an 
act, entitled “An act to augment the Army of the 
United States, and for other purposes.” 


Be it enacted, £c., That it shall be lawful for 
the President of the United States to suspend any. 
further military appointments, under the act to 
augment the army of the United States, and for 
other purposes; and under the ninth section of 
the act for the better organizing of the troops of 
the United States, and for other purposes; accord- 
ing to his discretion, having reference to econoniy 
and the good of the service. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States shall be, and hereby 
is, authorized and empowered to discharge, on or 
before the fifteenth day of June next, all such offi- 
cers, non-commissioned officers, and privates, as 
have heretofore been appointed, commissioned, or 
raised, under and by virtue of the said acts, or either 
of them, except the engineers, inspector of artillery, 
and inspector of fortifications: Provided always, 
That nothing in this act contained shall be con-. 
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strued to authorize any reduction of the first four 
regiments of infantry, the two regiments of artil- 
lerists and engineers, the two troops of light dra- 
goons, or of the general and other staff. author- 
ized by the several laws for the establishing and 
organizing of the aforesaid corps. : 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That to each 
officer, non-commissioned officer, and private, who 
shall be discharged from service by virtue of this 
act, there shall be allowed and paid, in addition to 
the pay and allowances to which they are now 
entitled by law, a sum of money equal to three 
months’ pay of such officer, non-commissioned 
officer, and private, respectively. 

Approved, May 14, 1800. 


An Act. supplementary to the act establishing the Mint, 
` and regulating the coins of the United States. 


Be it enacted, §c., That until the fourth day of 
March, one thousand eight hundred and one, the 
Mint shall remain in the city of Philadelphia, and 
be carried on as heretofore under the laws now in 
force; any law to the contrary notwithstanding. 

` Approved, May 14, 1800. 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America, in Con- 
gress assembled, That a marble monument be 
erected by the United States, in the Capitol, at 
the City of Washington, and that the family of 
General Washington be requested to permit his 
body to be deposited under it; and that the monu- 
ment be so designed as to commemorate the great 
events of his military and political life. 

And be it further resolved, That there be a fu- 
neral procession from Congress Hall to the Ger- 
man Lutheran Church, in honor of the memory 
of General George Washington, on Thursday the 
twenty-sixth instant, and that an oration be pre- 
pared at the request of Congress to be delivered 
before both Houses on that day; and that the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, and Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, be desired to request one of the 
members of Congress to prepare and deliver the 
same. 

And be it further resolved, That it be recom- 
mended to the people of the United States to wear 
crape on the left arm, as mourning, for thirty days. 

And be it further resolved, That the President 
of the United States be requested to direct a copy 
of these resolutions to be transmitted to Mrs. Wash- 
ington, assuring her of the profound respect Con- 
gress will ever bear to her person and character; 
of their condolence on the late afflicting dispensa- 
tion of Providence; and intreating her assent to 
the interment of the remains of General George 
Washington, in the manner expressed in the first 
resolution. 


` And be it further resolved, That the President | 


of the United States be requested to issue a proc- 
lamation, notifying to the people throughout the 
United States the recommendation contained in 
the third resolution. 

Approved, December 24, 1799. 


Resolution. on the death of General Washington. 


Resolved, §c., That it be recommended to the 
people of the United States to assemble on the 
twenty-second day of February next, in such num- 
bers and manner as may be convenient, publicly 
to testify their grief for the death of General George 
Washington, by suitable eulogies, orations, and 
discourses, or by public prayers. : f 

And it ts-further resolved, That the President 
be requested to issue a proclamation for the pur- 
pose of carrying the foregoing resolution into effect 

Approved, January 6, 1800. 


Resolved, §&c., That the Secretary of State be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to procute 
and transmit to the Goverpor of the State of North 
Carolina, a number of the copies of the laws of the 
United States, equal to the number which the Sec- 
retary was heretofore-authorized to transmit to the 
Governor of the said State, by an act, entitled “An 
act forthe more general promulgation of the laws 
of the United States,” to be deposited and distribut- 
ed agreeably to the provisions of the said act, for the 
use and information of the citizens of the United 
States within the said State. 

Approved, February 3, 1800. 


Resolved, &c., That the President of the United 
| States be requested to present to Captain Thomas 
i Truxtun, a golden medal, emblematical of the late 
| action between the United States’ frigate Con- 
stellation. of thirty-eight guns, and the French 
ship of war La Vengeance, of fifty-four; in testi- 
; mony of the high sense entertained by Congress 
| of his gallantry and good c&nduct in the above 
engagement, wherein an example was exhibited 
| by the captain, officers, sailors, and marines, hon- 
| orable to the American name, and instructive to ` 
its rising navy. 

And it is further resolved, That the conduct of 
James Jarvis, a midshipman in said frigate, who 
gloriously preferred certain death to an abandon- 
ment of his post, is deserving of the highest praise, 
and that the loss of so promising an officer is a 
subject of national regret. 

Approved, March 29, 1800. 


Resolution respecting the copper mines on the south 
side of Lake Superior. 


| Resolved, §c.. That the President of the Uni- 
| ted States be authorized to employ an agent, who 
| shall be instructed to collect all material informa- 
| tion relative to the copper mines on the south side 
| of Lake Superior, and to ascertain whether the In- 
dian title to such lands as might be required for 
the use of the United States, in case they should 
deem it expedient to work the said mines, be yet 
subsisting, and, if so, the terms on which the same 
can be extinguished: And that the said agent be 
instructed to make report to the President in such 
time as the information he may collect may be 
laid before Congress at their next session. 
Approved, April 16, 1800. 
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ACTS PASSED AT THE SECOND SESSION OF THE SIXTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AND HELD. 
AT THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, NOVEMBER 17, 1800. 


AN ACT extending the privilege of franking letters to 
the delegate from the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the river Ohio; and making provision 
for his compensation. 

Be it enacted, by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America, in 
Congress assembled, That the present delegate 
to Congress from the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the river Ohio, and every 
future delegate from the said Territory, shall 
entitled to the privilege of sending and receiving 
letters, free of postage, on the same terms, and 
under the same restrictions, as are provided for the 
members of the Senate and of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, by the act en- 
titled “ An act to establish the Post Office of the 
United States.” 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the pre- 
sent delegate from the aforesaid Territory be au- 
thorized to receive, free of postage, under the said 
restrictions, any letters directed to him, and which 
shall have arrived at the seat of Government, prior 
to the passage of this act. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
delegate, and every future delegate from the Ter- 
ritory of the United States Northwest of the river 
Ohio, shall receive, for bis travelling expenses and 
attendance in Congress, the same compensation 
as is, or may be allowed, by law, to the members 
of the House of Representatives of the United 
States; to be certified and paid in the same man- 


ner. 
THEODORE SEDGWICK, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

THOMAS JEFFERSON, 

Vice President of the United States, 
and President of the Senate. 

Approved, December 15, 1800. 
JOHN ADAMS, 

President of the United States. 


An Act to provide for the erection and support ofa 
light-house on Cape Poge, at the northeasterly pagt 
of Martha’s Vineyard. 

Be it enacted, Gc. That the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause a sufficient light-house to be 
erected on Cape Poge, (so called.) on Martha’s 
Vineyard, in the State of Massachusetts, and to 
appoint a keeper, and otherwise to provide for the 
support of such light-house, at the expense of the 
United States: Provided, That sufficient land for 
the accommodation of such-light house, together 
with the jurisdiction thereof, shall be duly and 
legally granted to, and vested in the United States. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be, and hereby is, appropriated for the erec- 
tion of said light-house on Cape Poge, a sum not 
exceeding two thousand dollars, to be paid out of 


any moneys which may be in the Treasury of 
the United States, not otherwise appropriated. 
Approved, January 30, 1801. 


An Act to provide for the more convenient organization 
of the Courts of the United States. 


Be it enacted, §c., That, from and after the next 
session of the Supreme Court of the United States, 


be | the said court shall be holden by the justices there- 


of, or any four of them, at the City of Washing- 
ton, and shall have two sessions in each and every 
year thereafter, to commence on the first Monda 
of June and December, respectively; and. that if 
four of the said justices shall not attend within 
ten days after the times, hereby appointed for the 
commencement of the said sessions, respectively, 
the said court shall be continued over till the next 
stated session thereof: Provided always, That any 
one or more of the said justices, attending as afore- 
said, shall have power to make all necessary or- 
ders touching any suit, action, appeal, writ of er- 
ror, process, pleadings, or proceeding, returned to 
the said court or depending therein, prepasatory 
to the hearing, trial or decision of such action, suit, 
appeal, writ of error, process, pleadings, or proceed- 
ings. 

+ 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
court shall have power, and is hereby authorzed, 
to issue writs of prohibition, mandamus, scire fa- 
cias, habeas corpus, certiorari, procedendo, and all 
other writs not specially provided for by statute, 
which may be necessary for the exercise of its 
jurisdiction, and agreeable to the principles and 
usages of law. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That, from 
and after the next vacancy that shall happen in 
the said court, it shall consist of five justices only ; 
that is to say, of one chief justice, and four asso- 
ciate justices. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
better establishment of the circuit courts of the 
United States, the said States shall be, and hereby 
are, divided into districts, in manner following ; 
that is to say, one to consist of that part of the 
State of Massachusetts, which is called the district 
of Maine, and to be called the district of Maine; 
one to consist of the State of New Hampshire, and 
to be called the district of New Hampshire: one 
to consist of the remaining part of the State of 
Massachusetts, and to be called the district of Mas- 
sachusetts; one to consist of the State of Rhode 
Island and Providence Plantations, and to be called 
the district of Rhode Island; one to consist of the 
State of Connecticut, and to be called the district 
of Connecticut; one to consist of the State of Ver- 
mont, and to be called the district of Vermont; 
one to consist of that part of the State of New York 
which lies north of the counties of Dutchess and 
Ulster, and to be called the district of Albany; 
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one to consist of the remaining part of the State of | Sze. 7. And be it further enacted, That there 
New York, and to be called the district of New | shall be in each of the aforesaid circuits, except the 
York; one to consist of the State of New Jersey | sixth circuit, three judges of the United States, 
and to be called the district of Jersey ; one to con- | to be called circuit judges, one of whom shall 
sist of that part of the State of Pennsylvania which | be commissioned as chief judge; and that there 


lies east of the river Susquehanna, and the north- 
east branch thereof, to the line betwixt Northum- 
berland and Luzerne counties; thence westward- 
ly along said line, betwixt Northumberland and 
Luzerne, and between Luzerne and Lycoming 
counties, until the same strikes the line of the State 
of New York, and to be called the eastern district 
of Pennsylvania; one to consist of the remaining 
part of the State of Pennsylvania, and to be called 
the western district of Pennsylvania; one to con- 
sist of the State of Delaware, and to be called the 
district of Delaware ; one to consist of the State 
of Maryland, and to be called the district of Ma- 
ryland; one to consist of that part of the State of 
Virginia, which lies to the eastward. of a line. to 
be drawn from the river Potomac at Harper’s Fer- 
ry, along the Blue Ridge,.with the line which di- 
vides the counties on the east side thereof from 
those on the west side thereof, to the North Caroli- 
na line, to be called. the eastern district of Virgin- 
ia; one to consist of the remaining part of the 
said State of Virginia, to be called the western 
district of Virginia; one to consist of the State 


of North Carolina, and to be called the district of 


shall be a circuit court of the United States, in and 
for each of the aforesaid circuits, to be composed 
of the circuit judges within the five: first circuits 
respectivély- and in the sixth circuit, by a circuit 
judge, and the judges of the district courts of Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee; the duty of all of whom. it 
shall be to: attend, but any two of whom shall form 
a quorum ; and that each and every of the said cir- 
cuit courts shall hold two sessions annually, at the 
times and places following, in and for each district 
contained within their several circuits respectively: 
| that is to say, the circuit.gourt of the first circuit, 
at Providence, on the eighth day of May, and at 
| Newport, on the first day ‘of November, in and for 
the district of Rhode Island; at Boston, in and for’ 
the district of Massachusetts, on the twenty-second 
day of May and the fifteenth day of October; at. ` 
Portsmouth on the eighth day of June, and at Ex- 
eter on the twenty-ninth day of September, in and 
for the district of New Hampshire; in and forthe 
district of Maine, at Portland on the fifteenth day. 
of June, and at Wiscasset on the twenty-second: 
day of September... The circuit court of the sec- 
ond circuit, at New Haven on the fifteenth day of. 


Northe Carolina; one to consist of the State of | April; and at Hartford, on the twenty-fifth day of 
South Carolina, and to be called the district of | September, in and for the district of Connecticut; 
South Carolina; one to consist of the State of | at Windsor, on the fifth day of May, and at Rut- 
Georgia, and to be called the district ot Georgia ; | land on the fifteenth day of October, in and for the 
one to consist of that part of the State of Tennes- | district uf Vermont; at the city of Albany, in and 
see which lies on the east side of Cumberland | for the district of Albany, on the twentieth day 
mountain, and to be called the district of Hast Ten- | of May and twenty-fifth day of October; at the 
nessee; one to consist of the remaining part of said | city of New York, in and for the district of New- 
State, and to be called the district of West Ten- | York, on the fifth day of June and the tenth day 
nessee; one to consist of the State of Kentucky, | of November. Thé circuit court of the third cir- 
and to be called the district of Kentucky; and one | cuit, at Trenton, in and for the district of Jersey, 
to consist of the Territory of the United States | on the second days of May and October; at the 


Northwest ofthe Ohio, and the Indiana Territory, 
and to be called the district of Ohio. 

Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That where 
any two adjoining districts of the United States 
shall be divided from each other, in whole or in 
part, by any river, bay, water, water-course, or 
mountain, the whole width ofsuch river, bay, wa- 
ter, water-course, or mountain, as the case may be, 
shall be taken and deemed, to all intents and pur- 
poses, to be within both of the districts so to be 
divided thereby. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
said districts shall be classed into six circuits, in 
manner following; that is to say: the first circuit 
shall consist of the districts of Maine, New Hamp- 


| city of Philadelphia, in and for the Hastern district 
of Pennsylvania, on the eleventh day of May 
and eleventh day of October; at Bedford, in and 
for the Western district of Pennsylvania, on the 
twenty-fifth day of June and twenty-fifth day-of 
November; and at Dover, in and for the district 
of Delaware, on the third day of June and twenty- 
seventh day of October. The circuit court of the 
| fourth cireuit at Baltimore, in and for the district 
of Maryland, on the twentieth day of March and 
| fifth day of November; at Lexington in Rock- 
bridge county, in and for the Western district of 
| Virginia, on the fifth day of April and twentieth 
j day of November; and at the city of Richmond, 
| in and for the eastern district of Virginia, on the 


shire, Massachusetts, and Rhode-Island; the sec- | twenty-fifth day of April. and fifth day of Decem- 
ond, of the districts of Connecticut, Vermont, Al- | ber. The circuit court of the fifth circuit, at Ral- 
bany, and New York; the third, of the districts of | eigh, in and for the district of North Carolina, on 
Jersey, the eastern and western districts of Penn- | the first day of June and the first day of Novem- 
sylvania and Delaware; the fourth, of the district | ber; at Charleston on the sixth day of May, and 
of Maryland, and the eastern and western dis- | at Columbia on the thirtieth day of November, in 
tricts of Virginia; the fifth, of the districts of | and for the district of South Carolina; at Savan- 
North Carolina, South Carolina and Georgia; | nah on the tenth day of April, and at Augusta on 
and the sixth, of the districts of East Tennessee, | the fifteenth day of December, in and for the dis- 
West Tennessee, Kentucky,and Ohio. j trict of Georgia; and the circuit court of the sixth 
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circuit at Knoxville, in and for the district of East 
Tennessee, on the twenty-fifth day of March and 
twenty-fifth day of September; at Nashville, in 
and for the district of West Tennessee, ou the 
twentieth day of April and twentieth day- of Oc- 
tober; and at Bairdstown, in and for the district 
of Kentucky, on the fifteenth day of May and fif- 
teenth day of November; and at Cincinnati inand 
for the district of Ohio, on the tenth day of June 
and on the tenth day of December; and so on the 
several days and at the several places aforesaid, 
in each and every year afterwards: Provided al- 
ways, That when any of the said days shall hap- 
pen on Sunday, then the said court hereby direct- 
ed to be holden‘on such day, shall be holden on 
the: next day thereafter; and provided also, that 
there shall be appointed, in the sixth. circuit, a 
judge of the United States, to be called a circuit 
judge, who together with the district judges of 
Tennessee and Kentucky, shall hold the circuit 
courts, hereby directed to be holden, within the 
said circuit ; and that whenever the office of dis- 
. trict judge, in the districts of Kentucky and Ten- 
piessee, respectively, shall become vacant, such va- 


cancies shall respectively be supplied by the ap- 


pointment of two additional circuit judges, in the 

_Said circuit; who, together with the circuit judge 
first aforesaid, shall compose the circuit court of 
the said circuit. 

Sec. 8. Provided always, and be it further 
enacted, That the said circuit courts hereby estab- 
lished shall have power, and hereby are authorized 
to hold special sessions, for the trial of criminal 
causes, at any other time or timés: than is hereby 
directed, at their discretion. » . 

See. 9. And provided also, and be it further 
enacted, That if, in ‘the opinion of any judge of 
any of the:said circuit courts, it shall be danger- 
ous to hold the next stated session of such court, 
for any district within the circuit to which such 
judge shall belong, at the place by law appointed 

-for-holding the same; it shall be lawful for. such 
‘judge to issue his order, under his hand and seal, 
to'the-marshal of such court, directing him to ad- 
journ the said session, to.such other place within 
the same district as the said judge shall deem con- 
venient; which said marshal, thereupon, shall ad- 
journ the said court pursuant to such order, by 

“making, in one or more public papers, printed within 
„the said district, publication of such order and ad- 
journment, from the time when heshallreceive such 
‘order, to the time appointed by law for commen- 
cing such stated session; and that the court so to 
be held, according to, and by virtue of such ad- 
journment, shall ‘lave the same -powers and au- 
thorities, and shall proceed in the same manner, as 
if the same had been held at the place appointed 
by law for that purpose. ` f 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
circuit courts shall haye, and hereby are invested 
with, all the powers heretofore granted by law to 
the circuit courts of the United States, unless 
where otherwise provided by this act. 

on See. 11. And be it further: enacted, That the 

-said circuit courts respectively shall have cogni- 

-zance of all crimes and offencescognizable under the 

6th Con.—49 í 


authority of the United States, and committed 
within their respective districts, or upon the high 
seas: and also of all casesin law or equity, arising 
under the. Constitution and laws of the United 
States, and treaties made, or whieh shall be made, 
under their authority; and also: of all actions, or 
suits of a civil nature, at common law, or in equity, 
where the United States’shall be plaintiffs or com- 
plainants; and also of. all seizures on land or wa- 
ter, and all penalties and forfeitures, made, arising 
or accruing, under the laws of the United States; 
which cognizance of all penalties and forfeitures, 
shall be exclusively of the State courts, in the said 
circuit courts, where the offence, by which the 
penalty.or forfeiture is incurred shall have been 
committed within fifty miles of the place of hold- 
ing the said courts; and also of all actions or suits, 
matters or things, cognizable by the judicial author- 
ity of the United States, under and by virtue of 
the Constitution thereof, where the matter in dis- 
pute shall amount. to four hundred dollars, and 
where original jurisdiction is not given by the 
Constitution of he United States to the Supreme 
Court thereof, or exclusive jurisdiction by law to 
the district courts of the United States: Provided 
always, That in all cases where the title or bounds 
of land shall come into question, the jurisdiction 
of the said circuit courts shall not be restrained, 
by reason of the value of the land in dispute. . 
Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the 
said circuit courts, respectively, shall have cogni- 
zance, concurrently with the district courts, of all 
cases which shall arise, within. their respective 
circuits, under the act to establish an uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy throughout the United States; 
and that each circuit judge, within his respective | 
circuit, shall and may perform all and singular. 
the duties enjoined by the said act, upon a judge 
of a district.court -And that the proceedings under 
a commission of bankruptcy, which’ shall’ issue 
froma circuit judge, shall in all respects be còn- 
formable to the proceedings under a commission 
of bankruptcy, which shall issue from a district 
judge, mutatis mutandis. : 
Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That where 
any action or suit shall be, or shall have been com- 
menced,: in any State court within. the United 
States, against an-alien, or by a citizen or citizens 
of the State in which such suit or action shall be, 
or shall have been commenced against a citizen 
or citizens of another State, and the matter in dis- 
ute, except in cases where the title or bounds of 
faa shall be in question, shall exceed the sum or 
value of four hundred dollars, exclusve of costs, and 
the defendant. or defendants in such suit or action 
shall. be personally served with the original. pro- 
cess therein, or.shal] appear thereto; or where,in 
any suit or action, so commenced or to. be com- 
menced, final jugdment, for a sum exceeding four 
hundred dollars, exclusive of costs,shall have been 
rendered in such State court, against such defen- 
dant or defendants, without return of personal 
service on him, her, or them, of the original pro- 


cess in Such suit or action, and without an ap- 


pearance thereto by him,her, or them, and à writ 


-of error, or writ of review, shall be brought by 
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or grants from the State wherein such suit or ac- 
tion is, or shall be pending; whereupon the said 
adverse party shall give such information, or other- 
wise not be allowed to plead, or give in evidence, 
in the cause any such grant; and that if it shall 
appear from such information, that the said ad- 
verse party doth claim the said lands, under any 
such grant, or grants, then it shall be lawful for 
the party moving for such information, if plaintifi 
or complainant: in the said suit or action, to re- 
move the same, by motion, to. the next- circuit, 
court: of the United States, hereby directed: to be 
holden in and for the district within which such 
Staté court shall be holden; and if defendant in 
the said suit or action, then to remove the same, 
as aforesaid, in the. same manner, and under the: 
like regulations, terms, and conditions, as are pro- 
vided in and by the preceding section of this act, 
in the cases of actions thereby directed: to be re- 
moved; and that the'said circuit courts respec- 
tively, into which such suit or action shall be re- 
moved, pursuant to the provisions in this section 
contained, shall proceed in, try, hear and. deter- 
mine the same, in like manner as if therein brought, 
by original process: Provided always, That nei- 
ther party, so removing any suit or action, shall 
be allowed, on the trial or hearing thereof, to plead, 
give evidence of, or rely on, any other title than 
that by him, her, or them, so stated as aforesaid, 
as the ground of his, her, or their claim. . 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That any 
one judge of any of the said circuit courts shall 
be, and hereby is, authorized and empowered. to. 
hold the same, from day to day, not exceeding five 
days, to impannel and charge the grand jury, to or- 
der process on any indictment or presentment found 
in the said court; to direct subpeenas for witnesses 
to attend the same, and the requisite process on 
the non-attendance of witnesses or jurors; to re- 
ceive any presentment or indictment from the 
grand jury; to take recognizance for the attend- 
ance of any witness, or for the-appearance of any 
person, presented or indicted ; to-award and issue 
process, and order commitment for contempts; to 
commit any person presented or indicted, for want 
of security or otherwise; to order. publication of 
testimony; to issue commissions for the examina- 
tion of witnesses, where allowable by law; to 
grant rules and orders of survey; to take order, 
where necessary, relative to jurors, to serve at 
the next stated session of the said court 3 to direct 
the examination of witnesses de bene esse, where 
allowed by law; to make rules of reference, by 
consent of parties; and to grant continuances on 
the motion of either party, upon such terms and 
conditions, as. shall be agreeable to practice and 
the usages of law; and that if some’ other judge 
of the said court shall not attend the same within 
five days after the commencement thereof, inclu- 
sive, then the said court shall, by virtue of this act, 
be continued over to the next stated session there- 
of; in which case, all writs, process, and recog- 
-nizances, returned and returnable to the said court, 
‘and all actions, suits, process, pleadings, and other 
proceedings, of what nature or kind soever, depend- 
‘Ing: before the said court, shall, by virtue of this 


such. defendant or defendants, in such State court, 
_to reverse the said judgment; or where any suit 
or action shall have been, or shall be commenced 
in any such court, against any person or persons, 
in any case arising under the Constitution or laws 
of the United States, or treaties made or to be 
made under their authority ; then, and in any of 
the said cases, it shall be lawful for the defendant 
or defendants, in such suit or action, at the time 
of entering his, her, or their appearance thereto, 
and for the plaintiff or plaintiffs in such writ of 
error, or writ of review, at. the time-when.such 
writ shall be returnable, to file in such court a pe- 
tition for the removal of such suit, action, writ 
of errot, or writ of review, to the next circuit 
court of the United States, hereby directed to be 
holden .in-and for the distriet within which such 
. State court shall be holden, and to offer to: such 
State court good and sufficient surety for entering, 
in such circuit court, on the first day of its next 
ensuing session, true copies of the process and 
proceedings, in such action, suit, writ of error, or 
writ of review, and also for his, her, or their, ap- 
pearance in the said circuit court, at the period 
resaid, and then and there entering special bail, 
jæ said suit or action, if special bail was origi- 
nally demandable and demanded therein; where- 
upon it shall Þe the duty.of the'said State court to 
„accept the said security, and to stay all: further 
"proceedings in such suit, action; writ of: error, or 
writ of review, and to discharge any bail that may 
have been given therein: and that the said copies 
being filed'as aforesaid in such circuit court, and 
special bail, in manner aforesaid, being given there- 
in, such suit, action, writ of error, or writ of re- 
- view, shall be therein proceeded on, tried, heard, 
and determined, in the same manner as if there 
originally commenced or brought: Provided al- 
: ways, That any attachment of the goods or estate 
of the defendant, by the. original process in such 
suit or action, shall hold the goods or estate so at- 
` tached to answer the final judgment in the said 
circuit court, in the same manner as by the laws 
of the State they would have been holden, to an- 
swer the final judgment, had it been rendered by 
the court in which the suit or action was com- 
menced. : 

Sec. 14, And be it further enacted, That when 
in any suit or action, commenced, or ‘to be com- 
menced, in any State court within the United 
States, between citizens of the same State, the title 
or bounds of land shall come into question, it shall 

_ be lawful. for either party, before trial, to state 
tothe said court, and make affidavit if thereby 
required, that he; she, or they, doth or do claim 
under, and at the hearing or trial shall rely upon 
a right or title to the lands in dispute, under a 

` grant or grants froma State other than that where- 
dn such suitor action is, or shall be pending; and 
to produce to the said court the original grant or 
grants so claimed -under, or exemplifications there- 

Of except in cases where the loss of public records 

-x shall put it out of his, her, or their power so todo; 
-> atd to-mioye that the adverse party do inform the 
said court, forthwith, whether he, she; or they, 

‘doth ordo claim the land in dispute, under a grant 
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act, be continued to the next stated session of the 
same. ` 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That no per- 
son shall be arrested in one of the said districts, 
for trialin another, before any of the said circuit 
courts, in any civil action ; and that no civilaction 
or suit shall be brought before any of the said courts, 
by any original process, against an inhabitant of the 
United States,in any other district than that where- 
of he is an inhabitant, or in which he shall be found 
at the time of serving the writ; nor shall any dis- 
trict or circuit court have cognizance of any suit 
to recover the contents of any promissory note, or 
other chose in action, in favor of an assignee, un- 
less a suit might have been prosecuted in such 
court to recover. the said contents, if no assign- 
ment had been made, except in cases of foreign 
bills of exchange. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That ‘the 
trials of all issues of fact, before any of the circuit 
courts hereby established, except in cases of equity. 
at admiralty, and maritime jurisdiction, shall be 

jury. 

UF 18. And: be: it further enacted, That any 
judge of the said circuit courts shall be, and hereby 
is, authorized and empowered, in all cases cog- 
nizable by the circuit court, whereof he shall be 
a judge, to grant writs of ne-exeat, and writs of 
injunction to stay waste, or to stay proceedings at 
_ law, on any judgment rendered by such circuit 
court, upon the like terms and conditions.as.such 
writs may be now granted, by the justices of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Src. 19. And be it further enacted, That if, in 
the opinion of any circuit judge, of the circuit 
within which such district’ may be situated, the 
life ‘or lives-of: any person or ‘persons, confined in 
the prison of such district, under or by virtue of 
any law of the United States, shall be in immi- 
nent danger, arising from: the place of such con- 
finement, it shall, in such case, be lawful for such 
judge, and he is hereby authorized and empowered, 
to direct the marshal of such district to remove, or 
’ cause to be removed, the person or persons so con- 
fined to the next adjacent prison, there to be con- 
fined until. he, she, or they, may safely be re- 
moved back to the place of his, her, or their first 
confinement; and that the said removals shall be 
at the expense of the United States. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That all 
actions, suits, process, pleadings, and other pro- 
ceedings of what nature or kind soever, dépend- 
ing or existing in any of the present circuit courts 
of.the United States, or in-any of the present dis- 
trict courts of the United States, acting as circuit 
courts, shall be, and héreby are, continued over to 
the circuit courts established by this act, in man- 
ner following, that is to say :-all such as shall, on 
the fifteenth day of June next, be depending and 
undetermined, or shall then have been commenced 
and made returnable before the distriet court of 
Maine, acting as a circuit court, to the next cir- 
cuit court hereby directed to be holden: within 
and for the district of Maine; all such as shall be 
depending and undetermined before the circuit 
court for the district of New Hampshire, to the 


= — 
next circuit court hereby directed to. be holden 
within and for the district of New Hampshire; 
all such as shall be depending and undetermined 
before the circuit court for the district of Massa- 
chusetts, to the next circuit court hereby directed 
to be holden within and for the district of Massa- 
chusetts; all such as shall be depending and un- 
determined before the circuit court of the district 
of Rhode Island, to the next circuit court hereby 
directed to be holden within and for the district 
of Rhode Island; all such as shall be depending 
or undetermined before the circuit court for the 
district of Connecticut, to the next circuit court 
hereby directed to be holden within and for the 
district of Connecticut; all such as shall be de- 
pending and undetermined before the circuit court 
for the district of Vermont, to the next circuit 
court hereby directed to be holden within and for 
the district of Vermont; all such as shall be de- 
pending and undetermined before the circuit court 
for the district of New York, to the next circuit 
court hereby directed to be holden within and for 
the district of New York; allsuch as shall be de- 
pending and undetermined before the circuit court 
for the district of New Jersey, to the next circuit 
court hereby directed to be holden within and for 
the district of New Jersey ; all such asshall be de- 
pending and undetermined before the cireuit court 
for the district of Pennsylvania, to the next cir- 
cuit court hereby directed to'be holden within 
and for the eastern district of Pennsylvania; all 
such as«shall be depending and undetermined be- 
fore the circuit court for the district of Delaware, 
to the next circuit court hereby directed to be 
holden within and for the district of Delaware ; 
all such as shall be depending and undetermined 
before the circuit court for the district of Mary- 


‘land, to the next circuit court hereby directed to 
‘be holden within and for the district of Maryland ; 


all such as shall be depending and undetermined 
before the circuit court for the district of Virginia, 
to the next circuit court hereby directed to be 
holden within and for the eastern district of Vir- 
ginia; all such as shall be depending and unde- 
termined before the circuit court for the district 
of North Carolina, to the next circuit court hereby 
directed to be holden within and for the district 
of North Carolina ; all such as shall be depending 
and undetermined before the circuit court for the 
district of South Carolina, to the next circuit 
court hereby directed to be holden within and for 
the district of South Carolina; all such as shall 
be depending and undetermined before the circuit 
court for the district of Georgia, to the next cir- 
cuit court hereby directed to be holden within 
and for the district of Georgia ; all such as shall 
be depending and undetermined before the district 
court of Tennessee, acting as a circuit court, to 
the next circuit court hereby directed to be holden 
within and for the district of East Tennessee; all 
such ‘as shall be depending and undetermined be- 
fore the district- court oF Kentucky, acting as a 
circuit court, to the next circuit court hereby di- 
rected to be holden within and for the district of 
Kentucky; and shall there be equally regular and 
effectual, and shall be proceeded in in the same 
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manner as they could have been if this act had 
not been made. 

“Spo. 21. And be it further enacted, That for the 
better despatch of the business of district courts 
of the United States, in the districts of Jersey, 
Maryland, Virginia, and North Carolina, addi- 
tional district courts shall be established therein 
in manner following, that is tosay:. The said dis- 
trict of Jersey shall be divided into two districts; 
one to consist of that part thereof which is called 


East New Jersey, and to be called the district of 


East Jersey; a district court in. and for. which 
shall be holden at New Brunswick, by the district 
judge of the district of Jersey, on the fourth Tues- 
day in May, and on the fourth Tuesday in No- 
vember, in each and every year; and one other 
to consist of the remaining part of the said district 
of Jersey, and to be called the district of West 
Jersey, a district court in and for which shall be 
holden at Burlington, by the district judge last 
aforesaid, on the fourth Tuesday in February, aud 
on the fourth Tuesday in August, in each and 
every year: And a new district shall be estab- 
lished in the districts of Maryland and Virginia, to 
consist of the Territory of Columbia, of all that 
part of the district of Maryland, which lies west 
and southwest of the river Patuxent, and of the 
western branch thereof, and south of the line 
which divides the county of Montgomery in the 
last mentioned district, from the county of Frede- 
tick, and of a line to be drawn from the termina- 
tion of the last mentioned:line, a northeast course 
to the western branch of the Patuxent; and of all 
that part of the district of Virginia which lies 
north of the river Rappahannock, and east of the 
line which divides the counties of Fauquier and 
Loudon, in the last mentioned district, from the 
counties of Fairfax, Prince William, and Stafford; 


which new district shall be called the district of 


Potomac, and a district court in and for the same 
shall be holden at Alexandria, by the district 
judge of the district of Maryland, on the first 
Tuesday in April, and the first Tuesday in Octo- 
ber, in each and every year: And there shall bea 
new district established in the district of Virginia, 
to be called the disirict of Norfolk, and to consist 
of all that part of the said district of Virginia, 
which is contained within the counties of Isle of 
Wight, Nansemond, Norfolk, Princess Anne, 
James City, New Kent, Warwick, York, Eliza- 
beth City, Gloucester, Matthews, Middlesex, Ac- 
comac, and Northampton; a district court in and 
for which district of Norfolk shall be holden at 
Norfolk by the district judge of the district of 
Virginia, on the first Tuesday in February, on the 
first Tuesday in May, on the first Tuesday in 
August, and on the first Tuesday in November, 
in each and every year: And the district of North 
Carolina shall be divided into three districts ; one 
to consist of all that part thereof. which, by the 
laws of the State of North Carolina, now forms 
the districts of Edenton and Halifax; which dis- 
trict shall be called the district of Albemarle, and 
a district court in and for the same shall be holden 
at. Edenton, by the district judge of the district of 
North. Carolina, on the third Tuesday in April, 


on the third Tuesday in August, and on the third 
Tuesday in December, in each and every year; 
one other to be called the district of Pamptico, 
and to consist of all that part of the district of 
North Carolina aforesaid, which, by the laws of the 
said State, now forms the district of Newbern,and 
Hilisboroygh, together with all. that part of the 
district of Wilmington which lies to the north- 
ward and eastward of the river called New river, 
and for which district of Pamptico, a district court 
shall be holden at Newbern, by the district judge 
last aforesaid,.on.the first Tuesday in April, on. 
the first Tuesday in August, and on the first Tues- 
day in December, in each and every year: And 
one other, to consist of the remaining part of: the < 
said district of North Carolina, and to be-called 
the district of Cape Fear, in and for which a dis- 
trict court shall be holden at Wilmington, by the 
district judge last aforesaid, on the last Tuesday 
in March, on the last Tuesday in July, and on the - 
last Tuesday in November, in each and every 
year; which said courts, hereby directed to be 
holden, shall severally and respectively have and 
exercise within their several and respective dis- 
tricts the same powers, authority, and jurisdic- 
tion, in all cases and respects whatsoever, which 
are vested by. law in the district courts of the 
United States., 

Src. 22.. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be clerks for each of the said courts, to be 
appointed by the judge thereof, which clerks shall 
reside and keep the records.of the said courts, at 
the places of holding the courts, whereto. they 
respectively shall belong, and shall perform. the 
same duties, and be entitled to and receive the 
same emoluments and fees, which are established 
by law for the clerks of the district courts of the 
United States respectively ; and that the marshals 
and attorneys of the United States, for the districts 
which are hereby divided, or within the limits of 
which new districts are hereby erected, shall con- 
tinue to be marshals and attorneys for the courts 
hereby appointed to be holden within the limits 
of their present districts respectively, and shall 
have, exercise, and perform, within the jurisdic- 
tions of those courts respectively, all the powers 
and duties, and receive all the fees and emolu- 
ments, appointed and established by law for the 
marshals and attorneys of the United States. 

Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That the 
stated sessions of the distriet court of the district 
of Maryland shall hereafter be holden in Balti- 
more only. 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That the 
district courts of the United States, in and for the 
districts of Tennessee and Kentucky, shall be, and 
hereby are, abolished; and that all and singular 
the powers, authority, and jurisdiction, gf the said 
courts respectively, shall be and hereby are vested 
in, and shall be exercised by the circuit courts, by 
this act directed to be holden in and for the dis- 
tricts of East Tennessee, West Tennessee, and 
Kentucky, respectively, within the limits of their 
respective jurisdictions; and that the circuit judges 
to be appointed for the sixth circuit aforesaid, 
severally, shall be invested with, possess, and ex- 
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ercise, all and singular the powers now vested by 
law in the district judges of the United States. 

Sec. 25. And be it further enacted, That, in 
case of the inability of the district judge of either 
of the districts of the United States to perform 
the duties of his office, and satisfactory evidence 
thereof being shown to the circuit court, in and 
for such district, it shall be the duty of such cir- 
cuit court, from time to time, as occasion may re- 
quire, to direct one of the judges of said circuit 
court to perform the duties of such district judge, 
within and for said district, for and during the pe- 
riod the inability of the district judge shall con- 
‘tinue: And it shall be the duty of the circuit 
judge, to whom the duties of the district judge 
shall be assigned in manner aforesaid, and he is 
hereby authorized, to perform the duties of said 
aie! judge during the continuance of his dis- 

` ability. 

See 26. And be it further enacted, That the 
several circuit courts hereby established shall 
have power to appoint clerks for their respective 
courts; that is to say, one for each district within 
which such court is or shall be directed by law to 
be holden; which clerks respectively shall take 
the same oath or affirmation, and give the like 
bonds as åre by law required to be taken and 
given by the clerk of the Supreme Court of the 

nited States, and shall be entitled to demand 
and ‘receive for their services, respectively, the 
same fees, to be recovered in the same manner. as 
have heretofore been allowed by law, for the like 
services, to the clerks of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States. ; 

Sec. 27.. And be it further enacted, That the 

- circuit courts of thé United States, heretofore es- 
tablished, shall.cease and be- abolished ; and that 
the records and office papers of every kind, be- 
Jonging to those courts respectively, shall be safely 
kept by the clerks thereof, who shall continue in 
all respects to act as heretofore in the business of 
the said courts, until it shall otherwise be ordered 
by the courts hereby established. : 

Sec. 28. And be it further enacted, That the 
supreme, circuit, and district courts of the United 
States shall be, and hereby are, constituted courts 
of record. 

Sno. 29. And be it further enacted, That all 
writs and processes whatsoever, issuing from any 
of the circuit courts hereby established, shall, after 
the first day of April next, bear test of the presid- 
ing judge of such court; before which time, they 
shall bear test of, the Chief Justice of the United 
States; all which said writs and processes shall be 
signed by the clerks of the courts, respectively, 
from which the same shall issue, and shall be 
made returnable to the next stated-or special ses- 
sion of such court, and ali writs and processes 
which have issued, or may issue, before the first 
day of April next, returnable to the circuit courts 
heretofore established, or.to any district court act- 
ing as a circuit court, shall be returned to the cir- 
cuit courts hereby established, and shall be there 

` proceeded in in the same manners they could 

had they been originally returnable to the circuit 
courts hereby established. 


Sec. 30. And be tt further enacied, That every 
justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and every judge of any circuit or district court, 
shall be, and hereby is, authorized and empowered 
to grant writs of habeas corpus for the purpose of 
inquiring into the cause of commitment, and 
thereupon to discharge- from confinement, on bail 
or otherwise: Provided always, That no writ of 
habeas corpus, to be granted under this act, shall 
extend to any prisoner or prisoners in jail, unless 
such prisoner or prisoners be in custody, under or 
by color of the authority of the United States, or 
be committed for trial before some court of the 
same; or be necessary to be brought into court to 
give testimony. 

Sec. 31. And be it further enacted, That the 
several courts of the United States shall be, and 
hereby are, authorized and empowered to grant 
new trials and rehearings, on motion and cause 
shown, and to make and establish all necessary 
rules and regulations for returning writs, filing 
pleas, and other proceedings, and ‘for regulating 
the practice and enforcing the orderly conduct of 
business in the said courts respectively: Provided 
always, That the said rules and regulations be not 
repugnant to the laws of the United States: and 
that all the courts of the United States, and each 
of the justices and judges thereof, shall be, and 
hereby are, authorized and empowered, to admin- 
ister all necessary oaths and affirmations, and to 
bind to the peace or good behaviour, with surety 
where necessary, in all cases arising under the 
authority of the United States. 

Sac. 32. And be it further enacted, That every 
person who shall be appointed a judge of any cir- 
cuit court, hereby statlished, shall, before he shall 
begin to exercise the duties of his office, take the 
following oath or affirmation, that is tosay: 

«I, A B, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I 
will administer justice without respect to per- 
sons; and will do equal right to all persons; 
and will, in all things, faithfully and impartially 
discharge and perform all the duties incumbent 
on me asa judge of ——, according to the best of 
my abilities and understanding, and to the Consti- 
tution and laws of the United States,” 

Suc. 33. And be it further enacted, That, from 
all final judgments or decrees, in any of the dis- 
trict courts of the United States, an appeal where 
the matter in dispute, exclusive of costs, shall ex- 
ceed the sum or value of fifty dollars, shall be al- 
lowed to the circuit court next to be holden, in 
the district where such final judgment or judg- 
ments, decree or decrees, may be rendered; and 
the circuit court or courts are hereby authorized 
and required to receive, hear, and determine such 
appeal; and that, from all final judgments or de- 
crees in any circuit court, in any cases of equity, 
of admiralty, and maritime jurisdiction, and of 
prize or no prize, an appeal, where the matter in 
dispute, exclusive of costs, shall exceed the sum 
or value of two thousand dollars, shall be allowed 
to the Supreme Court of the United States; and 
that upon such appeal,a transcript of the libel, bill, 
answer, deposition, and all other proceedings of 
what kind soever in the cause, shall be transmit- 
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ted to the said Supreme Court; and that no new! established, a person learned in the law, to act as 


evidence shall be received in the said court, on 
the hearing of such appeal ; and that such appeals 
shall be subject to the same rules, regulations, and 
restrictions, as are prescribed by law in the case 
of writs of error;and that the said Supreme Court 
shall be, and hereby is, authorized and. required, 
to receive, hear, and determine such appeals. 

Sec. 34. And be it further enacted, That all final 
judgments in civil actions at common law, in any 
of the circuit courts hereby established, whether 
brought by original process in such court, or re- 
moved thereto from any State-court, and all final 
judgments in: any of the district courts of the 
United States may, where the matter in dispute, 
exclusive of costs, shall exceed the sum or value 
of two thousand dollars, be re-examined and re- 
versed or affirmed, in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, by writ of error: whereto shall be 
annexed, and returned therewith, at the day and 
place therein. mentioned, an authenticated tran- 
sceript-of the record and assignment of errors, and 
prayer for reversal, and also a citation to the ad- 
verse party, signed by a judge of such circuit 
court, or by the district judge, as the case may 
be; which citation shall be served on the ad- 
verse party personally, or by leaving a true 
copy thereof at his or their usual place or places 
of: residence, at least thirty days before the time 
mentioned in such writ of error, for the return 
thereof.. : X 

Sec. 35. And be it. further enacted, That the 
stipulation, bond, or security, taken upon any writ 
of error or appeal to be brought or allowed as 
aforesaid, sha be returned by the judge taking 
the same, to the clerk orregister of the court where 
the judgment or decree complained of was ren- 
dered, to be by him annexed to the transcript of 
the record; hereby directed to be sent up to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Sec. 36. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed, in and for each of the districts 
established by this act, a marshal, whose duty it 
shall be to attend the circuit courts of the United 
States hereby established, when sitting within 
such district,and who shall have and exercise, with- 
in such district, the same powers, perform the same 
duties, be subject to the same penalties, give the 
same bond, with sureties, take the same oath, be 
entitled to and receive the same compensation and 
emoluments, and in all respects be subject to the 
same regulations, as are now prescribed by law, in 
respect to the marshals of the United States here- 
tofore appointed: Provided always, That the sev- 
eral marshals of the United States, now in office, 
shall, during the periods for which they were re- 
spectively appointed, unless sooner removed by the 
President of the United States, be and continue 
marshals for the several districts hereby establish- 
ed, within which they respectively. reside; and 
Shall perform the duties, exercise the powers, and 
recéive the emoluments, hereby directed to be 
performed, exercised, and received, by marshals 
therein. 

Sec. 37. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed, for each of the districts hereby 


attorney for the United States within such dis- 
trict, and in the circuit and district courts. which 
may be holden therein; which attorney shall take 
an oath or affirmation for the faithful perform- 
ance of the duties of his office, and shall prosecute, 
in such district, all delinquents for crimes and of- 
fences cognizable under the authority ‘of the. Uni- 
ted States, and all.civil actions or suits in-which 
the United States. shall be concerned, except-ac- 


‘tions or suits in the Supreme Court of the United 


States;.and shall. be entitled to, and receive, for 
their services, respectively, such compensations, 
emoluments, and fees,.as by law are or shall be 
allowed, to the district attorneys of the United 
States: Provided always, That the district attor- 
neys of the United States now in office shall, sev- 
erally and respectively, be attorneys.for those dis- 
tricts hereby established, within which they reside, / 
until removed by the President.of the United 
States; and: shall perform the duties, exercise the 
powers, and receive the emoluments, hereby di- 
rected to be performed, exercised, and received by 


the attorney of the United States therein. 


Sec. 38. And be it further enacted, That.jurors 
and witnesses attending any of the courts, hereby 
established, shall be. entitled to, and receive the- 
same compensations, respectively, as heretofore 
have been allowed by law to jurorsand witnesses,. 
attending the circuit and district courts of the 
United States. 

Sec. 39. And be it further enacted, That the 
records of the several circuit-courts, hereby. estab- 
lished, shall hereafter be kept at the respective 
places at which the said courts are hereby direct- 
ed to be holden: Provided always, That-in. the 
district wherein there are more than one place 
directed by this act for holding said circuit courts, 
the records of the circuit.court in such district. 
shall hereafter be kept in either of such places, as 
the said court in such district-shall direct. . 

Sec. 40, And be it further enacted, That the 
privilege from arrest of every person going to, 
attending at, or returning from, any court of the- 
United States, shall be computed and continue,. 
from the time of his or her departure from his or 
her habitation, until his or her return thereto: 
Provided, That such time shall not exceed one 
day, Sundays excluded, for every twenty miles of 
the distance, which such person must necessarily 
travel in so going and returning, over and above- 
the time of attendance. : 

Seoc. 41. And be it further enacted, That each 
of the circuit judges of the United States, to be 
appointed by virtue of this act, shall be allowed, as 
a compensation for his services, an annual salary 
of two thousand dollars, to be paid quarter-yearly 
at the Treasury of the United States; except the 
judges of the sixth circuit, who shall be allowed 
the sum of fifteen hundred dollars each, to be paid 
in like manner; and that the salaries of the dis- 
trict judges of Kentucky and Tennessee shall be, 
and hereby are, severally augmented to the like 
sum of fifteen hundred dollars annually, to be paid 
in like manner. ` 

Approved, February 13, 1801. 
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An Act making the port of Biddeford and Pepperel- 
borough, and the port of New Bedford, in Massache- 
setts, ports of entry for ships or vessels, arriving from 
the Cape of Good Hope, and from places beyond the 

. same, 

Be it enacted, §c., That the port of Biddeford 
and Pepperelborough, and the port of New. Bed- 
ford, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, be, 
and they are hereby made, ports of entry for ships 
or vessels arriving from-the Cape of Good Hope, 
and from places beyond the same. 

Approved, February 18, 1801. 


Thompson, Joseph Bindon, op Levittre, Lieu- 
tenant William Maxwell, Jobn D. Mercier, James 
Price, Seth Noble, Martha Bogart, relict of Abra- 
ham Bogart, and formerly relict of Daniel Tacker, 
and John Halsted, respectively, six hundred and 
forty. acres each; David Jenks, Ambrose Cole, 
James Cole, Adam Johnson, the widow and heirs. 
of Colonel Jeremiah Duggan, Daniel Earl, junior, 
John Pasdell, Edward Chinn, Joseph Cone, and 
John Torreyre, respectively, three hundred and 
twenty acres each; Samuel Fales, one hundred 
and sixty acres; which several tracts of land shall, 
except the last, be located in half seetions by the 
respective claimants. 
pproved, February 18, 1801. 


An Act regulating the grants of land appropriated for 
the refugees from the British Provinces of Canada 
and Nova Scotia. An Act to establish the district of Bristol, and to annex 
Be it enacted, ¢c., That the surveyor general| the towns of Kittery and Berwick to the district of 

be, and he is hereby, directed to cause those frac-} Portsmouth. 

tional townships of the sixteenth, seventeenth,| Be it enacted, c., That, from and after the 

eighteenth, nineteenth, twentieth, twenty-first, and | thirty-first day of March next, the towns of Bris- 

twenty-second ranges of townships, which join the | tol, Waites: and Barrington, in the State of Rhode 
southern boundary line of the military lands, to be | Island and Providence Plantations, and all the 
subdivided into half sections, containing three | shores and waters around the same, within the 
hundred and twenty acres each ; and to return a | following limits, viz: a line beginning at the mid- 
survey and description of the same to the Secre-! dle of the bay, between Mount Hope and Com- 
tary of the Treasury, on or before the first Mon- | mon Fence Point, running soathwesterly through 
day of December next; and that the said lands be, | the middle of Bristol Ferry, and continuing such 
and they are hereby, set apart and reserved for | course until it strikes a point of equal distance 
the purpose of satisfying the claims of persons en- | from Rhode Island to Prudence Island, from thence 
titled to lands under the act. entitled, “ An act for | northwardly on a straight line to the westernmost 
the relief of the refugees from the British provin-| part of Nahant Point. and from thence to the 
ces of Canada.and Nova Scotia.” western shore of Ballock’s Point, shall be a district, 

» Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- | to be called the district of Bristol, of which the 
retary of the Treasury shall, within thirty days | port of Bristol shall be the sole potest entry, and 
after the survey- of the lands shall have been re-| a collector for said district shal be appointed to 

_-tarned'to him'as aforesaid, proceed to determine, | reside at Bristol, and Warren and Barrington shall 

by lot, to be drawn in the presence of the Secre- | be ports of delivery only, and a surveyor shall be 

taries of State and of War, the priority of loca- | appointed to reside at each of the ports of Bristol 
tion of the persons entitled to lands as aforesaid. | and Warren; and the surveyor at Warren shall 

The ons, thus entitled, shall severally make į also be surveyor for the port of Barrington. 

‘their Penins on the second Tuesday of January | Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That said 

next, and the patents for the lands thus located | port of Bristol shall also be a port of entry, for all 

shall be granted in the manner directed for mili- | ships or vessels arriving from the Cape of Good 
tary lands, without requiring any fee whatever. | Hope, or places beyond the same. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the fol-| Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, from 
lowing persons, claiming lands under the above- | and after the said thirty-first day of March next, 
mentioned act, shall, respectively, be entitled to| the towns of Kittery and Berwick, in the State of 
the following quantities of land, that is to say: | Massachusetts, shall be annexed to the district of 
Martha Walker, widow of Thomas Walker, John | Portsmouth, in New Hampshire, as ports of deliv- 
Edgar, P. Francis Cazeau, John Allen, and Seth | ery only: Provided, That nothing herein contain- 
Harding, respectively, two thousand two hundred j ed sbail be construed to prevent the master or 
and forty acres each; Jonathan Eddy, Colonel; commander of any ship or vessel, having mer- 
James Livingston, and Parker Clark, respectively, | chandise on board, destined for either of the said 
one thousand two hundred and eighty acres each ; | places. from making entry at his option, with the 
and the heirs of John Dodge, one thousand two | collector of the district of York and obtaining 
hundred and eighty acres; Thomas Faulkner, Ed- | permits for the delivery thereof, as heretofore. 
ward Faulkner, David Gay, Martin Brooks, Lieu-| Approved, February 25, 1801. 
tenant Colonel Bradford, Noah Miller, Joshua 
Lamb, Atwood Fales, John Starr, William How, 
Ebenezer Gardner, Lewis F. Delesdernier, John 
McGown, and Jonas C. Minot, respectively, nine 
hundred and sixty acres each; and the heirs of Sim- 
eon Chester, nine hundred and sixty acres; Jacob 
Vander Heyden, John Livingston, James Craw- 
ford, Isaac Danks, Major B. Von Heer, Benjamin 
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An Act freeing from postage all letters and packets to 
Jobn Adams. — 

Be it enacted, $c., That-all letters and packets 
to John Adams, now President of the United States, 
after the expiration of his term of office, and during 
his life, shall be carried by the mail. free of postage. 

Approved, February 25, 1801. 
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An Act to continue in force the acts laying duties on | by the way of Elkton, Bohemia or Frenchtown, 
licenes for selling wines and foreign distilled spirits, and Port Penn, Appequinimink, New Castle, 
by retail, and so much of the act laying certain du- | Christiana Bridge, Newport,or Wilmington, shall 
ties on snuff and refined sugar as respects a duty on | and may lawfully be transported, to and from the 
refined sugar, on property sold at auction, and on | city of Philadelphia and Baltimore, by the way of 
carriages for the conveyance of persons. . Appoquinimink and Sassafras river, and shall be 
Be it enacted. §c., That an act passed onthe fifth | entitled to all the benefits and advantages, and 

day of June, in the year one thousand seven hundred | shall be subject to all the provisions, regulations, 

and ninety-four, entitled, “An act laying duties | limitations, and restrictions, existing in the case of 
on licenses for selling wines and foreign distilled | goods, wares, and merchandise, transported by any 
spirituous liquors by retail ;” and that so much of | of the routes before mentioned. 

an act passed on the fifth day of June, in the year Approved, February 27, 1801. 

one thousand seven hundred and ninety-four. enti- : 

tled, “ An act laying certain duties upon snuff and | 

refined sugar,” as respects a duty upon refined su- 

gar; and that an act passed on the ninth day of . 

une in the year one thousand seven hundred and, _ Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the 
ninety-four, entitled, “An act laying duties on | United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
property sold at auction ;” and which acts were, by | issue a patent for the thirteenth township, in the 
an act passed on the third day of March, in the | seventh range, to Arnold Henry Dorhman, or his 
year one thousand seven hundred and ninety-five, | legal representatives, agreeably to a resolution of 
continued in force until the first day of March, in | Congress of the first day of October, in the year 
the year one thousand eight hundred and one, | one thousand seven hundred and eighty-seven. 

shall be.and the same are hereby continued in force, | Approved, February 27, 1801. 

without mlana of time: ayon in any for- 

mer aet to the contrary notwithstanding. . fer : 
‘Sec. 2. And be H farther enacted, That a An Act concerning the District of Columbia. | 

much of the thirteenth section of an act, passed on | Be it enacted, §c., That the laws of the State 

the twenty-eighth day of May,in the year one thou- | of Virginia, as they now exist, shall be and con- 
sand seven hundred and ninety-six, entitled, “An | tinue in force in that part of the District of Co- 
act laying duties upon carriages for the conveying | lumbia, which was teded by the said State to 
of persons, and repealing the former act for that the United States, and by them accepted for the 
urpose,” as limits the duration of said act. shall , permanent seat of Government; and that the laws 
be and the same is hereby, repealed, and said act ‘of the State of Maryland, as they now exist, shall 
is hereby continued in force. without limitation _be and continue in force in that part of the said 


An Act for the relief of Arnold Henry Dorhman, or his 
legal representatives. 


of time. ; district, which was ceded by that State to the 
Approved, February 25, 1801. | United States, and by them accepted as afore- 
| said. 


s . | Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That the said 

Act declaring th t of aoe d 3 p 
Wis Sete F Narta a PE ated District of Columbia shall be formed into two 
of December, one thousand seven hundred and ninety-  COUBtes ; one county shall contain all that part 
three, for the appointment of a health officer. i ines said rn which ri on oe side 
Be it enacted, §c., That the consent of Con- | % e Tver Potomac, together with the island 
gress be, and is hereby, granted and declared to! therein, and shall be cailed the county of Wash- 


the operation of an act of the General Assembly of | ington; the other county shall contain all that 


: i he said distri hich lies on the west side 
Maryland, passed the twenty-eighth day of Decem- et of the said distriet w 
ber, one thousand seven hundred and ninety-three, PT Said river, and shall be called the county of Al- 
entitled, “An act to appoint a health officer for | °*#2dria; and the said river in its whole course 
the port of Baltimore. in Baltimore county? so. through said distriet shall be taken and deemed. 
far as to enable the State aforesaid to collecta t02 ves and purposes, to be within both of said 
duty of one cent per ton, on all vessels coming COURHES- . 
into the district of Baltimore from a foreign voy- | Bec, 3. Be it further enacted, That there shall 
age, for the purposes in said act intended , be a court in said district, which shall be called 
Src. 2. And be it further enacted That this the Circuit Court of the District of Columbia ; 
h mi d gdi Sead S ; 3 > 
act shall be in force for three years, from the pass- . E eer are court a a judges thereof shall 
ing thereof, and from thence to the end of the next | 22¥@ ali the powers by law vested in the circuit 
session of Congress thereafter, and no longer. | coúrts and the judges of the circuit courts of the 
Approved, February 27, 1801 | United States. Said court shall consist of one 
; : f ‘chief judge and two assistant judges, resident 
aa A aee : , 
: within said District. to hold their respective offices 
An Act to allow the transportation of goods, wares, and during good behaviour; any two of whom shall 
merchandise, to and from Philadelphia and Baltimore, ‘ constitute a quorum; and each of the said judges 
|- by the way of Appoquinimink and Sassafras. shall, before he enter on his office, take the oath 
Be it enacted, §c., That goods, wares, and mer- ' or affirmation provided by law to be taken by the 
; ; 3 : googs, 3 A provi y % y 
chandise, which lawfully might be transported to | judges of the circuit courts of the United States; 
, whit ly might ported to ; judges i 
or frora the city of Philadelphia and Baltimore. | and said court shali have power to appointa clerk 
J p : P Pp 
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of the court in each of said counties, who shall’ receive an annual salary of two thousand dollars. 
take the oath and givea bond with sureties, in and the two assistant judges, of sixteen hundred 
the manner directed for clerks of the district dollars each, to be paid quarterly, at the Treasury 
courts in the act to establish the Judiciary of the ' of the United States. 
United States. | Sec. 11. Be it further enacted, That there shall 
Src. 4, Be it further enacted, That said court: be appointed in and for each of the said counties, 
shall, annually, hold four sessions in each of said | such number of discreet persons to be justices of 
counties, to commence as follows, to wit: for the | the peace, as the President of the United States 
county of Washington, at the city of Washington, | shall from time to time think expedient, to con- 
on the fourth Mondays of March, June, Septem-! tinue in office five years; and such justices, hav- 
ber, and December ; for the county of Alexandria, | ing taken an oath for the faithful and impartial 
at Alexandria, on the second Mondays of January, ` discharge of the duties of the office, shall, in all 
April, July, and the first Monday of October. | matters, civil and criminal, and in whatever re- 
Sec, 5, Be it further enacted, That said court | lates to the conservation of the peace, have all the 
shall have cognizance of all crimes and offences | powers vested in, and shall perform all the duties 
committed within said district, and of all cases in | required of, justices of the peace, as individual 
law and equity between parties. both or either of | magistrates, by the laws hereinbefore continued 
which shall be resident or be found within said | in force in those parts of said District, for which 
District, and also of all actions or suits of a civil | they shall have been respectively appointed ; and 
nature at-common law or in equity, in which the | they shall have cognizance in personal demands 
. United. States shall be plaintiffs or complainants ; | to the value of twenty dollars, exclusive of costs; 
and of all seizures on land or water, and all pen-| which sum they shall not exceed, any law to the 
alties and forfeitures made, arising, or accruing, | contrary notwithstanding; and they shall be en- 
under the Jaws of the United States. titled to receive for their services the fees allowed 
Sec. 6. Provided, and be it. further enacted, | for like services by the laws hereinbefore adopted 
Thatall local actions shall be commenced in their | and continued, in the eastern part of said District. 
proper counties, and that no action or suit shall; Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That there 
e brought before said court, by any original pro- !} shall be appointed in and for each of the said 
cess against any person, who shall not be an in- ; counties, a Register of Wills, and a Judge, to be 
habitant of, or found within said district at the time ; called the Judge of the Orphans’ Court, who shall 
of serving the writ. : j each take an oath for the faithful and impartial 
Sec. 7. Be it further enacted, That there shall | discharge of the duties of his office; and shall have 
‘be a Marshal for the said District, who shall have | all the powers, perform all the duties, and receive 
the custody of the jails of said counties, and be) the like fees, as are exercised, performed, and re- 
accountable for the safe-keeping of all prisoners | ceived, by the Registers of Wills and ick. be of 
legally committed therein; and he shall be ap- f the Orphans’ Court within the State of Maryland; 
pointed for the same term, shall take the same; and appeals from the said courts shall be to the 
oath, give'a bond with sureties in the same man- | circuit court of said District, who shall therein 
ner, shall have generally, within said District, the | have all the powers of the Chancellor of the said 
same powers, and perform the same duties, as 1 State. 


by law directed and provided in the case of mar-| Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That in all 
shals of the United States. | cases where Judgment or decrees have been ob- 
Sec. 8. Be it further enacted, That any final | tained, or hereafter shall be obtained, on suits now 
judgment, order, or decree, in said circuit court, |; depending in any of the courts of the Common- 
wherein the matter in dispute, exclusive of costs, | wealth of Virginia, or of the State of Maryland, 
shall exceed the value of one hundred dollars, may | where the defendant resides or has property within 
be re-examined and reversed or affirmed in the | the District of Columbia, it shall be lawful for the 
Supreme Court of the United States, by writ of | plaintiff in such case, upon filing an exemplifica- 
error or appeal; which shall be prosecuted in the | tion of the record and proceedings in such suits, 
same manner, under the same regulations, and | with the clerk of the court of the county where 
the same proceedings shall be had therein as is, | the defendant resides, or his property may be 
or shall be, provided in the case of writs of error | found, to sue out writs of execution thereon, re- 
on judgments, or appeals upon orders or decrees, | turnable to the said court, which shall be pro- 
rendered in the circuit court of the United States. | ceeded on, in the same manner as if the judgment 
Sec. 9. Be it further enacted, That there shall | or decree had originally been obtained in said 
be Spoonie an Attorney of the United States for | court. 
said District, who shall take the oath and perform; Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That all 
all the duties required of the district attorneys of | actions, suits, process, pleadings, and other proceed- 
the United States; and the said attorney, marshal, | ings, of what nature or kind soever, depeading or 
and clerks, shall be entitled to receive for their re- | existing in the courts of hustings for the towns of 
spective ‘services, the same fees, perquisites, and | Alexandria and Georgetown, shall be, and hereby 
emoluments, which are by law allowed respect- | ate, continued over to the circuit ‘courts, to be 
ively to the attorney, marshal, and clerk of the | holden by virtue of this act, within the District of 
United States, for the district of Maryland. Columbia, in manner following; that is to say, all 
Sec. 10. Beit further enacted, That the chief | such as shall then be depending and undetermined 
judge, to be appointed by virtue of this act, shall | before the court of hustings for the town of Alex- 
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andria, to the next circuit court hereby directed 
to be holden in the town of Alexandria; and all 
such as shall then be depending and undetermined 
before the court of hustings for Georgetown, to 
the next circuit court hereby direeted to be holden 
in the City of Washington : Provided nevertheless, 
That where the personal demand in such cases, 
exclusive of costs, does not exceed the value of 
twenty dollars, the justices of the peace, within 
their. respective’ counties, shall have cognizance 
thereof. : 

“Bec. 15, And be it further enacted, That all 
“writs and processes whatsoever, which shall here- 
after issue from the court’ hereby established 
Within the District, shall be tested in the name of 
the chief judge of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That noth- 
ing in this act contained shall in any wise alter, 
impeach, or impair the rights, granted by or de- 
rived from the acts of incorporation of Alexandria 
and Georgetown, or of any other body corporate 
or politic, within the said District, except so far as 
relates‘to the judicial powers of the Corporations 
of Georgetown and Alexandria. 

„Approved, February 27, 1801. 


n: Act supplementary to an act, entitled “ An act to 
“divide the Territory of the United States Northwest 
of the Ohio into two-separate governments.” . _ 
Be it enacted, &c. That all :suits, and ‘process, 
cand. proceedings, which onthe third-day of July, 
“one thousand eight-hundred, were pending in any 
ccourt.of either of the counties, which, by the act 
entitled “An act to divide the Territory of the 
United States Northwest of the Ohio into two 
separate governments,” has been included within 
the Indiana Territory ; and that all suits, process, 
and proceedings, which, on the aforesaid third day 
of July, were pending in the general court-of the 
Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
Ohio, in consequence of any writ.of removal or 
order for trial at bar, had been removed from either 
of the counties now within: the limits of the In- 
diana Territory aforesaid, shall be, and they are 
hereby, revived and continued ; and the same pro- 
ceedings, before the rendering of final judgment, 
and thereafter, may and shall be had, in the same 
courts, in all suits and process aforesaid, and in all 
things concerning the same, as by law might have 
been had in case the said Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the Ohio had remained undi- 
vided. 
Approved, March 2, 1801. 


An Act to add to the District of Massac, on the Ohio, 
and to discontinue the District of Palmyra, in the 
State of Tennessee, and therein to amend the act, 
entitled “ An act to regulate the collection of duties 
on imports and tonnage.” 

Be it enacted, §c., That the District of Massac, 
in addition to the territory it already possesses, 
shall include all waters, shores, and inlets, now 

dneluded-within the Distriet of Palmyra, and all 

. divers, waters, shores and inlets, lying within: the 

<> State of Tennessee. . 
“See: 2. And be it further enacted, That, from 


Pe 


and after the thirtieth day of June next, so much 
of the “ Act to regulate the collection of duties on 
imports and tonnage,” as establishes the District 
of Palmyra, in the State of Tennessee, shall be 
repealed, except as to the recovery and receipts of 
such duties on goods, wares, and merchandise 
and on the tonnage of ships or vessels, as shall 
have accrued, and as to the recovery-and distribu- 
tion of fines, penalties, and forfeitures, which shall 
have been incurred: before and on the said day, 
Approved, March 2, 1801. 


An Act making appropriations for the Military Estab- 
lishment of the United States, for the year one thou- 
sand eight hundréd and one. — 


Be it. enacted, §c., That, for defraying the ex- 
penses of the Military Establishment of the Uni- 
ted States, for the year.one:thousand eight hun- 
dred and one, the pay and-subsistenee of the offi- 
cers and men, bounties, and. premiums, the cloth- _ 
ing, hospital, ordnance, Quartermaster’s and. In- 
dian departments, the defensive protection of the 
frontiers, the contingent expenses ofthe War De- 
partment, for.the fabrication of cannon and.arms, 
and purchase of ammunition, and for the payment 
of military pensions, the sum of two millions, 
ninety-three thousand:and one dollars be, and is, 
hereby appropriated; that is to say oa 

-For the pay of the Army of the United States 
four hundred and eighty thousand three hundred 
and ninety-six dollars. 

For the subsistence of the Army, three. hundred 
and six thousand three hundred and ninety-five 
dollars. 5 

For forage, the sum of seven thousand six hun- 
dred and eighty dollars. 

For horses to replace those which may die, or 
become unfit for service, the sum of five thousand 
dollars. y i 

For clothing, the sum of one hundred. and forty- 
one thousand five hundred and thirty dollars. : 

For bounties and premiums; the sum of forty- 
two thousand dollars. 

For the hospital department, the sum of twenty 
thousand dollars. ; 

For the ordnance department, the sum of one 
hundred thousand dollars. l 

For the Quartermaster’s department, the sum 
of one hundred and sixty-five thousand dollars. 

For paying annuities to the following nations 
of Indians in pursuance of treaties: To the Six 
Nations, Cherokees, Chickasaws, and Creeks, the 
sum of fifteen thousand dollars; and for presents 
to the Choctaws, two thousand dollars. 

For defraying the expense of the transportation 
of annuities to the Indian tribes, ten thousand 
dollars. 

For promoting civilization among the Indian 
tribes, and pay of temporary agents, and rations 
to Indians at the different military posts, the sum 
of forty-five thousand dollars. 

For the defensive protection of the frontiers of 
the United States, including the erection and re- 
‘pairs of forts and fortifications, thessum of thirty 
thousand dollars. ; 
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For loss of stores, allowances to officers on be- 
ing ordered to distant commands, and for special 
purposes, advertising and apprehending deserters, 


printing, purchasing maps, and other contingen- 


cies, the sum of thirty thousand dollars. 

For the annual allowance to the invalids of the 
United States, for their pensions, from the fifth of 
March, one thousand eight hurdred and one.-to 
the fourth of March, one thousand eight hundred 
and two, the sum.of ninety-three thousand. dollars. 

;For the fortification of ports and harbors within 
the United States, the sum of two hundred thou- 
sand dollars... 

For the fabrication. of cannon and small arms, 


and the purchase of ammunition, being the: bal- 


ance of appropriations unexpended, which have 
been carried. to.the surplus fund,-four hundred 
.thousand-dollars. Ki ; 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted; That the 


foregoing appropriations shall-be-paid:out of any 


moneys in the Treasury: of-the United. States not 


- otherwise appropriated. .° »: 


Approved, March:2, 1801. 


An Act to amend the ‘act, entitled “ An act to establish 
_» & General Stamp Office.” 


Be it enacted, &c., That whenever any person, 


or persons; shali pay to.a collector of the revenue 


the duty chargeable by lawon a deed, instrument, 
or writing,,on- which the stamp duty chargeable 
bylaw shall not have been paid, together with the 


further sum of ten dollars, and shall obtain the 


endorsement and receipt. of such -collector, upon 
such deed; instrument, or writing therefor, agree- 
ably to the provisions of an:act, entitled “An act 
to establish a general. stamp office,” passed on the 
twenty-third day of April, in the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred, it shall be lawful for such 
‘person, or persons, to produce such deed, instru- 
ment, or writing, to the supervisor of the revenue 
within whose district such person or persons shall! 
reside; which supervisor thereupon shall certify 
under his hand and seal, and upon some part of 
the said deed, instrument, or writing, that the 
same, so endorsed, has been produced to him, and 
that the said endorsement is, in his belief, genuine; 
after which, said endorsement and certificate, and 
not otherwise, such deed, instrument, or writing, 
shall be to all intents and purposes as valid and 
availableas if the same had been or were stamped, 


~-counter-stamped, or marked as by law required ; 


anything in any act to the contrary notwithstand- 


ing. 
uo. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much 
of the act, entitled “ An act to establish a general 
stamp office,” as requires certain duties to be per- 
formed by the'surveyors of the revenue, shall be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Approved, March 3, 1801. 


‘An Act providing for. a Naval Peace Establishment, 
i and for other purposes.. 

--Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 

United States be, and he hereby is, authorized, 


whenever the situation of public affairs shall, in 


his opinion, render it expedient, to cause to be 


sold, they being first divested of their guns and 
military stores, which are to be carefully pre- 
served,-all or-any of the ships and vessels belong- 
ing to the Navy, except the frigates United States, 
Constitution, President, Chesapeake, Philadelphia, 
Constellation, Congress, New York, Boston, Es- 
sex, Adams, John Adams, and General Greene ; 
and also to lay up all the frigates thus to bere- 
tained, except such as are directed by this act to 
be kept in constant sérvice in time of peace. 

Sec: 2. And be tt further enacted, That six of the 
frigates to be retained shall be kept in constantser- 
vice in time of peace, and shall be officered and 
manned as the President of the United States may 
direct, not:to exceed, however, two-thirds of the 
present complement of seamen, and ordinary sea- 
men; the residue of the frigates to be retained 
shall be laid up in convenient ‘ports, and there 
shall be permanently attached to-each frigate so 
laid up, one sailing master, one boatswain, one 
gunner, one carpenter, and one cook, one’ ser- 
geant or corporal of marines, and eight marines; 
and to the large frigates, twelve, and to the 
small frigates, ten seamen; the sailing master 
shall have the general care and superintendence 
of the ship; and shall generally execute such du- . 
ties of a purser as may be necessary.. end, 

Sec. 3. And be it enacted, That, from and after 
the day when the reduction of the Navy shall take - 
placeas aforesaid, the Navy ration shall consist 
of as follows: -on Sunday, fourteen ounces of 
bread, one anda quarter pound .of beef, half a 
pound of flour, one quarter of a pound. of s 
one half pint of distilled spirits ; Mond 
ounces of bread, one pound of pork, half pint of 
pease, one half pint of distilled spirits; Tuesday, 
fourteen ounces of bread, one pound of beef, two 
ounces of cheese, one half pint of distilled spirits; 
Wednesday, fourteen ounces of bread, one pound 
of pork, half pint of rice, one half pint of dis- 
tilled spirits ; Thursday, fourteen ounces of bread, 
one.and a quarter pound of beef, half pound of 
flour, quarter pound of suet, one half-pint of dis- 
tilled spirits; Friday, fourteen ounces of bread, 
four ounces of cheese, two ounces of butter, half 
pint of rice, half pint of molasses, one half pint 
of distilled spirits; Saturday, fourteen ounces of 
bread, one pound of pork, half pint of pease, half 
pint of vinegar, one half pint of distilled spirits. 

Sec. 4. Be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent of the United States retain in the Navy ser- 
vice, in time of peace, nine captains, thirty-six 
lieutenants, and one hundred and fifty midship- 
men, including those employed on board of. the 
six frigates to be -kept in service; and that he-be 
authorized to discharge all the other officers in the 
Navy serviceof the United States; but- such-of 
the-aforesaid officers as shall be-retained in-the 
service shall be entitled to receive no more: than 
half their monthly pay during the time when they 
shall not be:under orders-for actual service. 

Sec. 5. Be it further enacted, That. all the 
commissioned and -warrant officers, who shall be 
discharged.as aforesaid, shall be entitled to receive 
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four months pay over and above what may be due | writing, or by any note or memorandum thereof 
to them respectively at the time of their discharge. | in writing, either with John Cleves Symmes, or 

Approved, March 3, 1801. | with any of his associates, or whe had made to 
| him or them, any payment of money for the pur- 
| chase of lands, situate between the Miami rivers, 


An Act concerning the Mint. 

Be it enacted, c, That the Mint shall remain 
in the. city of Philadelphia, until the fourth day 
of March, in the year one thousand eight hundred 
and three. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That during 
the continuance of the Mint at the city of Phila- 
delphia, the duties now enjoined on the Chief Jus- 


within the limits of a survey made by Israel Lud- 
low, in confomity to an act of Congress of the 
twelfth of April, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-two, and not comprehended within the 
limits of a tract of land conveyed to John Cleves 
Symmes and his associates, by letters patent, bear- 
ing date the thirtieth of September, one thousand 
| seven hundred and ninety-four, in the Territory of 


tice of the United States, the Secretary and Comp-| the United States Northwest of the Ohio, shall be 


troller of the Treasury, the Secretary for the De- 
partment of State, and the Attorney General of 
the United States, by the eighteenth section of the 
act, entitled “An act establishing a Mint, and reg- 
ulating the coins of the United States,” passed 
the second day of April, one thousand seven hun: 
dred and ninety-two, shall be performed by the 
District Judge of Pennsylvania, the Attorney for 
the United States in the district of Pennsylvania, 
and the Commissinoner of Loans for the State 
of Pennsylvania. 
Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury ‘to 
employ Clerks for completing the abstracts of the 
valuations: of lands and dwelling-houses, and the 
enumeration of slaves. 060 / 

Beit enacted, §c., That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby. authorized and di- 
rected to employ clerks, for such compensation 
as he shall judge reasonable. to complete the ab- 
stracts of the valuation of lands and dwelling- 
houses, and the enumeration of slaves within the 
United States, under the direction of the com- 
missioners authorized to direct the completing of 
snch abstracts, in those States where clerks can- 
not be procured by the commissioners, for the 
compensation allowed by law to clerks for per- 
forming that business, agreeably to the provisions 
of the following acts; that is to say an act entitled 


“An act to provide for the valuation of lands and | 


dwelling-houses, and the enumeration of slaves 
within the United States ;” an act, entitled “An 
act supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An act to 
provide for the valuation of lancs and dwelling- 
houses, and the enumeration of slaves, within the 
United States ;?” and an act, entitled “An act to 
provide for equalizing the valuation of unseated 
lands.” 
Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act giving a right of pre-emption to .certain per- 
sons. who have contracted with John Cleves Symmes, 
or his associates, for lands lying between the Miami 

; rivers, in the Territory of the United States North- 

+ west of the Ohio. a 

«Be at.enacted, $c.,.That any person or-persons, 
and. the legal representative or representatives of 
‘any person or persons, who, before the first day of 

jadry in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 


andred; had made any contract. or contracts in |. 


entitled to a preference, in becoming the purcha- 
sers, from the United States, of all the lauds so 
contracted for, at the price of two dollars per acre, 
exclusive of the surveying fees, and other inciden- 
tal expenses; and payment be made therefor, to 
the Treasurer of the United States, or the re- 
ceiver of public moneys forthe lands of the Uni- 
ted States at Cincinnati, in like instalments, and 
under the same conditions, as directed by the act, 
entitled “An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An 
act providing for the sale of the lands of the Uni- 
ted States in the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the Ohio and above the mouth of 
Kentucky river; Provided however, That noin- 
terest shall be charged upon aay of the instal- 
ments until they respectively become payable. 
Sec. 2. And be it further enactedaThat every 
| person claiming the benefit of the first section of _ 
| this act, shall, on or before the first‘day of Novem- 
| ber next, deliver to the receiver of public moneys, 
| for the lands of the United States at Cincinnati, 
| a notice in writing, stating the nature and extent ` 
í of his claim or contract; and if any person shall 
neglect to give such notice of his claim or contract, - 
| or having given the same, shall neglect-to make 
| application forthe purchase thereof, as hereinafter 
| directed, or shall fail in making the first payment 
| before the first of January next, all his right of 
| pre-emption, on the terms aforesaid, shall cease 
| and become void. 
| Sse. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
| aforesaid receiver of public moneys, on being paid 
| the fees hereinafter provided, shall receive every 
such notice of claim, or statement thereof, and 
| give a receipt therefor, and carefully put and pre- 
serve on file every such paper or writing, and lay 
the same before the commissioners, when met, for 
| settling and adjusting the claims aforesaid. ` 
i See. 4. And be i further enacted, That the 
| aforesaid receiver of public moneys,and two other 
| persons, who shall be appointed by the Presi- 
ident of the United States, alone shall be commis- 
sioners for the purpose of ascertaining the rights 
of persons claiming the benefits of this act, who, 
previous to entering on the duties of their appoint- 
‘ment, shall respectively take and subscribe the 
following oath or affirmation, before some person 
qualified to administer oaths, to wit: “I —— ——, 
do solemnly swear, or affirm, that I will impar- 
tially exercise and discharge the duties imposed 
upon me, by an act of Congress, entitled ‘An ai 
giving a right of pre-emption to certain. persons 


1561 


APPENDIX. 


1562 


who have contracted with John Cleves Symmes, 
or his associates, for lands lying between the Mi- 
ami rivers, in the Territory of the United States 
Northwest of the Ohio, to the best of my under- 


ive claimants, the following fees, that is to say ; 
for filing a notice and evidence of claim, or state- 
ment thereof, twenty-five cents; for giving a copy 
| thereof, twelve and a half cents for every one hun- 


standing and ability ;” and it shall be the duty of | dred words: And the said commissioners shall, 
the said commissioners to meet at Cincinnati, be- | asa fall compensation for their services, be enti- 
tween the first and tenth day of November next, | tled, jointly, to have and receive from the respect- 
of which meeting three. weeks’ previous notice | ive claimants, that is to say ; for every determi- 


shail be given by them in a public newspaper 

rinted at Cincinnati; and. they, or a majority. of 
them,so met, shall not adjourn to any other place, 
or for a longer time’ than. three days, until they 
have finally completed the business of the said 
appointment; and they, or any two of them, shail 
have -power to: hear, and decide in a summary 
manner, all ‘matters respecting all such claims of 
which notice may have been filed, pursuant.to-the 
third section. of this act, also to administer oaths, 
and examine witnesses, and such other testimony 
as may be adduced, and to. determine thereon 
according to justice and equity; which determi- 
nation shall be final; and when it shall appear to 
them that the claimant‘is entitled. to the right of 
pre-emption on the terms aforesaid, they shall give 
a certificate thereof, stating as accurately as may 
be, the quantity and local situation of the lands 
to which he may be entitled, directed to the regis- 
ter of the land office at Cincinnati, or when the 
said register may be a.claimant to the surveyor 
general, copies of which certificates shall be by 
them recorded, in a book to be provided -for that 
purpose, and deposited for safe keeping with the 
register of the land office. ; 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
aforesaid register and surveyor. general, respect 
ively, upon application. of any person or persons, 
who shall produce a certificate of the commis- 
sioners aforesaid, to him directed, before the first 


| nation, and entering the result in their book, at the 
| rate of three dollars for every section; for every 
| certificate, and recording the same, at the rate of 
; one dollar for every section. 

Sec. 7 And be it further enacted, That all the 
aforesaid tract of country shall be surveyed by the 
surveyor general, as soon as may be after the first 
day of September next, in the manner hereinafter 
directed. . 

1.: So much of the said tract as lies between the 
northern boundary line, and the aforesaid patent 
of John Cleves Symmes, and associates, and Israel 
Ludlow’s southern:boundary of the seventh entire 
range of townships, shall be laid off into sections, 
agreeably to northwardly and southwardly lines, 
run under the direction of John Cleves Symmes; 
and the marks thereon made, at the time of run- 

| ning the aforesaid lines, for the corners of sections 
| shall be established by the surveyor general, and 
eastwardly and westwardly lines shall be. run to 
intersect the aforesaid northwardly and south- 
wardly lines, in the corresponding marked points. 

2. And the residue of the said traet lying north 
of the aforesaid southern boundary of the seventh 
entire range, shall be laid off into sections, accord- 
ing to sich uniform role and method, as, in the 
opinion of the surveyor general, shall ‘best:secure 
the rights and interest of those. who-are entitled to 
pre-emption. 


3. Such divisions shall be made of sections, ac- 


day of January next, and shall also produce a re- | cording to the claim of such who obtain pre-emp- 
ceipt from the Treasurer of the United States, or | tion right, and the contents of each and every sec- 
the aforesaid receiver of public moneys, for at | tion, and such division thereof, shall be ascertained, 
least one-fourth part of the purchase money, and | and the surveyor general shall prepare and trans- 
also for the payment of three dollars for each half | mit a plan thereof to the aforesaid register, imme- 
section or smaller quantity, and shall pay him the | diately after the said survey shall be completed, 
fees in like case provided by the act, entitled “An | and also forward a copy thereof to the Secretary 


act to amend theact, entitled ‘An act providing for 
the sale of the lands of the United States in the 
Territory of the United States Northwest of the 
Ohio, and above the mouth of Kentucky river,” 
shall admit such person or persons to become a 
purchaser orpurchasers of the land designated in 
the said certificate, and shall receive the said cer- 
tificate, and preserve it on file, and make an entry 
of the application in his book, kept for the pur- 
pose, and.on any of the three last payments being 
made in advance, he shall allow the purchaser the 
like discount as is allowed by the fourth clause of 
the fifth section of the act last above recited; and 
on payment in full, and a final settlement had, he 
shall give his certificate thereof; upon producing 
which to the Secretary of the Treasury, a patent 
shall issue in like manner as is provided by the 
said act last above recited. 

Seo. 6. And be it further enacted, That the said 
receiver of public moneys shall be entitled to have 
and receive, to his own use, from the respect- 


| of the Treasury. 

Sec. 8. And be tt further enacted, That all per- 
sons, availing themselves of a pre-emption under 
this act, shall make application for a section, or 

‘any part or parts of a section or sections, accord- 
| ing to the estimated quantity of six hundred and 
| forty acres to a section, and the amount of the ex- 
| cess or deficiency shall -be added to or deducted 
| from the last payment, and the purchaser shall 
make payment for and hold the quantity returned 
and expressed in the plats, let the quantity be more 
or less. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the du- 
| ties of the surveyor general, of the aforesaid register 
j and receiver of public moneys, as nearly as may 

be consistent with this act, shall respectively be 
the same as directed in and by the last recited act, 
and the fees and emoluments shall respectively be 
the same as provided in the said act last recited. 

Sec..10.. And be it further enacted, That after 
completing the surveys, agreeably to this act, re- 
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serving the lots marked sixteen in each township, 
or fractional part of a township, in which the same 
may be, for the purposes expressed in the ordinance 
of Congress of the twentieth of May, one thousand 
seven hundred and eighty-five, the residue of the 
lands, and so many of the aforesaid pre-emptions 
as shall become forfeited by reason of failures of 
payment, shall be sold agreeably to the last recited 
act. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That this 
act shall have full operation and effect, anything 
in any former law to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act supplementary to the act, entitled “ An act con- 
cerning the District of Columbia.” 


Be it enacted, §c., That the Circuit Courts for 
the District of Columbia shall be, and they are 
hereby, invested with the same power respecting 
constables, inspectors, and the inspection of tobacco 
and flour, surveyors, mills, highways and ferries, 
for the county of Alexandia, as have heretofore 
been vested in county courts of the Commonwealth 
of Virginia ; and for the county of Washington, the 
same power and authority as have been heretofore 
exercised by the county and levy courtsof the State 
of Maryland ; with power to appoint to all other 
Offices necessary for the said district, under the 
laws of the respective States of Maryland ‘and Vir- 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the ma- 
gistrates, to be appointed for the said district, shall 
be and they are hereby constituted a board of com- 
missions within their respective counties, and shall: 
possess and exercise the same powers, perform the 
same duties, receivethe same fees and emoluments, 
as the levy courts or commissioners of county for 
the State of Maryland possess, perform and réceive; 
and the‘clerks and collectors, to be by them ap- 
pointed, shall be subject to the same laws, perform: 
the same duties, possess the same powers, and re- 
ceive the same feesand emoluments as the clerks 
and collectors of the county tax of the State of 
Maryland are entitled to receive. E 

Sec. 5. And be tt further enacted, That the 
clerks of the cireuit court shall, within their re- 
spective districts, be bound to perform the same du- 
ties, respecting the recording of deeds and all other 
services, and shall receive the same fees and emol- 
uments for the same) except in those cases provi- 
ded for in the ninth section of thé act to which 
this is a supplement) as are now performed and 
received by the clerks of the counties of the re- 
spective States of Maryland and Virginia. : 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That in all 
cases where the Constitution or laws of the Uni- 
ted States providethat criminals and fugitivesfrom 
justice, or persons held to labor in any State, es- 
caping ‘into another State, shall. be delivered up, 
the chief justice of the said district shall be, and he 


inia: And all officersfor whom nospecial provision | ishereby empowered and required tocause to be ap- 


is made by this act, or the act.to which this isa 
supplement, shall receive the same fees and emol- 


prehended and delivered up such criminal, fugitive 
from justice, or persons fleeing from service, as the 


uments as they have respectively received under | case may be, who shall be found within the district, 


the jurisdiction of the respective States. 


| in the same manner and under the same regula- 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all in- | tions as the executive authority of the several 


dictmentsshallrun inthe name of the United States, 
and conclude, against the peace and government 


States are required to do the same; and all execu- 
tive and judicial officers are hereby required to 


thereof: And all fines, penalties and forfeitures | obey all lawful precepts or other process issued for 
accruing under the laws of the States of Maryland | that purpose, and to be aiding and assisting in 
and Virginia, which by adoption have become the | such delivery. 
laws of this district, shall be recovered with costs,; Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
by indictment or information in the name of the | be lawful for the sheriffs and collectors of public 
United States, or by action of debt, in the name | dues for the counties of Montgomery and Prince 
of the United States and of the informer; one half | George’s in the State of Maryland, and for the sher- 
of which fine shall accrue to the United States, | iffs of Fairfax county in the Commonwealth of Vir- 
and the other half to the informer; and the said | ginia, and they shall respectively have full power 
fines shall be collected by or paid to the marshal, | and authority, to enter into those parts of the now 
and-one half thereof shall be by him paid over to | District of Coiumbia, which weré heretofore within 
the board of commissioners hereinafter established, | the limits of their respective bailiwicks, for the pur- 
and the other half to the informer; and the marshal | poses of collecting, by distress or otherwise, as they 
shall have the same power regarding. their collec- | were heretofore authorized to do, all officers fees, 
tion, and be subject to the same rules and reg- | State taxes and county taxes, levies, fines and other 
ulations as to the payment thereof, as the sheriffs | public dues, which were due on the first Monda 
of the respective States of Maryland and Virginia | of December, one thousand eight hundred, and still 
are subject to in relation to the same. remain uncollected, from persons residing or having 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all fel- | property, subject to the payment of such officers 
onies committed within the county of Alexandria | fees, State taxes and county taxes, and levies with- 
© shall be punishable in the same manner as such | in the said district; and all disputes or controver- 
crimes were punishable by the laws of Virginia, as | sies that do or may arise between such sheriff or 
; they existed prior to the year one thousand seven | collector, and the person or persons from whom 
; hundred and ninety-six; and the circuit court for | he or they may claim such public dues, shall be 
the said: county of Alexandria shall possess and | cognizable before and tried by the respective State 
exercise the same powers and jurisdiction, civil and | courts to whom the trial of such controversies 
criminal, as is now possessed and exercised by the | heretofore belonged, and not before the court of the 
district courts of Virginia. District of Columbia. 
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Sec. 8, And be it further enacted, That it shall 
and may be lawful for the sheriffs of the said coun- 
ties of Montgomery and Prince George’s in the 
State of Maryland, and for the sheriff. of Fairfax 
coua in the Commonwealth of Virginia, and 
they shall respectively have full power and author- 
ity, to enter into those ports parts of the now Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which were heretofore within 
the limits of their respective bailiwicks, for the 
purpose of arresting and conducting to the respec- 
tive jails under their keeping and care, as they 
heretofore might have done had the law to which 
this is a supplement never passed, each and every 
pera within the limits of the District of Colum- 

la, upon whom: such sheriff hath heretofore served 
a:writ of capias ad satisfaciendum; capias ‘ad res- 
pondendum; attachment or other-process, issuing 
from any State court, which commands and. re- 
quires such sheriff to have the body of the person 
before the court from which such writ or process 
hath issued. 

- See. 9. And be it further-enacted, That. where 
by this act, and the act to which this isa supple- 
ment, appointments-are authorized to be made by 
the circuit court of the district, it shall be lawful 
for the chief judge, with one of the associate jus- 
tices of the said court, to make such appointments. 

Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act authorizing the remission of duties on certain 
teas destroyed by’ fire, while under the. care of the 
officers of the customs, in Providence, Rhode Island. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the collector of the dis- 
trict of Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
remit the duties on such part of a certain quantity 
of teas, imported into the port of Providence, in 
the ship called the Resource, on the twenty-ninth 
day of July one thousand eight hundred, by 
Thomas Lloyd Halsey, John Corlis, William F. 
Megee, and Henry Smith, of the town of Provi- 
dence, merchants, and on such part of a certain 
quantity of teas, imported into the said port, in 
the ship called the Ann and Hope, on the twenty- 
second day of August, in the same year, by John 
Innes Clarke, of the said town, merchant, as re- 
mained deposited to secure the payment of duties 
under the care of the officers of the customs, on the 
twenty-first day of January last, in the aforesaid 
town of Providence, and shall be proved, to the 
satisfaction of the said collector, to have been 
burned and destroyed. 

‘Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act to amend the act altering the district of Ber- 
muda Hundred and City Point. 


Be it enacted, §c., That, from and after the pass- 
ing of this act, the master or commander of any 
ship or vessel arriving within the districts of Peters- 
burg or Richmond, laden with goods, wares, and 
merchandise, belonging or consigned to persons 
resident within both the said districts, shall make 
entry of such ship or vessel, in manner already 
prescribed by law, with the collector of that dis- 
trict wherein the owner or consignee, or the hus- 


band or acting manager of such ship or vessel, 
shall actually reside: And the said master or com- 
mander shall, at the time of making the entry afore- 
said, deliver a duplicate manifest of the cargo. as 
now required by law, to the said collector, whose 
duty it shall then be to certify the same as a true 
copy, and to transmit it to the collector of the other 
district; and the delivery of such goods, wares, or 
merchandise, shall be authorized by permits from 
the collector of each district, respectively, in which 
the same shall have been duly entered according 
to law: Provided, That no bona fide importer, 
owner, or consignee, of goods, wares, or merchan- 
dise, residing in either district, shall be admitted 
to ‘make an entry of such goods, wares or merchan- 
dise, with the collector: of the district in which 
such importer, owner or consignee, shall not reside: 
And provided also, Thatall entries for goods, wares, 
or merchandise, made by agents, for persons resid- 
ing in other districts, shall be made with the col- 
lector of the district in which such ship or vessel 
may discharge. 
Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act making appropriations for the support of Govern- 
ment for the year one thousand eight hundred and one. 


Be it enacted, &c., That for the support of Gov- 
ernment, and to discharge certain claims and ex- 
penses hereafter enumerated, the following sums 
be and are hereby appropriated, that is to say: 

For the compensation granted by law to the 
President and Vice-President of the United States, 
thirty thousand dollars... 50 

For the like compensation tothe members of the 
Senate and House of Representatves, their officers 
and attendants, one hundred and ninety-three thou- 
sand four hundred and seventy dollars.. 

For the contingent expenses of the two Houses 
of Congress, including the payment of certain art- 
icles of furniture purchased for the accommodation 
of Congress, and not provided for by former appro- 
priations, seventeen thousand dollars. 

For the compensation granted by law to the 
judges of the United States, the Attorney General, 
the district attorneys, and marshals, eighty-three 
thousand four hundred dollars. 

For defraying the expense of courts, jurors, and 
witnesses, and for defraying the expenses of prose- 
cutions for offences against the United States, and 
for safe keeping of prisoners, thirty thousand 
dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, clerks and persons employed in his office, 
eleven thousand three hundred and nine dollars, 
and eighty-one cents. 

For expenses of stationery, printing, translating 
foreign languages, allowances to. persons employed 


js receiving and transmitting passports and sea- 


| letters, and all other contingent expenses in the 
office of the Secretary of the Treasury, eight hun- 
dred dollars. ae 
For compensation to the Comptroller of the 
Treasury, clerks, and persons. employed in his of- 
fice, twelve thousand nine hundred and. seventy- 
seven dollars and eight cents. 
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: For. expense. of stationery, printing, and- all} 


other contingent expenses in the Comptroller’s 
office, eight hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Auditor of the Trea- 
sury, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
twelve thousand two hundred and twenty dollars 
and ninety-three cents. ; : 

‘For expense of stationery, printing, and all 

other contingent expenses in the Auditor’s office, 

seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

.. For. compensation to the Treasurer, clerks, and: 

other persons employed in his office, six ‘thousand 
` three hundred and forty-eight dollars. and ninety- 
eight cents. ao 
` For expense of stationery, printing, and all 
other contingent expenses in the Treasurer’s office, 
three hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Commissioner of the 
Revenue, clerks, and. other persons employed: in 
his office, six thousand two hundred and fifty-three 
dollars and six cents. 

For expense of stationery, printing, and all 
other contingent expenses in the office of the 
Commissioner of the Revenue, nine hundred 
dollars. i 

-Eor compensation to the Register of the Trea- 
sury, clerks, and persons. employed. in his office, 
ix thousand and fifty-two dollars and one 


cent noe 
For expense of: stationery, printing, “and all 
other contingent expenses in the Register’s office, 
two thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For: compensation to the Superintendent of 
Stamps, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
and for.making good a deficiency in former ap- 
propriations for the stamp office, five thousand 
nine hundred and ninety dollars and twenty-four 
cents. : 

For expense. of stationery, printing, and all 
other contingent expenses in the stamp office, six 
hundred. dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of the Com- 
missioners of the Sinking Fund, two hundred and 
fifty dollars. 

For fire-wood:and candles for the offices of the 
Treasury, including the stamp office, and other 
contingencies, four thousand dollars, . 

For defraying the expense of statingand print- 
ing the public accounts for the year òne thousand 
eight hundred and one, one thousand two hundred 
dollars, 

For making good the deficiency of former ap- 
propriations, for the expense of removing the 
books and records of the Treasury from Philadel- 
phia to Trenton, in the year cne thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-nine, two thousand six hun- 
dred and thirty-nine dollarsand seventy-six cents. 

For the expense of new office furniture for the 
Treasury, at the city of Washington, two thousand 
dollars. 

„For flooring the Treasury, and incidental ex- 
penses for securing the buildings and records of 
the Treasury, three hundred and fifty-nine dollars 
and eighty-three cents. 

For paying two watchmen for the Treasury, six 
hundred dollars. 


For the expense of two buildings. for messen- 
gers of the ‘Treasury, and sinking two wells for 
the Treasury, five thousand one hundred and twen- 
ty-two dollars. a : 

For compensation to the several-loan officers, 
thirteen thousand two hundred and fifty dol- 
lars. . 

For compensation to the clerks of the Commis- 
sioners of Loans, and an allowance-to certain loan 
officers in lieu of clerk hire, twelve thousand one 
bundred dollars. + 

For defraying the. authorized expenses of the 
several loan offices; two thousand nine hundred 
dollars. 1g ` 

For compensation to the Secretary: of State, 
clerks, and. persons. employed in his office, eleven 
thousand three hundred and sixty dollars. 

For the contingent. expenses of the Office of 
State, thirteen thousand five hundred dollars. = 

For compensation to the Director of the Mint, 
officers, clerks, and other persons employed in the 
Mint establishment, seventeen thousand six -hun-> 
"dred. dollars. ae a 

For repairs, and. all other contingent expenses: 
in the Mint: establishment, six thousand -three 
hundred dollars. “tg ete gl) 

For compensation to the Secretary of War, 
clerks, and. persons employed in his office, eleven 
thousand two hundred and ten dollars. 

For the compensation of two additional clerks 
employed by the. Secretary of War in copying 
papers in the office of the: Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, to replace those lately burnt in the War 
Office, one thousand two hundred dollars. 

For such additional compensation to the clerks 
of the several Departments of the Treasury, of 
State, of War, of the Navy, and of the General 
Post Office, not exceeding for each department, 
respectively, fifteen per cent. in addition to the 
sums allowed by the act, entitled “ An act to reg- 
ulate and fix the compensation of clerks, as the 
Secretaries of the said departments and the Post- 
master General may, respectively, thinkredsonable 
for the present year, to be distributed as the said 
Secretaries and the Postmaster General, respect- 
ively, shall think proper, to the clerks in their de- 
partments, respectively, eleven thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-five dollars. 

For an additional allowance to the chief clerk 
in the office of the Seeretary of the Navy. for his 
services in the year one thousand eight hundred, 
the sum of three hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses attending the office 
of Secretary of War, and to make good the de- 
ficiency of former appropriations, five thousand 
dollars. 

For compensation to the Accountant of the 
War Department, clerks, and persons employed 
in his office, ten thousand nine hundred and ten 
dollars. 

For contingent expenses in the Accountant’s 
office, one thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the Purveyor of Public 
Supplies, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
and for contingent expenses of the same, four 
thousand four hundred and sixty-six dollars. 
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For compensation to the Secretary of the Navy, 
clerks, and ‘persons employed in his office, nine 
thousand one hundred and ten dollars. 

For contingent expenses in the office of the Se- 
cretary of the Navy, three thousand three hundred 
dollars. l l 

For compensation to the Accountant of the 
Navy Department, clerks, and persons employed 
in his office, and to make good a deficiency in 
the appropriation of the last year, eleven thousand 
four heddsed and forty-nine dollars and forty-one 
cents, 

For the contingent expenses in the Account- 
ant’s office, seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the Postmaster General, 
Assistant Postmaster General, clerks, and persons 


employed in the General Post Office, nine thou- 


sand nine hundred and sixty dollars. 

For the contingent expenses of the General 
Post Office, two thousand one hundred and twelve 
dollars and fifty cents. - : 

For compensation to the Surveyor General, the 
contingent expenses in his office, and the expense 
of executing surveys of the public land Northwest 
of the river Ohio, twenty-eight thousand two hun- 
dred dollars. > 

For salaries to the Governor, Secretary, and 
‘Judges of the Territory Northwest of the river 
Ohio, and the contingent expenses of that Gov- 
ernment, five thousand five hundred dollars. 

For salaries to the Governor, Secretary, and 


Judges of the Mississippi Territory, and the con- 


tingent expenses of that Government, five thou- 

sand five hundred dollars. À 

__ For salaries to the Governor, Secretary, and 

Judges of the Indiana Territory, and the contin- 
ent expenses of that Government, five thousand 

five hundred dollars. 

For the discharge of such demands against the 
United States, unprovided for, as shall be asver- 
tained and admitted in due course of settlement 
at the Treasury, two thousand dollars. 

For satisfying annuities and grants to Isaac Van 
Wart, John Paulding, David Williams, Joseph De 
Beauleau, Joseph Traversie, James McKeasie, 
Joseph Brussels, Elizabeth Bergen, and the chil- 
dren of Major Alexander Trueman and Colonel 
John Harding, one thousand seven hundred and 
fifty-three dollarsand thirty-three cents. 

.. For the expenses of intercourse with foreign 
nations during the present year, and making good 
the deficiency of the appropriation for the year 


one thousand eight hundred, for the expense of 


the mission to France, eighty-five thousand dollars. 
For carrying into effect the Treaty of Amity, 
Commerce, and Navigation, between the United 
States and the King of Great Britain, fifty-eight 
thousand eight hundred and sixty-four dollars. 
For a deficiency of former appropriations for 
carrying into effect the treaty between the United 
States and the King of Spain, forty-six thousand 
five hundred dollars. 
For fulfilling the engagements of the United 
States with the Mediterranean Powers, two hun- 
dred and fifty-six thousand dollars. 
For prosecuting the claims of American citi- 
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zens for property captured by the belligerent Pow- 
ers, sixty-four thousand dollars. 


For the relief of American seamen, thirty thou- 


sand dollars. 


For defraying the further expenses incident. to 


the valuation of houses and lands, and the enume- 


ration of slaves, within the United States, forty 
thousand dollars. 


For the support of light-houses, beacons, buoys, 


and public piers, and other improvements in nav- 


igation, thirty-eight thousand six hundred and 
twenty-two dollars and seventy cents. 

For discharging the expense of the second enu- 
meration of the inhabitants of the United States, 
the sum of sixty thousand dollars. i 

For discharging. such. miscellaheous claims 
against the United States, not otherwise provided 
for, as shall be admitted at the Treasury, which, 
according to the usage thereof, require payment 
in specie, four thousand dollars. 

For the expense of returning the votes for Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States, one 
thousand five hundred and twenty-four dollars and 
fifty cents. 

For repairing the building occupied by the 
Treasury Department, the sum of two thousand 
dollars. ` 

For satisfying the claim of Clement Biddle, 
twenty-nine thousand eight hundred and fifty-six 
dollars and sixty-three cents. ar 

For erecting a light-house at Old Point Com- 
fort, the sum of three thousand five hundred 
dollars: = ey 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sev- 
eral appropriations, hereinbefore made, shall be 
paid and discharged out of any moneys in the 
Treasury, not otherwise appropriated. : 

Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act making appropriations for the Navy of the 
United States for the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred and one. 


Be it enacted, §c., That, for defraying the ex- 
penses of the navy of the United States for the 
year one thousand eight hundred and one, there 
shall be, and hereby is, appropriated the sum of 
three millions forty-two thousand three hundred 
and fifty-two dollars and ninety-five cents, that is 
to say: 

For the pay of the officers of the navy of the 
United States, the sum of three hundred and eigh- 
ty-two thousand seven hundred and eighty-eight 
dollars. 7 

For the subsistence of the officers of the navy, 
the sum of sixty-nine thousand eight hundred and 
two dollars and sixty cents. 

For the pay of the seamen, the sum of eight 
hundred and sixteen thousand six hundred and 
sixty dollars. i 

For provisions, the sum of five hundred and 
ninety-seven thousand one hundred and one dol- 
lars and thirty-seven cents. 

For the expenses of medicines, ‘hospitals, and 
hospital stores, the sum of thirty-one.thousand six 
hundred and forty-seven dollars and twenty cents. 
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"forthe: contingent expenses of the navy, in- 
eluding expenditure of military stores, the sum of 
‘three hundred: and forty-four thousand six hun- 
dred dollars. : 
-For salaries to storekeepers, clerks, store rent, 
laborers, and other contingencies, the sum of thir- 
ty-seven thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars. 
“ For the pay of the officers, non-commissioned 
officers, and privates, of thë marine corps, the sum 
of ninety-nine thousand two hundred and thirty- 
four dollars. re 
` For the subsistence of the officers and privates 
of the marine corps, the sum of eleven thousand 
four hundred and eighty-six dollars and ten cents. 
For clothing for the marine corps, the sum of 
thirty-three thousand five hundred and eighty- 
one- dollars and thirty cents. 
For military stores for the marine corps, the 
suri of nine thousand one hundred and sixty-six 
_dollars and thirty-eight cents. . 
~ For the contingent expenses of the marine corps, 
. fichiding camp équipage, quartermaster, barrack- 
master, hospital stores, stationery, and other con- 
tingencies, the sum of thirteen thousand four hun- 
dred and thirty-six dollars. ~ 
or the expenses attending six seventy-four gua 
ships, and for conipleting navy yards, docks, and 
wharves, the sum of five hundred thousand dollars. 
- For erecting marine barracks, the sum of twen- 
ty thousand dollars. : 


“For maintenance of French prisoners, the sum 


of thirty thousand dollars. i 
-; For making up deficiency of former appropria- 
tions for the maintenance of French prisoners, the 
sum of forty-five thousand dollars. 

Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
several appropriations hereinbefore made shall be 
paid out of the unexpended balance of appropria- 
tions for the navy, at the close of the last year, 
and out of any other moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. i 

Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act directing. the, mode of estimating cértain for- 
eign coins and currencies, and of making out in- 
-Voices in certain cases. 

Be it enacted, §c., That, from and after the 
passing of this act, the foreign coins and curren- 
cies hereinafter mentioned, shall be estimated in 
the computation of duties at the following rates: 
each sicca rupee of Bengal, and each rupee of 
Bombay, at fifty cents; and each star pagoda of 
Madras, at one hundred and eighty-four cents ; 
anything in any former act to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, from 
and after the thirtieth day of June next, the in- 
voices.of all goods imported into the United States, 
¿and subject toa duty ad valorem, shall be made 
.out-in the currency of the place or country from 
~<avhence the importation shall be made, and shall 
~ contain a true statement of the actual cost.of such 
“-goods}-in such foreign currency or currencies, 
“without any respect to the value of the coins of 
the. United: States, or foreign coins which now are, 


or shall be by law made current within the Unit- 
ed States in such foreign place or country. 
Approved, March 3, 1801. ; 


An Act to augment the salaries of the District Judges 


`- in the districts. of Massachusetts, New York, New 


Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, respectively. 


Be it enacted, §c., That, instead of the com- 
pensation at present allowed to the district judges 
for the districts. of. Massachusetts, New York, Del- 
aware, and Maryland, respectively, there shall 
herealter be allowed to, the district Judge for the 
district of Massachusetts, the yearly salary: of six- 
teen hundred dollars; to the district judge for the 
district of New York, the yearly salary of sixteen 
hundred dollars; to.the district judges of the: dis- 
tricts of New Jersey. and Delaware, the yearly 
salaries of twelve hundred dollars each; and, to 
the district judge for the district of Maryland, the 
yearly salary of sixteen hundred dollars, to be paid 
at the Treasury of the United States in quarter- 
yearly payments. a 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, for 
the year one thousand eight hundred and one, 
there shall be appropriated the sum of eight hun- 
dred dollars, to satisfy the additional compensa- 
tion hereby allowed to the district judges, to be* - 
paid-out of any moneys in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated. 

Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An act in addition to an act, entitled “An act making 
provision for the further accommodation of the house- 
hold of the President of the United States.” 


Be it enacted, §&c., That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be authorized to appoint a proper. per- 
son, who shall receive the Eeit property belong- 
ing to the household of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, and, after taking an inventory of the 
same, shall deliver it, after the third day of March 
instant, to the President of the United States. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That such 
articles of the furniture belonging to the Presi- 
dent’s household as may be decayed, out of re- 
pair, or unfit for use, and as the President of the 
United States, for the time being, may direct, and 
all the publie property, other than furniture, now 
belonging to the said household, shall be sold, un- 
der the direction of the Heads of the several De- 
partments of State, of the Treasury, of War, and 
of the Navy; and that the proceeds of such sales 
be expended, in addition the funds already appro- 
priated for that purpose, under the direction of the 
same officers, for the purpose of providing furni- 
ture for the house erected for the accommodation 
of the President of the United States. 

Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act for altering the times and places of holding cer- 
tain courts therein mentioned, and for other pur- 
poses. : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the circuit courts of 
the United States within the districts of Maine, 

New Hampshire, Massachusetts,and Rhode Island, 
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shali, after the passing of this act, commence and 
be respectively held on the severa] days hereinafter 
expressed, instead. of the times heretofore estab- 
lished by law, that is to say: in and for the dis- 
triet of Rhode Island, at Providence, on every first 
day of April, and at Newport on every eleventh 
day of November; in and for the district of Mas- 
sachusetts, on every eighth day of Apriland twen- 
ty-fifth day of October; in and for the district of 
New Hampshire, at Portsmouth, on every twen- 
ty-third day of April, and at Exeter on every fif- 
teenth day of October; in and for the district of 
Maine, at Portland, on every first day of May, and 
at Wiscasset, on every sixth day of October, ex- 
cept when any of those days shall happen on a 
Sunday, and then the session shall commence on 
the next day following. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That all ac- 
tions, suits, process, and other proceedings, of what 
nature or kind soever, depending and undetermin- 


ed before the circuit courts aforesaid, respectively, 


or that shall be depending and undetermined on 
the first day of April next, before the district court 
for the district: of Maine, acting as a circuit court, 
shall be continued to the next circuit courts, re- 
spectively, hereby directed to be holden in and 
for the districts aforesaid, respectively. 

See. 3. And be it further enacted, That all 
writs and processes which have been, or shall be 
duly sued out and made returnable to either of the 


reapers arteritis 


circuit courts aforesaid, or to the district court for - 


the district of Maine, acting as a circuit court, on 
either of the days on which the same courts were 
respectively to have been held prior to the pass- 
ing of this act, and all recognizances that have 
been, or shall be, duly taken and made so returnable, 

(said writs and processes having been duly and 
seasonably served.) shall be returned to and pro- 
ceeded upon in the said next circuit courts, re- 
spectively, which are next to be holden in and 
for the districts aforesaid, respectively, as hereby 
directed ; and all property attached by virtue of 
such writs or processes, shall be held in due form 
of law, to respond the final judgments that shall be 
obtained upon the same. respectively. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
district courts of the United States, in the State 
of North Carolina, shall, after the passing of this 
act, commence and be held on the several days 
hereinafter expressed, instead of the times hereto- 
fore established by law, that is to say: at Eden- 
ton, in and for the district of Albemarle, on every 
last Monday of March, third Monday of June, and 
last Monday of November; at Newbern, in and 
for the district of Pamlico, on every first Monday 
of April, fourth Monday of June, and first Monday 
of December ; and at Wilmington, in and for the 
district of Cape Fear, on every second Monday of 
April, first Monday of July, and second Monday 
of December. N 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That all ac- 
tions, suits, writs; process, pleadings, and other 
proceedings, commenced, instituted, depending, or 
existing, in the district courts of the district of 
New Jersey and North Carolina, at the time of 
the passing of this act, shall be continued in man- 


ner following, thatis to say: all such commenced, 
instituted, depending, or existing, in the district 
court of the district of New Jersey, to the next 
district court to be holden in the distriet of East 
Jersey; and all such commenced, instituted, de- 
pending, or existing, in the district court of the 
district of North Carolina, shall be continued to 
the next district court to be holden in the district 
of Pamlico. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the passing of this act, the circuit court 
of the United States for the district of Kentucky 
shall be holden at Frankfort, within and for said 
district, on the days already established by law, 
instead of at Bairdstown, anything in any other 
law to the contrary notwithstanding.» 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the. 
chief judge of the district of Columbia shall hold 
the district courts of the United States in and for 
the district of Potomac, and shall have, exercise, 
and perform, within the said district of Potomae, 
all the powers and duties now possessed, exercised, 
and performed, by the district judges of the United 
States within their respective districts. 

Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act to amend the act entitled “An act to provide 
for the valuation of lands and dwelling-houses, aud 
the enumeration of slaves, within the United States,” 
and to repeal the act entitled “ An act to enlarge the 
powers of the surveyors of the revenue.” 


Be it enacted, §c., That each surveyor of the 
revenue who has been or shall be appointed under 
the act entitled “ An act to provide for the valua- 
tion of lands and dwelling-houses, and the enu- 
meration of slaves, within the United States,” after 
completing the lists of the sums payable for every 
dwelling-house and slave within the district to 
which such surveyor does or shall belong, and de- 
livering the same to the collector of the revenue, 
and after taking receipts for such lists from the 
collector, in the manner provided by the act en- 
titled “An act to lay and collect a direct tax within 
the United States,” shall transmit to the super- 
visor of the district, or to the inspector of survey, 
in any district comprehending more than one sur- 
vey of inspection to which such surveyor does or 
may belong, the receipts given by the collector 
for such lists, together with all the records of the 
lists, valuations, and enumerations, which he has 
received or shall receive, or which doth or shall 
exist in his office, under authority of the act first 
mentioned ;. and it shall be the duty of such super- 
visor or inspector to receive such receipts, records, 
and papers, and safely to preserve the same. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much 
of the act entitled “An act to provide for the valua- 
tion of lands and dwelling-houses, and the enu- 
meration of slaves,” as makes it the duty of the 
surveyors of the revenue to record the transfers’ of 
lands or dwelling-houses included in. the said 
valuations, and to view and apportion the value 
of such land or dwelling-houses as shall be divided 
by sale or partition, and io value and assess new 
dwelling-houses and lands which are exempted, 
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but which shall cease to be exempted from taxa- 
tion by the laws of the State where the same 
shall be situated, and to cancel or reduce the 
valuation of dwelling-houses which may be dam- 
aged or destroyed by fire or other accidents, shall 
be and the same is hereby repealed. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That the act 
entitled “An act to enlarge the powers of the sur- 
veyors of the revenue,” passed on the thirteenth 
day of May, in the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred, shall be and the same is hereby repealed. 

Approved, February 27, 1801. 


Ah Act further to alter and to establish certain post 
f _ Toads. 
Be tt enacted, §c., That the following post roads 
be discontinued: i 

From Lancaster to New Holland, in Pennsyl- 
vania. 

From. Greenville, in Tennessee, by the Warm 
Springs, to Buncomb Court-house. 

-From Elizabeth City, in North Carolina, by 
New Lebanon, to Northwest river bridge. 

From Upper Marlborough to Piscataway. 

From Henderson Court-house to Muhlenberg 
Court-house; 

_ Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That the fol- 
lowing be established as post roads: 

«In Maine—From Standish to Fryburg. ; 
dn. New Hampshire—From Amherst, by Fran- 
cistown, Washington, and Claremont, to Windsor, 
in Vermont. 
© In Vermont—From Bennington to Brattlebo- 
rough. 

From Newbury, by Bradford, Corinth, Wash- 
ington, and Barre, to Montpelier. 
_ dn Massachusetts—From Leominister, through 
Westminister, Templeton,and Athol, to Greenfield. 

From Worcester, by Mendon, to Providence, 
and from Worcester to Lancaster. 

In Rhode Island—From Providence, by Re- 
hoboth and Attleborough, to Taunton, Massachu- 
setts. 

In New York—From Albany, by Duanesburg 
and Durlock, to Cherry Valley. 

From Poughkeepsie, by Sharon, to Litchfield. 
` In Delaware—From Georgetown, by Concord 
and the village of Laurel, to Salisbury. 

In Maryland—From Annapolis to Easton, by 
Young Haddaways. 

From Annapolis to Centreville, by Kent Island. 

From the City of Washington to Piscataway. 

From Elkton, by Warwick and Bridgetown, to 
Greensborough, in Caroline county. tay 

From the City of Washington, by Brookville 
and W. Hobbs’s, in Frederick county, to Taney- 
town. F 

>: From the City of Washington to Wiley’s tavern, 
in Fairfax county, Virginia. 
© In Pennsylvania—F rom Pittsburgh, by George- 
town and Canfield, to Warren, in the Northwest- 
érn. Territory. 
<2 From Berwick to Wilkesbarre. 
“In Virginia—From Richmond to Charles City 
-Court-house. 


* From Clarkesburg to Marietta. 
. From Romney to Morganton or Clarkesburg. 
From Alexandria, by Thomas’s ferry, to Pis- 


cataway,in Maryland. 


From Halifax Court-house to Danville. 
From Bowling Green, by Broaddus’s mill, S. 


Harrison’s, and Dunkirk, to New Kent Court- 
house. i 


The post road from Jerusalem to Hicks’s ford 


shall pass by the Cross-keys, and from the. Cross- 
keys to Murfreesborough. : 


From Petersburg, by Sussex Court-house, to 
Southampton Court-house.. . 

From Jamestown to Farmville. f 

The mail from Mecklenberg Court-house; in 
Virginia, to Christianville, shall be carried by 
Marshall’s and Wilson’s store. 

In the Northwestern Territory—From Cincin- 
nati to Detroit. : i 

In Indiana Territory—From Vincennes, bý” 
Kaskaskias, to Kahokia. cae X 

In Kentucky—From Harding Court-house ‘to 
Breckenridge Court-house, to Henderson Court- 
house, Eddy Grove, and Eddyville, to: Fort 
Massac. eee 

From Breckenridge Court-house, by Hartford | 
and Vienna, to Muhlenberg Court-house. 

In Tennessee—From Knoxville, by Sevierville, 


| Newport and the Warm Springs, to Buncomb 


Court-house. 

From Newport, by Cheek’s cross roads, to 
Oresville. 

In the Mississippi Territory—From Natchez to 
the southern boundary line of the United States. 

In North Carolina—The post road from Raleigh 
to Chatham Court-house shall pass through Hay- 
woodsborough. 

The post road from Raleigh to Newbern shall 
pass through Green county. 

From Elizabeth City to Indiantown and Tull’s 
creek to Northwest river. bridge. 

The post road from Winton to Windsor shall 


| pass through Pitch landing and Colerain. 


From Louisburg, by Nash Court-house, to Tar- 
borough. 

From Charlotte Court-house to York Court- 
house, in South Carolina. 

From. Charlotte to Camden, in South Carolina, 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all letters 
and packets from John Adams, now President of 
the United States, after the expiration of his term 
in office, and during his life, shall be received and 
conveyed by post free of postage. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall not be construed to affect any existing con- 
tracts. 

Approved, March 3, 1801. 


An Act ‘for erecting light-houses on New Point Com- 
fort, and on Smith’s Point, in the State of Virginia, 
and on Faulkner’s Island, in Long Island Sound, in 
the State of Connecticut, and for placing buoys in 
Narraganset Bay. 

Be it enacted, §c., That as soon as a cession 
shall be made by the State of Virginia to the United 
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States, of the jurisdiction over the land proper for 
the purpose, the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to provide by contract, to 
be approved by the President of the United States, 
for building a light-house on New Point Comfort, 
and another light-house on Smith’s Point, both in 
the State aforesaid, and to furnish the same with 
all necessary supplies; and, also, to agree for the 
salaries or wages of the persons who may be ap- 
pointed by the President for the superintendence 
and care of the same, and that the President be 
authorized to make the said appointments. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That as soon 
as a cession shall be made by the State of Con- 
necticut, of the jurisdiction over the land proper 

` for the purpose, the Secretary be, and heis hereby, 
authorized to provide by contract, to be approved 
‘by the President of the United States, for build- 
ing a light-house on Faulkner’s Island, in Long 
Island Sound, in the said State of Connecticut, 
and to furnish the same with all necessary sup- 
plies, and also to agree for the salaries or wages of 
the person or persons appointed by the President 
for the superintendence and care of the same,and 
that the President be authorized to make the said 
appointments. f 
Ec. 3: And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be placed one 
buoy on the shoal south of Kionimicut Point, and 
one buoy on a ledge called the Half Way Rock, in 
‘the Narraganset Bay, in the State of Rhode Island. 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That there 


be appropriated and paid out of the moneys arising 
from ipon and tonnage, the sum of five thousand 
dollars for the purpose of erecting the light-house 
as aforesaid on New Point Comfort; the sum of 
nine thousand dollars for the purpose of erecting 
the light-house as aforesaid on Smith’s Point; 
the sum of six thousand dollars for erecting the 
light-house as aforesaid on Faulkner’s Island, in 
Long Island Sound, and the sum of one hun- 
dred and fifty dollars for placing two buoys as 
aforesaid in the Narraganset Bay, in the State of 
Rhode Island. ; 
Approved, March 3, 1801. 


Resolution respecting certain property of the United 
States in the possession of Thomas Claxton, James ` 
Mathers, and Thomas Dunn, Doorkeepers to Con- 
gress. 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That Thomas Claxton, James 
Mathers, and Thomas Dunn, be permitted to oc- 
cupy, free of rent, until otherwise directed by Con- 
gress, the houses now in their respective posses- 
sion, the property of the United States, in the 
public square in the City of Washington on which 
the Capitol stands, together with a small piece 
of ground contiguous to each, for a garden, to be 
enclosed in such a manner as not to interfere 
with any of the public streets or avenues passing 
through the said square. 

Approved, March 2, 1801. 


